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Tuesday, 2 May 2017
The SPEAKER (Hon. Colin Brooks) took the chair
at 12.03 p.m. and read the prayer.

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

SELECT COMMITTEE ON MEMBERS FOR
TARNEIT AND MELTON
Establishment
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — Speaker, I
desire to move, by leave:
That so much of standing orders be suspended as necessary
for the motion standing in my name to establish a select
committee on the conduct of the former Speaker and Deputy
Speaker to be considered immediately.

Leave refused.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Member for Melton
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. The member for Melton has
rorted $174 000 from the taxpayer. You are insisting he
only pay back $98 000 of it; you are letting him off
$76 000 in taxpayers money. This man has committed
theft from the taxpayer, and the Premier is excusing
half of it. Premier, why will you not support sacking
this rorting member from the Parliament?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — What a half-hearted
effort that was on budget day. The member for
Melton — —
Mr Guy — On a point of order, it was not
half-hearted; it was half paid back.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Mr ANDREWS — That is five weeks of practice!
The member for Melton has made arrangements to pay
back money that he owes. The terms of those
arrangements are a matter for him. As to his conduct
and the claims made by the Leader of the Opposition in
his question, I would remind the Leader of the
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Opposition that the member for Melton is the subject of
a number of investigations and no-one in this place
should be cutting across those investigations. The right
thing to do is to pay the money back, and that is what
the member for Melton is doing.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — He has not
paid any money back. Premier, no Victorian can steal
from their employer and then offer to pay back just
some of the theft interest free and avoid any
consequences or meaningful punishment. Premier, why
have you caved in to the member for Melton? Why
have you agreed that he should have $76 000 of his
theft forgiven? Why have you not demanded that the
full amount be paid back?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his shouty little effort — five weeks
of shouting. I reject all the assertions in the little rant
from the Leader of the Opposition. As I said earlier on,
the member for Melton is the subject of a number of
investigations and inquiries. They should be allowed to
run their course. The right thing to do is to pay the
money back, and arrangements, as I understand it, that
the member for — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Members will cease
shouting across the chamber, or they will be warned
and asked to leave the chamber.

Ministers statements: regional rail services
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I was very, very
pleased to be in Warragul on Sunday to announce the
$1.4 billion Victorian regional rail revival, the biggest
ever boost to our regional rail network, a profound
investment in better services for V/Line passengers,
better connections for regional communities and jobs
for regional Victorians — a fantastic package and one
that is long overdue.
What does it mean? It means 40-minute services
between Traralgon and Melbourne; the Avon River
bridge being replaced; additional services on the
Warrnambool line; important steps towards better rail
into the Surf Coast, particularly Torquay rail; Ararat
and Maryborough having better freight and passenger
rail services — so freight and rail passenger services
will be improved for Ararat and Maryborough; stations
being upgraded at Donnybrook and Wallan; the track
between Bendigo and Echuca being improved; and
more services added to the Ballarat line. What a
fantastic package of investment. What a fantastic
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package to support regional Victoria to be strong and
confident and prosperous.

Ministers statements: regional rail services

And what have we had from those opposite? Liberals
first and Victorians second out there doing Malcolm
Turnbull’s bidding. They are actually hoping that
Malcolm Turnbull rips off Victoria — actually
barracking, hoping, praying, begging for Malcolm
Turnbull to rip off Victoria. We will get on and build
these projects. We should not have to argue about any
of them. They are outstanding, and we stand ready to
get them built for every single regional Victorian.

Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I am
very pleased to continue what the Premier mentioned
earlier today about how the Andrews Labor
government is delivering a $1.45 billion regional rail
revival program that will upgrade regional passenger
lines right across regional Victoria. These are upgrades
that are ready to go as soon as Victoria receives the
funds under the national partnership agreement that
Victoria is entitled to. Let us be clear: this is Victorian
money owed to Victoria for Victorian projects, and we
have said we will spend it on reviving regional rail.

Member conduct

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. Your promised legislation to
crack down on Labor rorts includes a penalty of 25 per
cent for those caught rorting the system. Premier, why
do you not apply the same 25 per cent penalty to
Victoria’s biggest two parliamentary rorters, Labor’s
member for Melton and member for Tarneit? Is it a
case of rorters first, Victorians second?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — The government has
announced that it will introduce a comprehensive
package of legislative reform — reform not undertaken
by those opposite. When those bills are put before the
Parliament we will be able to debate them in full, and
we will expect the support of those opposite.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — If it is good
enough to have a penalty for future Labor rorters,
Premier, why is it not good enough to have penalties for
your current two Labor rorters?

The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Ripon is
warned.
Ms ALLAN — Members of the house support more
funds for regional rail. We know this because some
have launched a petition calling for more money for rail
services. The member for Polwarth, the member for
South Barwon and the member for South-West Coast
have all put their names on this petition.
I am very pleased to advise those members that this
package includes $110 million for the first stage of the
Surf Coast rail and $100 million for the Warrnambool
line. I would like to give a particular shout-out to one of
those three MPs who has been consistent in standing by
their community. Only one of those three MPs stood by
their community. The member for South-West Coast
has told the Warrnambool Standard that this is ‘a win’
for her electorate. Thank you to the member for
South-West Coast. Others could learn.
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — As I said, bills will be
introduced into the Parliament. They will be debated,
and we hope they pass with the support of all members
of Parliament. One might ask: if it is good enough to
say you have checked everyone’s paperwork, why was
the paperwork not handed over by the member for
Benambra? Ah, boasting and bragging and found short
on this issue!
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Before calling the
Minister for Public Transport I renew my warning that
I will commence to remove members from the
chamber if people continue to shout across the
chamber at each other.

The SPEAKER — Order! Government members
will come to order.
Ms ALLAN — Others have said:
If there is money owed to Victoria, it should be paid in full,
no mucking around, no half-baked discussion …

Who said that? It was the Leader of the Opposition. So
come on, be a Victorian first, not a Liberal.

Member for Melton
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. Under the Penalty Interest
Rates Act 1983 as prescribed by the Attorney-General
last year, an interest rate of up to 9.5 per cent is
imposed on debts owing to the state. Premier, why have
you exempted the member for Melton’s fortnightly
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repayments of his moneys owed to the state from any
requirement to pay interest, yet every other Victorian is
required to pay penalty interest on their unpaid debts?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — As I said earlier, the
government will introduce into the Parliament
comprehensive changes — changes that were not made
by those opposite in the review to end all reviews that
was conducted by the previous Premier, Dr Napthine.
Well, there is a bit more work that needs to be done —
and it will be done — and we look forward to the
fulsome support, with all the anger and gusto he can
muster, of the Leader of the Opposition.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — Premier, in
your agreeing that Parliament’s own Ronnie Biggs can
pay back just half of his looted instalments, will your
sleazy deal with the member for Melton allow him to
simply use his electoral allowance, the part B
allowance, to pay back his rorted cash?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — As I have said
publicly and I think in this place on many occasions,
the right thing to do is to pay back the money. That is
what the member for Melton is doing. The
arrangements are a matter for him and a matter between
the Parliament and the member. I am in no position to
confirm any of those matters; I have no knowledge of
those matters. I cannot confirm what I am unaware of.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Members will come to
order.
Mr ANDREWS — If the Leader of the Opposition
would like to have a full investigation of part B, that is
an interesting policy position and one I would only be
too happy to talk to him about. I am happy to talk about
that if that is what he is putting forward, but I expect he
is not, and he certainly would not have had too much of
a conversation with his backbench about that. Angry
and confused as always!

Ministers statements: Rinnai
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Industry and
Employment) — Two weeks ago I had the great
pleasure of joining the Premier and the members for
Keysborough and Mordialloc at the opening of Rinnai’s
new manufacturing facility at Braeside. Of course
Rinnai are a well-known household brand. They make
energy efficient hot-water systems, air-conditioning
units and renewable solar systems. The new
manufacturing plant in every way demonstrates our
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great capabilities in Victoria, and the confidence that
global companies have to invest in Victoria.
Our government was very proud to support Rinnai
through our investment attraction and assistance
program. This investment will secure 372 existing jobs
and add more than 155 new jobs at Rinnai.
These are highly skilled and valuable jobs, some of
which, very pleasingly, are going to ex-auto workers.
Mr R. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Warrandyte is warned.
Mr NOONAN — This is a great outcome for our
manufacturing sector, a sector that employs more than
300 000 Victorians. Rinnai of course joins a long list of
companies investing and growing in Victoria, and
growing jobs is what this government is all about. We
are absolutely leading the nation in terms of growing
jobs. Since we came to government 216 000 new jobs
have been created in Victoria.
Mr T. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Kew is
warned.
Mr NOONAN — Last year alone, employment rose
by 95 300 people. That is nearly double the number of
jobs created throughout the rest of Australia. To put that
into further context the number of additional jobs
created in Victoria last year was about the same number
that the previous government created in four years. That
demonstrates how committed we are to creating jobs in
Victoria.

Member conduct
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. Premier, the Ocean Grove
caravan park that the member for Melton claims to live
in has a policy of having no permanent residents, and
the owners state they have never ever seen him. Given
it is clear that in stating he lived at this Ocean Grove
caravan park the rorting member for Melton, your
member for Melton, has lied on a statutory declaration
to this Parliament, it is a clear-cut case of corruption.
Premier, why have you not referred this man to the
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption
Commission?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I am delighted to
wish those opposite a happy budget day. It is budget
day, a day when the government gets to lay out its
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commitments and you opposite get to celebrate your
irrelevance to our plans for Victoria.
There are a number of investigations, and I do not
propose to cut — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier will resume
his seat.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, I asked a very straightforward question: why
after such evidence of rorting and lying will the Premier
not refer the member for Melton to the anti-corruption
commission? It is a simple question. Why will he not
answer it?
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Mr ANDREWS — Thank you, Speaker. There is
no issue of relevance. It is budget day, and I am very
happy that we are sitting on this side of the house and
you are sitting over there. There are investigations
underway, and I do not propose to cut across them.
That might be the way the Leader of the Opposition
operates, but not me and not this government.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — On the topic
of rorting Labor MPs, after months of avoiding
scrutiny, Premier, where is your rorting member for
Tarneit, or has he skipped the country already?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — That is a complete
nonsense question from the angry one here. The
member for Tarneit — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Members will come to
order. I am struggling to hear the Premier’s response to
this question.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, by way of
relevance, Speaker, attendance at Parliament is not
nonsense. Attendance at Parliament is a member of
Parliament’s job. The member for Tarneit is not here.
There is no excuse as to where he is. It is a simple
question to the Premier: as Leader of the Labor Party,
where is your member for Tarneit? Why is he not
serving his constituents and being right here?
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier was coming
to answering the question, without assistance from
government members.
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Mr ANDREWS — Given that the Leader of the
Opposition, even having reviewed a medical certificate,
refused to grant leave, I think he knows the answer to
this question. The member for Tarneit has a medical
certificate, and he is absent subsequent to that medical
certificate. If those opposite want to shout and laugh
and jeer, it says more about them than it does about the
member for Tarneit.
Ms Staley interjected.
Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Ripon
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Ripon
has been warned previously and continues to shout. I
ask the member to leave the chamber for the period of
half an hour.
Honourable member for Ripon withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Questions and statements resumed.

Ministers statements: major projects skills
guarantee
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — On this
great day, this budget day, I rise to bring the house’s
attention to the opportunities for apprentices, trainees and
engineering cadets as part of the Andrews government’s
regional rail package. Early estimates indicate that the
project will create 140 opportunities for young
apprentices, trainees and cadets. The Andrews
government is using its unprecedented investment in
infrastructure to provide young people with the
opportunity to learn a trade and acquire new skills.
The regional rail package comes on top of more than
740 pathways for apprentices, trainees and cadets that
have been created in just the first 12 months of the new
major projects skills guarantee. This week’s
announcement complements the Andrews
government’s enduring commitment to training and
higher education in our region. Through Skills First, the
Andrews government is overhauling our training and
TAFE system, guaranteeing funding to secure the
future of TAFE, and making sure Victorians have the
right skills for the jobs of today and of tomorrow.
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Those opposite gutted TAFE. That is their record. They
gutted TAFE and the jobs and skills pathway it
provides. Our record is in stark contrast — funding new
buildings, reopening closed campuses, rolling out the
latest cutting-edge equipment and restoring quality to
the system. In Gippsland, Federation Training gets
$6.5 million; in the south-west, South West TAFE gets
$3.5 million; Geelong gets $6.6 million. Unlike those
opposite, we are supporting our TAFE system, our
apprentices, our trainees and our cadets.

Member for Melton
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. Premier, your sleazy deal
with the rorting member for Melton has forgiven him
$76 000 of his theft from the Victorian taxpayer, kept
him in the Victorian Parliament instead of sacking him,
and you have not even required him to apologise.
Premier, can you tell all Victorians whether part of your
deal with the member for Melton at least requires him
to move back to his own seat?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I reject each and
every element of that ridiculous question — a question
that took him five weeks to come up with. The member
for Melton’s arrangements are entirely a matter for him.
Supplementary question
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how popular that was. Another $330 million, and
another project the Liberal Party said they would do but
never got anywhere near doing.
Then we have to look at our duplications in the west —
eight major upgrades, whether it be Dunnings Road,
Palmers Road, Leakes Road and the like — which will
deliver employment, opportunity and reliability for
people getting home. When you are looking in the west
you only have to look at the West Gate tunnel project.
Another 6000 jobs, another major project which will
deliver greater freight efficiency and deliver greater
economic benefits in this economy.
As we know, we have the fastest growing economy in
the country — 200 000 jobs. Then you think what
could be the alternatives: you could grow at 0.8 per cent
like the last lot did in 2013–14; you could turn the lights
off, shut the shop and simply do nothing; or you could
do what the shadow Treasurer, the member for
Malvern, has said. What did he say today? He said he
would not be wasting money on infrastructure business
cases. We know why — because they did absolutely
nothing. Or, if you like the alternative policy of the
member for Hawthorn, it is the ‘girly germs’ policy
where you do not have any girls on the front bench
because they are a bit scary.

Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — Premier, is
the reason you have excused more than $76 000 of the
member for Melton’s $174 000 fraud that you are doing
all you can to avoid the wrath of the western suburbs
voters in a possible Melton by-election?

Ms Kealy — On a point of order, Speaker, I would
ask the minister to withdraw. He made a comment
about there being no women on the front bench on this
side of the chamber. It is quite clear that we have a
number of fantastic women representing our region. I
would like the minister to withdraw those offensive
comments.

Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — The answer to yet
another ridiculous question from the Leader of the
Opposition is no. N–O, no.

Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, as the
manager of opposition business is fond of asking us to
do — —

Ministers statements: Melbourne roads
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) — I rise to update the house on the projects
being undertaken by the Andrews government very
much to improve Melbourne roads — and there are
many, many of them, with funding mostly provided by
the state government of course, as we know.
Recently we committed $100 million to build that
missing link in the north-east — to actually finish the
Ring Road that has been so required for so long. That is
something that the community very much welcomes,
and the 5000 jobs which are associated with it, which
we know is a big boom. Then we have got the
Mordialloc bypass, which was in the Herald Sun this
morning, and another missing link — and we know

An honourable member — What is the point of
order?
Ms Allan — I am just demonstrating the point that
members opposite are a little bit uncomfortable with
women in the room. The member did not use the
appropriate forms of the house: under the standing
orders you are required to take personal offence at a
matter that is raised. She did not indicate that in her
contribution, and she may wish to do so.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Lowan
indicated she was offended by the remarks of the
minister. I would ask him to withdraw those remarks.
Mr DONNELLAN — I am happy to withdraw.
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CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Evelyn electorate
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — (12 522) My question is to
the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing. My
constituents are questioning why 12 Plaza Court,
Lilydale, which is managed by the minister’s
department, has been left empty and unused. I have
been told that no-one has lived there for almost three
months and renovation rubbish and other rubbish has
been left in the front yard. The rubbish out the front is
an eyesore for local residents, and with so many
desperate people on waiting lists for houses,
constituents are asking why this house has not been
used for those in need.

Essendon electorate
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — (12 523) My
constituency question is directed to the Minister for
Police, and I ask: what is the latest information about
increasing police numbers in the City of Moonee Valley?
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Hume police region from this month, an announcement
strongly welcomed by my constituents. With thousands
of new police on the way, along with new resources
and technology, I look forward to hearing from the
minister about how this record investment will benefit
Yuroke constituents.

Sandringham electorate
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — (12 526) My
constituency question is directed to the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety. Kingston City Council have
proposed the completion of the bay trail along Beach
Road between Mentone and Mordialloc with a
back-of-road solution that will involve the reduction of
the width of Beach Road. I ask the minister whether he
supports the current City of Kingston proposal, which
will place cyclists closer to passing vehicles.

Broadmeadows electorate

Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — (12 524) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. The information I seek is whether he will
consider the sealing of the shoulders of Maffra-Sale
Road. My office has been contacted a number of times
by constituents who are concerned about the road and
the state of the shoulders in this section. The road is
used frequently by many constituents from Maffra,
Bundalaguah and surrounding areas, as well as by a
number of visitors to the region. It is the main route
between Sale and Maffra, and given the area is a
farming district, the road is also used by heavy vehicles
in the transportation of livestock. My constituents
believe the current surface and condition of the
shoulders is at an unacceptable standard and that
sealing would greatly increase their level of safety.
Despite cuts to both the road assets and operations
budgets in the past two years, I would hope that this
project can be completed.

Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — (12 527) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Industry and
Employment. The information I seek is an update on
the success in finding jobs for automotive workers
following the Ford Motor Company’s closure of its
passenger car manufacturing in Broadmeadows. As
chair of the northern Automotive Transition Taskforce I
want to acknowledge the work of the minister, his
office, the Department of Economic Development,
Jobs, Transport and Resources and the collaboration
between key stakeholders, as well as the outstanding
commitment from the Australian Manufacturing
Workers Union representatives, including the tireless
John Herbertson and Paul Difelice; the Ford Motor
Company, which has been a good corporate citizen in
trying to assist and find new jobs for its former
employees; and Auto Skills Australia, headed by Vince
Panozzo. I also acknowledge the collaboration between
local councils, particularly the City of Hume; the
Trades Hall Council, which provided oversight through
Luke Hilakari and the former member for Yuroke, Liz
Beattie; and advice from business as well, which has
been highly appreciated, through the Australian
Industry Group’s Tim Piper’s commitment.

Yuroke electorate

Prahran electorate

Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) — (12 525) My
constituency question is for the Minister for Police. The
Andrews Labor government’s recent announcement of
a $2 billion investment in police resources has been
welcomed across Victoria. The information I seek is
how this investment will benefit communities in the
Yuroke electorate. Last week the minister announced
that 36 additional police will be deployed across the

Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — (12 528) My question is
for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety, and I ask:
will the minister change the phasing of the traffic lights
at the Chapel Street and Dandenong Road intersection
to assist both pedestrians and vehicles doing a U-turn in
the absence of the Hornby Street crossover? A number
of people have listed this intersection as an issue on the
Victoria Walks WalkSpot map. Some of the comments

Gippsland East electorate
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are that the pedestrian crossing has a green man for too
short a time to cross even halfway, that the light
sequence is poor, that there is insufficient time to cross
Dandenong Road and that unless you walk briskly or
run, the lights do not allow for a full crossover of
Dandenong Road along Chapel Street. The sequencing
of lights is also a significant issue for drivers who need
to do a U-turn to access Hornby Street following the
closure of the Hornby Street crossover. They report
traffic banking up, delays, people running red lights and
a complete failure of VicRoads to meaningfully consult
over this change.

Thomastown electorate
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) — (12 529) My
question is to the Minister for Education. A number of
parents with children living with type 1 diabetes are
very frustrated and upset that their children are
struggling to fully participate in school activities. These
parents have experienced a lack of care in some
schools. Could the minister please provide information
about how these concerns are being addressed?

challenges place these jobseekers at a disadvantage in
the job market. They deserve assistance to find work
because everyone deserves the opportunity to gain
meaningful employment. To reiterate my question, how
will this new program help disadvantaged jobseekers in
areas of high unemployment, like Frankston North?

STATE TAXATION ACTS AMENDMENT
BILL 2017
Introduction
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to make
miscellaneous amendments to the Duties Act 2000, the First
Home Owner Grant Act 2000, the Land Tax Act 2005, the
Payroll Tax Act 2007, the Planning and Environment
Act 1987, the Taxation Administration Act 1997, the
Unclaimed Money Act 2008, the Valuation of Land Act 1960
and certain other acts as a consequence of the amendments
made to the Valuation of Land Act 1960 and for other
purposes.

House divided on motion:
Ayes, 45

Burwood electorate
Mr WATT (Burwood) — (12 530) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Police.
People should expect when they go to bed that it will be
their alarm clock that will wake them in the morning,
not somebody entering their bedroom with a machete
or shots being fired in their street. It was concerning
that recently in the streets of Chadstone it was the latter,
with two men shot at 5.00 a.m. So I ask: given the
government will today announce spending of more than
$60 billion, given the spate of drive-by shootings,
carjackings and home invasions, and given the closure
of local police stations, why will the government not
provide the funds needed to keep the residents of
Burwood safe?

Frankston electorate
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) — (12 531) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Industry and
Employment, and I ask the minister: how will the Jobs
Victoria Employment Network program benefit
communities experiencing high levels of
unemployment, like the community of Frankston North
in my electorate? Frankston North is a great place with
a strong and proud community, but unfortunately it
experiences high levels of unemployment, well above
the state average. Employment is vital to social
inclusion. It is empowering and it has positive health
outcomes. However, many unemployed people face
multiple and complex barriers to finding work. Such
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Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Ms
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Watt, Mr
Wells, Mr

Motion agreed to.
First reading
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I move:
That this bill be now read a first time.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I ask the Treasurer to
provide a brief explanation of the bill.
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I thank the member for
his question. The bill gives effect to a variety of
initiatives that are incorporated within the state budget.
It supports the government’s strong financial
management by implementing budget measures as well
as other measures which will improve the operation of
Victoria’s taxation laws. In line with government
policy, these amendments will help to maintain the
integrity and sustainability of the taxation system.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 45
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Blandthorn, Ms
Bull, Mr J.
Carbines, Mr
Couzens, Ms
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Hennessy, Ms
Hibbins, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
Kilkenny, Ms

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

Noes, 37
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Battin, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T.
Burgess, Mr
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O’Brien, Mr D.
O’Brien, Mr M.
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Ryan, Ms
Smith, Mr R.
Smith, Mr T.
Southwick, Mr
Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Ms
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Watt, Mr
Wells, Mr

Motion agreed to.
Read first time.
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I move:
That this bill be read a second time on the next day of sitting.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I move:
That the words ‘on the next day of sitting’ be omitted with a
view of inserting in their place the words ‘after consideration
of the motion by the Leader of the Opposition to establish a
select committee on the conduct of the former Speaker and
Deputy Speaker has been completed’.

In speaking to that motion I reinforce to the house that
there is one crucial matter that this house needs to be
dealing with, and that is literally to put our house in
order in terms of holding to account our former Speaker
and former Deputy Speaker for the massive rorts that
they have perpetuated on this house and on the people
of Victoria. What the government needs to be doing is
dealing with that matter forthwith, and if the
government thinks that it can just ignore it, sweep it
under the carpet and press on regardless as though
nothing has happened, as though nothing needs to be
done, then the government needs to think again,
because this side of the house is not going to go along
with that approach.
We have already provided the government at the
commencement of business today with an opportunity to
agree to establish a select committee that can get to the
bottom of exactly what has gone on with this rorting by
the member for Tarneit and the member for Melton, and
the government has rejected that opportunity. With this
motion we again want to provide the government now
with an opportunity to bring on the motion, of which
notice has been given by the Leader of the Opposition to
deal with this. If the government is prepared to do that,
then that process can be put in train. This house can do
the right thing with a proper full select committee taking
evidence from relevant officers and from the members
for Melton and Tarneit, find out exactly what is going on
and certainly, if the evidence that has emerged to date
stacks up, hold those members to account, require them
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to repay the money that they rorted and move to boot the
malefactors out of this Parliament.
This is a matter that needs to be dealt with. The
government, the Premier, cannot brush it off and cannot
refuse to take action on it. It is an entirely different
story from when the then Leader of the Opposition in
the previous Parliament was strongly in support of the
Parliament doing things in parallel with a police
investigation. That of course was right, and that is what
the former coalition government did. It referred issues
for investigation by a committee of this Parliament
while police matters were being looked at. But this has
been an entirely different story, with the Premier now
saying, ‘No, no. There are other matters in train. We are
not going to do anything to cut across those matters’.
That just will not wash. It is absolutely wrong and
inappropriate.
This Parliament needs to be dealing with this matter to
put our house in order and to restore the credibility of
this chamber with the people of Victoria. That is what
needs to be given priority in this house. If the
government is prepared to bring on the motion, to pass
the motion and to get the select committee established
and underway to get these matters investigated, then of
course we can get on with other business until the select
committee reports. But while the government is trying to
cover up this racket, to cover up what appears to be a
blatant fraud on the community of Victoria, to condone
criminal conduct — while that is going on this house
should be refusing to deal with other matters, insisting
that the government bring this on as a matter of priority
and ensuring that the reputation of this house can be
restored, because as I said at the outset, this is not just an
issue about an individual member doing the wrong thing.
We all recall exactly what the now Premier, then the
Leader of the Opposition, had to say in the past on that
subject in calling for action to be taken — action, I must
say, that was taken under the previous government. But
now it is the members for Tarneit and Melton involved it
is an entirely different story. It looks as though the
Premier has done a deal to let the member for Melton off
with only a partial repayment of the money that he has
rorted. There is no question about holding the member to
account, no question about penalties, no question about
booting him out of the Parliament and no question about
referring him to IBAC.
This is an appalling attempt by the Premier to condone
and cover up what has gone on. It is not something that
this chamber should accept. We should be asserting our
rights as a democratic institution and upholding the
longstanding traditions of Westminster parliaments
over centuries, which provide that we do take
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responsibility for these matters, we do take
responsibility for the conduct of our own affairs and we
should be giving priority to that matter. Let us defer the
second reading of this bill, bring on the motion for
which notice has been given by the Leader of the
Opposition to establish a select committee, pass that
motion and get the select committee underway to
ensure the members for Tarneit and Melton are held to
account and uphold the standards of this house.
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — The
government feels that it is appropriate that the first item
and priority for today is to get to the budget. The State
Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2017, which is related
to the budget, should appropriately be second read on
the next day of sitting. I support the motion moved by
the Treasurer.
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — I rise to support the
amendment that the member for Box Hill has moved.
The most important issue this house should be dealing
with is the establishment of a select committee to
review the rorting by the members for Melton and
Tarneit. The reason that that should be a select
committee is their rorting goes a lot further than the
issues the Privileges Committee would normally deal
with. It needs to be a select committee that can hear
evidence and, more importantly, regain the credibility
of this Parliament with Victorians. It needs that
evidence to be heard in public and to be recorded,
because the people of Victoria have lost patience with
what happens around the issues of the Labor Party and
the rorting that they do. So we do need a select
committee that hears evidence in public to make sure
that everyone knows what has gone on when it comes
to the members for Melton and Tarneit.
As we have heard, the Premier has done some sleazy
deal with the member for Melton whereby he does not
have to repay all the money he has rorted out of the
system. These are the sorts of things that should be
examined by a select committee. Why has the Premier
only demanded that approximately two-thirds of the
money be repaid? Why is the member for Melton not
paying a 25 per cent penalty on the money that he rorted
from Victorian taxpayers? Why is he not paying penalty
interest on the time payments for the small amount of
money he has agreed to pay back? They are the sorts of
things a select committee can hear evidence on and the
Victorian people can know the facts and the Victorian
people can start to gather some clear respect for this
house again. Although it is the members for Melton and
Tarneit who have done the rorting, it brings us all into
some level of disrepute with the people of Victoria.
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Speaker, when you were elected to the chair of this
chamber you understood the responsibilities that that
position holds. I would have thought the previous
Speaker, the member for Tarneit, and the previous
Deputy Speaker, the member for Melton, should have
understood the responsibility they had in the high
offices they held in this place. The fact that they did
hold those high offices makes what they did even worse
in my eyes. They should have known better. As we
have heard, the caravan park at Ocean Grove does not
accept permanent residents. The caravan park operator
at Ocean Grove had never seen the member for Melton
in all the time that he allegedly lived at that particular
caravan park.
Those of us who come from the country know that we
have to sign a statutory declaration of where we live
and where our second residence is here in Melbourne. It
is a very serious offence to sign a false stat dec, so the
member for Melton has potentially exposed himself to a
fine of up to $250 000 or up to six months in jail for
signing a false stat dec. This is a serious offence that the
member for Melton has committed, let alone what the
member for Tarneit may or may not have done with his
alleged desire to move to Queenscliff to live even
though it would appear now that he never moved to
Queenscliff.
In the eyes of Victorians this needs to be dealt with in
an appropriate way. Our view, as the Leader of the
Opposition has moved in his motion, is this requires the
establishment of a select committee that can hear
evidence in public and, more importantly, can call
witnesses under oath, because we know how good
some of the people involved are at telling porkies. We
need an inquiry that can call witnesses and have them
give evidence under oath so the people of Victoria can
regain some confidence that we are all here to do the
things that we were elected to do — that is, govern on
behalf of all Victorians — not just rort the system for
our own personal benefit, as the members for Melton
and Tarneit have done.
The Premier did not give any clear answers about what
he was planning to do today about addressing these
issues that we have raised, which just reinforces the
need for the establishment of a select committee. This is
the most important issue before the house today. The
budget is important, but what is more important is the
operation of the house and the confidence of Victorians
now that hundreds of years of history in the
Westminster system have been tarnished and dragged
into ill repute by the members for Tarneit and Melton.
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — Today is budget day.
Today is about the livelihoods, the welfare and the
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wellbeing of Victorians, who are all waiting to hear the
Andrews Labor government’s fantastic budget that is
set down for this afternoon. The bluff and bluster, the
sound and fury from those on the opposite side is
nothing other than a cheap political stunt.
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — The member for
Macedon said that it is budget day. The last time I
looked, a budget is when a government accounts to the
public for where they spend money. Well, we are all
about this government being accountable for the
expenditure of public money, particularly the odd
$175 000 that was rorted by the Labor member for
Melton. We are absolutely serious about being
accountable for public money. Why are members of the
government not equally concerned about it? That is
why I support the member for Box Hill’s contribution.
His amendment to this motion is all about saying that
this Parliament needs to get to the bottom of a
disgraceful rort.
The empty seat over there where the member for
Melton usually sits is testament to his guilt. He is not
prepared to face the music, and I understand that. He
should be embarrassed that after his lengthy career,
after 20-odd years in this Parliament, the most he can
hope for is to walk down the street and have nobody
recognise him. After over two decades in this place he
is known as one thing: a terrible rorter and a dishonest
thief of public funds. If he was here he could have taken
objection to that, but the coward did not have the ability
or the guts to turn up on budget day.
So we are here saying that we need to be holding that
rorting member for Melton accountable. We are saying
that the government should be joining us in holding that
member for Melton accountable for that rorting of
public funds. So many faces on the other side were so
indignant — and we said it — about the wrong
behaviour of the former member for Frankston. Where
are they now? Were they people of principle or were
they simply about, as we always see, Labor first and
honesty last? That is what it is all about — no principle,
no integrity. It is all about protecting one of your rorting
mates rather than looking after the taxpayers you have
been elected to this place to represent.
That is why we are going to continue to prosecute this
issue. We are not going to give up, because when I walk
down the street of my electorate — where I live, can I
say — this is what people actually are speaking to me
about. People are angry about the actions of the member
for Melton and the member for Tarneit and that rorting
of public money. As the Leader of The Nationals pointed
out, we elected those two men to esteemed positions in
this house. They spoke for us; they literally spoke for us.
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They were supposed to be the ones setting the
standards — the standards of integrity and the standards
of honesty. They were supposed to be the people setting
the standard for this Parliament, but instead their greed,
their avarice and their dishonesty led to them rorting
money from the public.
They have not only disgraced themselves, trashed their
own reputations and trashed their parliamentary careers,
but also they have brought this house into disrepute.
Anybody who has the great honour to be elected to this
place, who took the oath, as we all did, should be
concerned about the standards of this house and about
the reputation which we collectively have with the
people of Victoria. If members opposite had any care or
concern for the dignity of this Parliament or respect for
the people of Victoria who sent us here, they would be
supporting the member for Box Hill’s amendment,
because we should be getting to the bottom of this rort.
This is a stain on this Parliament, it is a stain on the
Labor Party and it is a stain on the government, and that
stain will not be cleaned up until we get to the bottom
of this disgraceful rorting mess, and that is why this
must take precedence over everything that the Labor
Party wants to talk about today.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I am going to support the
amendment by the opposition in this instance to debate
the establishment of a select committee before moving to
the budget. The Greens have put forward their preference
for this matter to be sent to the Privileges Committee for
further investigation and for it to propose a sanction that
it can bring back to this house. I was not necessarily
convinced that the select committee was the best way to
go, but in the absence of a referral from the government I
will be supporting this amendment because this is the
proposal that is on the table. As I said last sitting week, it
absolutely beggars belief that the government would
allow this matter to continue over weeks during the break
and now into budget day. If they wanted budget day to
be focused on the budget and not on this matter, they
should have acted on the matter in the previous sitting
week. With no movement from the government on this
issue and with no commitment from them to refer this
matter to the Privileges Committee, I am going to
support the opposition’s amendment to deal with that
motion before the budget is delivered.
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) — I said previously in this
house that, similar to the honourable member for
Prahran, I believe this matter should have been referred
to the Privileges Committee. It is really a serious issue in
that we have had a Speaker and a Deputy Speaker find
themselves in this position, and it does reflect on the
integrity of Parliament and on the reputation of
Parliament, as have many other things that have occurred

1001

in this Parliament in the last two years. It is a matter that
needs to be dealt with.
I am inclined to support the motion to the extent that it is
debated, because it does need to be debated. As to
whether it goes to a select committee, ultimately I will
reserve my position, because I maintain that it is a matter
for the Privileges Committee. It was a matter for the
Privileges Committee in the last Parliament when such a
situation occurred. It is a matter that is currently with
Victoria Police for investigation. If there are to be
criminal charges brought, they will be dealt with in due
course. The courts will ultimately be the arbiter of
whether there has been any criminal activity, so in many
ways it is premature to deal with this issue, but
nevertheless it is warranted that it should be debated.
I have problems with the actual motion in that in its
wording it prohibits an Independent member from being
part of that committee. It requires that the committee be
made up of members of the government, coalition and
Greens only. There seems to be no room to consider
that an Independent might be on the committee, and I
take some umbrage at that. Nevertheless, for the
purposes of this particular vote I will be supporting it.
The SPEAKER — Order! The question is:
That the words proposed to be omitted stand part of the
question.

Members supporting the member for Box Hill’s motion
should vote no.
House divided on omission (members in favour vote
no):
Ayes, 43
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Blandthorn, Ms
Bull, Mr J.
Carbines, 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
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
Kilkenny, Ms

Knight, Ms
Lim, Mr
McGuire, Mr
Merlino, Mr
Neville, Ms
Noonan, Mr
Pakula, Mr
Pallas, Mr
Pearson, Mr
Perera, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Richardson, Ms
Scott, Mr
Spence, Ms
Staikos, Mr
Suleyman, Ms
Thomas, Ms
Thomson, Ms
Ward, Ms
Williams, Ms
Wynne, Mr
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Noes, 39
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Battin, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T.
Burgess, Mr
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.
Paynter, Mr
Pesutto, Mr
Riordan, Mr
Ryall, Ms
Ryan, Ms
Sheed, Ms
Smith, Mr R.
Smith, Mr T.
Southwick, Mr
Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Ms
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Watt, Mr
Wells, Mr

Amendment defeated.
The SPEAKER — Order! The question is:
That this bill be read a second time on the next day of sitting.

Motion agreed to.
The SPEAKER — Order! Notices.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, we were
currently in the course of the introduction of bills, and
the Leader of the Opposition was standing to continue
the process of the introduction of bills.

PARLIAMENTARY AND ELECTORAL
LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (ENDING
LABOR’S RORTS) BILL 2017
Introduction
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — You move
too quickly for me, Speaker. I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation (Allowances)
Regulations 2013 and the Members of Parliament (Register
of Interests) Act 1978 in relation to the second residence
allowance and to amend the Electoral Act 2002 to require
ballot papers for an Assembly election to specify the suburb
or locality in which is located the address in respect of which
a candidate is enrolled and for other purposes.

House divided on motion:
Ayes, 39
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Battin, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T.

Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr D.
O’Brien, Mr M.
Paynter, Mr
Pesutto, Mr
Riordan, Mr
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Burgess, Mr
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

Ryall, Ms
Ryan, Ms
Sheed, Ms
Smith, Mr R.
Smith, Mr T.
Southwick, Mr
Thompson, Mr
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
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
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
Kilkenny, Ms

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

Motion defeated.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Australian Sustainable Hardwoods
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This petition of residents of Victoria draws to the attention of
the house and requests that the Legislative Assembly of
Victoria ensure the Andrews government acts immediately to
secure hundreds of jobs of East Gippsland’s timber workers,
including those jobs which are directly under threat at
Heyfield’s Australian Sustainable Hardwoods mill.
We call on the Victorian government to direct VicForests to
immediately review timber resource allocations to
compensate for those areas that have been put into reserve in
the past two years.

By Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) (1423 signatures).

Murray Basin rail project
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents in Victoria calls on the Legislative
Assembly to note that the Murray Basin rail project will
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reopen the Maryborough to Ararat railway line. This line has
been closed for many years. Patterns of landholding, fire
prevention and transport are well established. This region is
well recognised as facing high fire danger. Access is needed
for farmers and other landholders and emergency services.
Proposed railway crossing closures will negatively impact all
along this line if they proceed.
The petitioners therefore call on the members of the
Legislative Assembly to note the urgent needs of the
communities along this line and keep the current roads open
by not removing level crossings.

By Ms STALEY (Ripon) (480 signatures).

Youth justice centres
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This petition of residents of the Wyndham region draws to the
attention of the house the opposition to locate a proposed
youth detention centre in Werribee South. Your petitioners
object to this decision for the following reasons:
1.

The state government’s total failure to consult with the
community and our local government representatives
prior to making this decision.

2.

The inappropriate location because it will:
be in close proximity to medical, tourism and
educational facilities, as well as current and future
housing estates;
be completely contradictory to the character and
development of the area as designated under the
planning scheme, the precinct structure plans and
the Werribee East employment precinct;
constitute a risk to attracting investors to this
growth area due to perceived and actual risks
entailed in such a facility.

3.

There are more appropriate and functional locations for
a youth detention centre.

Your petitioners therefore urge the government to abandon its
planning for a youth detention centre in Werribee South and
meet with representatives from both the Wyndham City
Council and from the Wyndham’s Voice committee to
establish a transparent and genuine consultation process
where the needs of this community and the needs of
Corrections Victoria can be discussed. We ask that the
planning documentation and assessments already undertaken
for the proposed facility, including reports of alternative sites
and site criteria, be made publicly available.
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Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Ripon be considered next day on
motion of Ms STALEY (Ripon).

AUDIT COMMITTEE
Review of members second residence allowance
The SPEAKER, by leave, presented PwC reports on
phase 2 and phase 3.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be published.
Mr Clark — Speaker, on a point of order, I refer to
your ruling on 23 March this year in relation to phase 1
of the Audit Committee report, when you informed the
house that, and I quote:
I have sought advice from the clerks on this matter. I am
advised there is no legislative process for the report to be
tabled, and it is not the practice of this house that the Speaker
tables documents.

As you will recall, I subsequently sought to move by
leave that the report be tabled, and after that the Leader
of the House moved that the report be tabled. Is the
house to take it that you are now establishing the
practice that the Speaker can and will in future, by
leave, table documents in this house, as you are now
proposing to do, or has something come to light that has
invalidated your previous ruling?
The SPEAKER — Order! When the previous
report, phase 1 of the members second residence
allowance review, was released to the Parliament by the
President in the other place I was not in possession of a
copy of the report because I had absented myself from
deliberative decisions of that committee at that point in
time. I am in possession of copies of these two reports,
and I am happy to make them available to the house.

UNIVERSITY OF DIVINITY
Report 2016
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education), by leave,
presented report.

By Mr PALLAS (Werribee) (24 636 signatures).
Tabled.
Tabled.
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Gippsland East be considered next day
on motion of Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East).

BUDGET PAPERS 2017–18
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer), by leave, presented
budget paper 1, ‘Treasurer’s Speech’; budget
paper 4, ‘State Capital Program’; ‘Overview’;
budget information paper, ‘Rural and Regional’;
budget information paper, ‘Suburban’; and budget
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information paper, ‘Gender Equality Budget
Statement’.
Tabled.

ELECTORAL MATTERS COMMITTEE
Electronic voting
Ms ASHER (Brighton) presented report, together
with appendices and transcripts of evidence.
Tabled.
Ordered that report and appendices be published.

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE

Tuesday, 2 May 2017
Budget Paper No 3 — Service Delivery 2017–18
Budget Paper No 5 — Statement of Finances 2017–18
incorporating Quarterly Financial Report No 3
Report from the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change that she had not received the reports
2015–16 of the:
Falls Creek Alpine Resort Management Board,
together with an explanation for the delay
Lake Mountain Alpine Resort Management Board,
together with an explanation for the delay
Mount Baw Baw Alpine Resort Management
Board, together with an explanation for the delay
Mount Buller and Mount Stirling Alpine Resort
Management Board, together with an explanation
for the delay

Gordon Institute of TAFE — Report 2016

Alert Digest No. 5
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) presented Alert
Digest No. 5 of 2017 on:
Crimes Legislation Amendment (Public Order)
Bill 2017
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances
Miscellaneous Amendment Bill 2017
Family Violence Protection Amendment
(Information Sharing) Bill 2017
Land Legislation Amendment Bill 2017
Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development)
Amendment (Latrobe Valley Mine
Rehabilitation Commissioner) Bill 2017
Worksafe Legislation Amendment Bill 2017

Goulburn Ovens Institute of TAFE — Report 2016
Holmesglen Institute — Report 2016
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission —
Operation Nepean: An investigation into the conduct of
former employee of Dame Phyllis Frost Centre, Jeff
Finlow — Ordered to be published
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984:
Notice under s 32(3)(a)(iii) in relation to Statutory
Rule 9 (Gazette G13, 30 March 2017)
Notice under s 32(4)(a)(iii) in relation to Waste
Management Policy (Ships’ Ballast Water) 2004 and
Statutory Rule 59/2006 (Gazette G14, 6 April 2017)
La Trobe University — Report 2016
Melbourne Polytechnic — Report 2016

together with appendices.
Tabled.
Ordered to be published.

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:

Melbourne University — Report 2016
Members of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act 1978 —
Summary of Variations notified between 7 December 2016
and 28 April 2017 — Ordered to be published
Monash University — Report 2016
Mount Hotham Alpine Resort Management Board — Report
1 November 2015 to 31 December 2016

Bendigo Kangan Institute — Report 2016

Ombudsman — Apologies — Ordered to be published

Box Hill Institute of TAFE — Report 2016

Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of approval
of amendments to the following Planning Schemes:

Centre for Adult Education — Report 2016
Chisholm Institute — Report 2016
Deakin University — Report 2016
Federation University Australia — Report 2016
Financial Management Act 1994:
Budget Paper No 2 — Strategy and Outlook 2017–18

Ballarat — C200
Bass Coast — C148
Boroondara — C236, C239, C259
Cardinia — C224
Colac Otway — C91

DOCUMENTS
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Frankston — C115
Glen Eira — C147, C148
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Subordinate Legislation Act 1994:
Documents under s 15 in relation to Statutory Rules 9,
10, 11, 12, 13, 17, 18, 20

Greater Shepparton — C112
Documents under s 16B in relation to:
Macedon Ranges — C110 Part 1

Mildura — C82

Environment Protection Act 1970 — Variation to
the Protocol for Environmental Management —
Domestic Ballast Water Management in Victorian
State Waters

Mitchell — C118

Estate Agents Act 1980:

Manningham — C111

Moreland — C158
Northern Grampians — C54
Port Phillip — C145
Stonnington — C233
Strathbogie — C75

Determination of the Melbourne Metropolitan
Area
Guidelines for Selecting Comparable
Property Sales
Workplace Injury Rehabilitation and
Compensation Act 2013 — Workers’
Compensation (Corresponding Laws) Order

Surf Coast — C106
Sunraysia Institute of TAFE — Report 2016
Swan Hill — C59
Swinburne University of Technology — Report 2016
Victoria Planning Provisions — VC110, VC134,
VC135, VC136

Victoria University — Report 2016

Wodonga — C124

Wildlife Act 1975:

Wyndham — C190

Wildlife (Prohibition of Game Hunting) Notice
No 4/2017 (Gazette S80, 21 March 2017)

Yarra — C198, C229
Professional Standards Act 2003:
The Law Society of South Australia Professional
Standards Scheme under s 14 (Gazette G17,
27 April 2017)
The South Australian Bar Association Inc Professional
Standards Scheme under s 14 (Gazette G17,
27 April 2017)
Racing Act 1958 — Notification of modification to the
Constitution of Racing Victoria Ltd under s 3B
RMIT University — Report 2016
South West Institute of TAFE — Report 2016
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 — SRs 19, 20
Domestic Building Contracts Act 1995 — SR 18
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981 —
SR 13
Fisheries Act 1995 — SRs 10, 11
Gambling Regulation Act 2003 — SR 12
National Parks Act 1975 — SR 16
Powers of Attorney Act 2014 — SR 17
Supreme Court Act 1986 — SRs 14, 15

Wildlife (Prohibition of Game Hunting) Notice Nos 8,
10/2017 (Gazette S108, 3 April 2017)
William Angliss Institute of TAFE — Report 2016.

The following proclamations fixing operative dates
were tabled by the Clerk in accordance with an order of
the House dated 24 February 2015:
Building Legislation Amendment (Consumer Protection) Act
2016 — Sections 3, 6 to 13, 14(2), 15 and 59 to 68 —
26 April 2017 (Gazette S94, 27 March 2017)
Food Amendment (Kilojoule Labelling Scheme and Other
Matters) Act 2017 — Parts 2 and 3 — 1 May 2018
(Gazette S111, 4 April 2017)
National Domestic Violence Order Scheme Act 2016 —
Parts 1 and 9 — 5 April 2017 (Gazette S111, 4 April 2017)
Racing and Other Acts Amendment (Greyhound Racing and
Welfare Reform) Act 2016 — Remaining provisions —
10 April 2017 (Gazette S111, 4 April 2017)
Transport Integration Amendment (Head, Transport for
Victoria and Other Governance Reforms) Act 2017 — Whole
Act (other than ss 1 and 2) — 12 April 2017 (Gazette S117,
12 April 2017)
Urban Renewal Authority Victoria Amendment (Development
Victoria) Act 2017 — Whole Act — 1 April 2017
(Gazette S94, 27 March 2017)
Working with Children Amendment Act 2016 — Parts 1 and
3 — 1 May 2017 (Gazette S111, 4 April 2017).
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RESIGNATION OF LEGISLATIVE
COUNCIL MEMBER
Mr Herbert
The SPEAKER — Order! I have received the
following letter from the Governor:
The Governor transmits to the Legislative Assembly
notification of the resignation of the Honourable Steve
Herbert, member for Northern Victoria Region in the
Legislative Council.

ROYAL ASSENT
Message read advising royal assent on 27 March to:
Education and Care Services National Law
Amendment Bill 2017
Urban Renewal Authority Victoria Amendment
(Development Victoria) Bill 2016
Victorian Planning Authority Bill 2016
Wrongs Amendment (Organisational Child
Abuse) Bill 2016.

APPROPRIATION MESSAGES
Message read recommending appropriations for:
Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development)
Amendment (Latrobe Valley Mine
Rehabilitation Commissioner) Bill 2017
Worksafe Legislation Amendment Bill 2017.

APPROPRIATION (2017–2018) BILL 2017
Message read recommending appropriation and
transmitting estimates of expenditure for 2017–18.

demonstration of this government’s capacity to fix up
the mess that we inherited from those opposite.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time; under standing order 87, ordered to
be read second time immediately.
Statement of compatibility
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (charter act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Appropriation
(2017–2018) Bill 2017.
In my opinion, the Appropriation (2017–2018) Bill 2017, as
introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is compatible with
the human rights protected by the charter act. I base my
opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview of bill
The Appropriation (2017–2018) Bill 2017 will provide
appropriation ‘authority’ for payments from the Consolidated
Fund for the ordinary annual services of government for the
2017–2018 financial year.
The amounts contained in schedule 1 to the Appropriation
(2017–2018) Bill 2017 provide for the ongoing operations of
departments, including new output and asset investment
funded through annual appropriation.
Schedules 2 and 3 of the Appropriation (2017–2018) Bill
2017 contain details concerning payments from advances
pursuant to section 35 of the Financial Management Act 1994
and payments from the advance to Treasurer in 2015–2016
respectively.
Human rights issues
1.

Estimates tabled.
Introduction and first reading
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act for the
appropriation of certain sums out of the Consolidated Fund
for the ordinary annual services of the government for the
financial year 2017–2018 and for other purposes.

Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — I ask the Treasurer
to provide the house with a brief explanation of the bill.
In particular, does it provide mechanisms for the
recompense — the recovery — of money rorted by
Labor MPs?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — This bill incorporates
the budget of the state of Victoria, and it is a

Tuesday, 2 May 2017

Human rights protected by the charter act that are
relevant to the bill

The Appropriation (2017–2018) Bill 2017 does not raise any
human rights issues.
2.

Consideration of reasonable limitations —
section 7(2)

As the Appropriation (2017–2018) Bill 2017 does not raise
any human rights issues, it does not limit any human rights
and therefore it is not necessary to consider section 7(2) of the
charter act.
Conclusion
I consider that the Appropriation (2017–2018) Bill 2017 is
compatible with the charter act because it does not raise any
human rights issues.
Tim Pallas, MP
Treasurer

APPROPRIATION (2017–2018) BILL 2017
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Second reading
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speaker, budgets are more than economic blueprints.
They’re more than a set of numbers, more than a list of
initiatives.
They’re about people. They’re about communities.
They’re about the type of society our grandchildren will
inherit.
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Debate interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Kew
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Kew
will leave the chamber for half an hour.
Honourable member for Kew withdrew from
chamber.

APPROPRIATION (2017–2018) BILL 2017

They show us where a government’s heart lies.
They are, in essence, a test of not so much a
government’s priorities as its fundamental decency.
When the Andrews Labor government was elected in
2014, Victoria was in a state of flux. We had one of the
highest unemployment rates on the mainland. Our roads
had ground to a halt. The previous government had sent
a wrecking ball through essential services, particularly in
health and education.
The task before us was significant: to rally, to rebuild,
to grow and to flourish.
We’ve laid the groundwork, we’ve made tough
decisions and now Victoria is reaping the rewards.
Mr T. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Kew is
warned.
Mr PALLAS — Speaker, since we were elected,
we’ve invested billions of dollars in the infrastructure
and services the state needs, all the while maintaining a
strong financial position.
The 2017–18 budget is about getting on with the job.
It’s about remaining steadfast to the commitments and
values that propelled us to government.
It addresses the issues familiar to any Victorian raising
a family, studying, commuting or running a small
business — the dignity of work, access to decent health
care, getting home from work safely, and quickly and
stable, affordable housing.
It’s a budget that is unashamedly geared towards the
most vulnerable in our community — those in danger of
falling through the cracks and those in danger of not
sharing in our economic prosperity.
Mr T. Smith interjected.

Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — At its heart is an
unprecedented, comprehensive, and long overdue
$1.9 billion package to address family violence.
It commits another $1.3 billion to continue the
revitalisation of our education system — a system that
benefits all Victorian children, no matter where they
live and no matter what their parents earn.
It builds on our record-breaking investments in the
state’s health system, with almost $2.9 billion to ensure
all Victorians, irrespective of their economic
circumstances, receive world-class care.
It gets on with the job of shoring up our infrastructure
pipeline, investing $10.1 billion into the projects our
cities, towns and communities need — more than
double the average of $4.9 billion a year that preceded
this government.
It provides a record $2 billion boost to Victoria Police,
ensuring they have every resource they need to keep
our streets safe, put victims first and hold perpetrators
to account.
And it makes a record $4 billion investment in regional
Victoria, continuing the government’s commitment to
governing for all Victorians.
Speaker, all the social initiatives and infrastructure
projects in the world count for nothing if they’re not
underpinned by strong economic management.
This government has kept its promises, met every
challenge and maintained its AAA fiscal discipline.
The 2017–18 budget produces an operating surplus of
$1.2 billion, with surpluses averaging $2.4 billion over
the forward estimates.

APPROPRIATION (2017–2018) BILL 2017
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After a lamentable period of inertia under the previous
government, we have regained our status as the nation’s
economic engine room.

This budget will stimulate statewide employment
growth and drive private sector investment. It will
secure today’s jobs and create tomorrow’s.

We’ve bucked the national trend when it comes to
economic growth and jobs, with 216 000 jobs created on
our watch — more than 130 000 of them being full time.

It’s especially important that we invest in our small
businesses, whose numbers grew by an additional
15 000 last year.

Net debt as a proportion of the economy has been
maintained at below the levels we inherited and will
remain at no more than 6 per cent of gross state product
over the next four years.

This is a government that values its relationship with
business.

We’re one of only two Australian states with a
AAA rating from both major credit rating agencies.
We’ve maintained growth in gross state product that is
significantly higher than growth in national gross
domestic product.
Business is booming. Productivity growth has surged
from negative to positive territory.
And importantly, labour force participation is growing,
which means more Victorians are taking the
opportunity to contribute to our economy.
This is despite a Sydney-centric federal government
that continues to deny us our fair share of infrastructure
funding — that continues to short-change Victorians.
As a consequence, the commonwealth can lay no claim
to Victoria’s economic revitalisation, but just imagine
what could be achieved if they were willing partners.
Speaker, by 2014, after four years of
shoulder-shrugging by the previous government, our
unemployment rate was nudging 7 per cent.
It was a blight on our state and one we haven’t wasted a
moment addressing.
With prudence and with foresight, we have turned this
around, creating almost 250 jobs every day.
This government’s record infrastructure spend alone is
expected to generate more than 50 000 jobs.
Latest figures show Victorian employment grew by an
annual average of 3.4 per cent, the strongest of all states,
while the rest of Australia averaged only 0.6 per cent.
Put another way, more jobs were created in Victoria in
the past year than the rest of the nation combined.
We are particularly proud of the jobs growth in regional
Victoria, with the rate of employment growing at more
than double the national rate.

We want to reduce impediments to their growth so they
can develop their operations, expand into new markets
and create new jobs.
The government is therefore bringing forward
previously announced increases to the payroll tax-free
threshold.
This will benefit around 38 000 businesses with a
payroll tax liability. It also means that in two years time
1600 Victorian enterprises will have stopped paying
any payroll tax.
In addition, we’re reducing the payroll tax rate by
25 per cent for all businesses operating substantially in
regional Victoria — an Australian first that directly
reduces costs for around 4000 businesses.
It will mean Victoria’s regional employers will have the
lowest payroll tax rate in the nation.
This will support employers to grow their businesses,
encourage job creation and ensure our regional
communities share the benefits of economic growth.
Speaker, when we talk of leaving no Victorian behind,
that includes the workers — and their communities —
that have been the backbone of Victorian
manufacturing for so long.
This government is creating jobs, but we’re also
focused on protecting jobs.
Whether they’re former employees of Ford, Toyota,
GM Holden or the Hazelwood power plant, we’ll
capitalise on their remarkable range of skills, and work
to lessen the pain for their families and their local
communities.
We’ll expand the Local Industry Fund for Transition
program, supporting those affected by the decline of the
automotive industry with retraining and career advice.
Working with industry, we’ll expand the timber
plantation estate in Gippsland to support the long-term
sustainability of Victoria’s timber harvesting industry.
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We’ll keep the Portland smelter operating, which will
secure more than 1600 jobs and continue to inject more
than $120 million into the local region every year.
We’ll establish a program for manufacturers exposed to
high energy prices, especially in the gas market, and
help protect jobs.
And we’ll improve digital access across the state, to
ensure rural communities, schools and businesses are
not left behind.
Our government is working to ensure every part of our
state can grow and prosper. But that also means
keeping Victorians safe.
Speaker, today I announce historic actions on family
violence, a national emergency that destroys too many
lives, that has been underfunded for far too long.
As former Australian of the Year Rosie Batty said:
‘Family violence may happen behind closed doors but
it needs to be brought out from these shadows and into
broad daylight’.
We recognise her loss and pain, together with the tens
of thousands of Victorians who are victims of family
violence every year.
It’s an issue where everyone has a role to play, but
where government must lead.
In 2015, we established Australia’s first Royal
Commission into Family Violence.
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victim survivors’ safety and allow them to begin a new
life.
It will also help fully implement specialist family
violence courts at Ballarat, Frankston, Shepparton,
Moorabbin and Heidelberg Magistrates Courts —
facilities that will help ensure the perpetrators of family
violence are held to account.
It will provide support in areas where there are diverse
or complex needs, including for LGBTI, migrant,
multicultural and Aboriginal communities, as well as
people with disabilities and elderly women.
And crucially, it will provide $132 million to protect
vulnerable children, many of whom have experienced
or witnessed family violence.
Speaker, this government won’t turn its back on these
victim survivors.
We’ll give those who have experienced family violence
a chance — a chance to overcome physical, financial
and emotional trauma. A chance to start anew.
Speaker, this budget will make our communities safer.
As we’ve demonstrated with our family violence
package, this government doesn’t believe in quick fixes
for complex problems.
What’s needed is a long-term approach —
evidence-based solutions that will make the state safer.

We committed to implementing every one of its
227 recommendations over a 10-year period.

Speaker, the 2017–18 budget invests $2.4 billion in
community safety measures, including new police
recruits, new police stations, the strengthening of youth
justice precincts and improved public transport safety.

We listened to victim survivors, to police, to frontline
service providers — and we acted.

At its core is the largest single investment in the history
of the Victorian police force.

The unprecedented breadth and scope of our package
reflects the gravity and complexity of the issue.

More than 2700 new police officers will be sworn in
and we’re replacing 10 police stations across the state.

This budget allocates $1.9 billion to protect victim
survivors, hold perpetrators to account and help change
community attitudes.

Together with the 446 police officers we’ve already
funded, Victorians will enjoy the safety and protection
of more than 3000 extra police.

It’s funding that will help establish a network of
support and safety hubs — crucial points of contact for
women and children experiencing family violence, and
other vulnerable families to get the services they need.

It’s a stark contrast to the previous government, which
was quick to trot out its ‘tough on crime’ rhetoric but
failed to back it up.

It will fund after-hours crisis support, financial
counselling and therapeutic support, including for
children and Aboriginal victims.

This funding will give our police greater powers,
connect them better with their local communities, and
ensure they have what they need to hold offenders to
account.

It will help build long-term public housing and
modernise and expand crisis accommodation to ensure

This record investment is part of a broader overhaul of
the justice system that focuses on early detection and
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prevention, as well as punishing serious crime in a way
that is commensurate with community expectations.
$361 million will strengthen the youth justice precincts
in Parkville and Malmsbury, as well as building a new
fit-for-purpose youth justice centre at Cherry Creek.
We are delivering on our community safety statement,
funding 100 new protective services officers, providing
support for legal aid and community legal centres and
expanding the Werribee and Bendigo courts.
This budget is providing the right investments and the
resources police need to protect Victorians, keep them
safe and reduce harm.
Speaker, this government is committed to the task of
enriching the lives of young Victorians and giving them
the best education possible.
After all, education shouldn’t promote privilege or
perpetuate inequality. It should drive hope and
opportunity.
That’s why we’re getting on with what’s been the
single biggest education investment in Victoria’s
history.
Brick by brick, school by school, student by student, we
are building the Education State.
The previous government gutted our education system.
There were too many boarded-up schools, too many
classrooms in a state of disrepair, and too many
children left behind. Too many opportunities lost.
To date, we’ve funded more than 1000 projects across
the state, including 43 new schools.
This budget commits $1.3 billion to continue the
revitalisation of our education system.
It directly funds the construction of another nine new
schools, and acquires land for a further 11 schools. And
it funds further upgrades for 108 schools across the state.
Six of those will be special needs schools.
Fifty-nine of them will be in regional and rural Victoria.
And we’re investing in much-needed relocatable
buildings and early childhood facilities.
Speaker, we believe in the transformative power of
education for all of our children, regardless of disability
or circumstances beyond their control.
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That’s why we’re investing $138 million in specialist
programs for children from disadvantaged
backgrounds, children with a disability, children
who — for whatever reasons — may not be getting the
attention they deserve.
Like the provision of a good education, quality health
care will always be a fundamental priority for this
government.
Speaker, we’re a government that believes patients
aren’t mere statistics.
They’re not clients or consumers.
They’re our loved ones who deserve the best possible
care.
They’re our parents and our grandparents; our sons and
our daughters. They’re Victorians who should get the
health care they need, not just the health care they can
afford.
That’s why we’ve already invested more than $5 billion
in the state’s health care system.
And that’s why this budget gets on with the job, with
nearly $2.9 billion to ensure all Victorians receive
world-class care.
That means more beds, more nurses, more surgeries
and more resources, closer to home.
It will mean our emergency departments, intensive care
units, mental health practitioners, maternity admissions,
palliative care facilities and ambulance services will all
get the funding they need and were missing under the
former government.
This budget invests $498 million in our hospital
infrastructure, including $163 million for stage two of
the Northern Hospital redevelopment, together with
funding for the Monash Medical Centre emergency
department and essential upgrades at the Royal
Melbourne Hospital and the Austin Hospital.
It also provides $8.3 million to establish a new mental
health facility in Ballarat.
It upgrades patient data systems, boosts medical
research, and invests $14 million to deliver Victoria’s
Cancer Plan, which will provide around
45 000 additional breast, bowel and oral cancer screens.
Speaker, our investments in critical infrastructure were
the cornerstones of our previous two budgets.
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Prior to handing down our first budget, infrastructure
investment had been averaging around $4.9 billion per
year for the preceding 10 years.
Since then, we’ve seen the average spend jump to
$8.4 billion per year, with this budget taking it to an
annual average of $9.6 billion over the next four years.
We’ve already started construction on the $11 billion
Metro Tunnel, the biggest overhaul of our train network
since the construction of the City Loop and a huge
boost for local jobs.
As promised, the proceeds from the record lease of the
Port of Melbourne — 10 per cent of which are being
invested in regional and rural infrastructure projects —
have been paid into the Victorian Transport Fund,
allowing us to remove 50 of the state’s most dangerous
and congested level crossings.
This landmark project will make our roads safer and
more reliable and create thousands of jobs. To date
we’ve removed 10 level crossings, with a further 27
either under construction or out to tender.
Likewise, the $5.5 billion West Gate tunnel project will
create more than 6000 new jobs. It will mean
500 apprenticeships, 150 jobs for former automotive
workers and up to 400 new jobs in our burgeoning
western suburbs.
And it will take trucks off the streets of the inner west.
The tunnel will change our state; the jobs will change
people’s lives.
This budget gets on with the job of strengthening our
road system with an investment of almost $2 billion
that will help reduce congestion and keep Victorians
safe behind the wheel.
It will mean more roads, better roads and safer roads.
The M80 Ring Road will be widened and enhanced
with cutting-edge traffic management, ensuring
smoother and safer journeys for the more than
160 000 Victorians who use the freeway every day.
We’ve also allocated $300 million for the construction
of the Mordialloc bypass, which will significantly
reduce congestion in the south-east.
And we’ll upgrade the Great Ocean Road, the Henty
Highway and the South Gippsland Highway, as part of
a $531 million commitment for regional roads.
This includes an extensive program of resealing,
resurfacing and rehabilitation works across the state,
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work that will free up key freight routes, reduce the risk
of crashes, relieve bottlenecks and improve traffic flow.
Speaker, as important as our roads are, a modern, easily
accessible public transport system is critical.
It reduces the number of cars on the road, positions us
as a world-class tourist destination and gets Victorians
home quickly and safely.
This is especially true in regional Victoria.
Our regional rail revival builds on the $1.3 billion we
invested in last year’s budget to upgrade every major
line in regional Victoria.
The centrepiece of this is a $435 million commitment to
upgrade key Gippsland rail infrastructure — including
track duplications, additional platforms and crossing
loops.
We’ll upgrade the Warrnambool and North East lines
and deliver Surf Coast rail stage 1 to prepare for a new
rail link to Torquay — provided the commonwealth is
willing to work with us in partnership to deliver for
regional Victoria.
We’ll also provide $316 million for enhanced
maintenance, in addition to more trains, better bus
services, new connections and upgraded stations.
It will mean additional services to Melbourne. It will
mean more punctual and targeted services. It will mean
safer and more comfortable journeys.
This budget gets on with the job of overhauling our
metropolitan public transport system with $880 million
invested in new trams, safety measures, and train and
station upgrades across Melbourne.
From a $187 million investment in a long-term stabling
solution for the Frankston line to the permanent rollout
of the weekend Night Network, we’ll continue to invest
in a public transport system that befits the world’s most
livable city.
We’ll also direct $10 million from our entitlement
under the federal government’s asset recycling initiative
into planning for the Melbourne Airport rail link.
We’re calling on the commonwealth to partner with us
on this project — so it progresses properly, integrates
into our rail network and ensures Melbourne remains a
world-class city for decades to come.
Speaker, this budget further establishes Victoria as both
a prime tourist destination and an enviable place to
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live — a state renowned for its arts and culture, its
sporting events, and its natural wonders.
It’s a budget that commits to increasing the supply of
decent, affordable and stable housing for those who
need it most.
It does so in a number of ways, including abolishing
stamp duty for first-time buyers purchasing homes for
up to $600 000, and doubling the first home owner
grant in regional Victoria.
It frees up land and simplifies planning rules, with the
aim of maintaining housing approvals at more than
50 000 new homes a year and adding more than
$3.7 billion to the Victorian economy.
And perhaps most importantly, it supports those at risk
of becoming homeless, with a raft of measures
designed to provide more modern, safe and secure
social housing.
Maintaining Victoria’s natural resources and cultural
gems is also paramount. This budget provides more
than $798 million to care for our environment and
manage our water resources.
This is a government that believes in a fact-based
approach to public policy.
We recognise climate change is a genuine threat, which
is why we’re investing a further $25 million in our
response to climate change.
We’re also allocating additional funding to biodiversity
programs, Victoria’s parks, and the Environment
Protection Authority.
The budget allocates $25 million for Visit Victoria to
attract tourists, driving jobs growth in our visitor
economy while showcasing the best of Victoria to the
world.
It cements our status as the nation’s creative capital,
with funding of $106 million for our creative industries,
including exhibitions at the National Gallery of
Victoria, upgrades to our iconic arts centre and
redevelopments of the Australian Centre for the
Moving Image and the state library.
Sport is central to our way of life, and the Australian
Open tennis is one of our many premium international
offerings.
This budget provides $272 million for the final stage of
the Melbourne Park redevelopment, an investment that
will secure the tournament until 2036.
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We won’t neglect grassroots sporting clubs either — so
often the bedrock of our suburbs and towns — with
funding to upgrade facilities, especially for women and
girls.
Speaker, budgets are ultimately about people and
communities.
This is a budget that delivers choice, control and
vocational and educational opportunities for Victorians
with a permanent disability, as well as support for their
families and carers.
This is a budget that funds vital work with Aboriginal
Victorians — more than $68 million to build the
foundations for self-determination, to empower
communities, to create jobs and to support cultural links.
The Andrews Labor government is listening to
Aboriginal communities. We believe genuine change
can only occur when Aboriginal Victorians have
control over the decisions that affect their lives.
As former Prime Minister Paul Keating said in his
Redfern speech nearly a quarter of a century ago, we
should endeavour ‘to bring the dispossessed out of the
shadows, to recognise that they are part of us’.
It’s this commitment that perhaps best defines us,
shows us who we are and what we value.
Speaker, when we were elected in 2014, we were
upfront about what we stood for.
This budget reaffirms those values.
It’s a responsible budget, a fair budget, a budget for all
Victorians.
I believe the greatest failure in public life is a failure of
effort. We will never fall short by that measure.
There is no virtue like necessity, and the Andrews
Labor government is resolutely focused on the things
that really matter — the things that must be done to
enhance our great state and the welfare of every one of
its citizens.
That’s why we’re getting on with the job.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr M. O’BRIEN
(Malvern).
Debate adjourned until next day of sitting.
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APPROPRIATION
(PARLIAMENT 2017–2018)
BILL 2017
Message read recommending appropriation and
transmitting estimates of expenditure for 2017–18.

Human rights issues
1.

Introduction and first reading
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I
move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act for the
appropriation of certain sums out of the Consolidated Fund
for the Parliament in respect of the financial year 2017–2018
and for other purposes.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I ask the Leader of the
House for a brief explanation of the bill and in
particular whether it contains any provision for
recovery of amounts rorted by the members for Tarneit
or Melton.
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — The
manager of opposition business knows full well that
this is a bill that always accompanies the appropriation
bill, which the Treasurer has just gloriously presented to
the chamber this afternoon. It contains matters to do
with the appropriations for the operation of the
Parliament, and in a few short moments the bill will be
second read and available to the member for his further
information.
Read first time; under standing order 87, ordered to
be read second time immediately.
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 (charter act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Appropriation
(Parliament 2017–2018) Bill 2017.
In my opinion, the Appropriation (Parliament 2017–2018)
Bill 2017, as introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is
compatible with the human rights protected by the charter act.
I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview of bill
The purpose of the Appropriation (Parliament 2017–2018)
Bill 2017 is to provide appropriation authority for payments
from the Consolidated Fund to the Parliament in respect of
the 2017–2018 financial year.

Human rights protected by the charter act that are
relevant to the bill

The Appropriation (Parliament 2017–2018) Bill 2017 does
not raise any human rights issues.
2.

Estimates tabled.

1013

Consideration of reasonable limitations —
section 7(2)

As the Appropriation (Parliament 2017–2018) Bill 2017 does
not raise any human rights issues, it does not limit any human
rights, and therefore it is not necessary to consider
section 7(2) of the charter act.
Conclusion
I consider that the Appropriation (Parliament 2017–2018) Bill
2017 is compatible with the charter act because it does not
raise any human rights issues.
Tim Pallas, MP
Treasurer

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 Appropriation (Parliament 2017–2018) Bill 2017
provides appropriation authority for payments from the
Consolidated Fund to the Parliament in respect of the 2017–
2018 financial year including ongoing liabilities incurred by
the Parliament such as employee entitlements that may be
realised in the future.
Honourable members will be aware that other funds are
appropriated for parliamentary purposes by way of special
appropriations contained in other legislation. In addition,
unapplied appropriations under the Appropriation (Parliament
2016–2017) Act 2016 have been estimated and included in
the budget papers. Prior to 30 June actual unapplied
appropriation will be finalised and the 2017–2018
appropriations adjusted by the approved carryover amounts
pursuant to the provisions of section 32 of the Financial
Management Act 1994.
In line with the wishes of the Presiding Officers,
appropriations in the Appropriation (Parliament 2017–2018)
Bill 2017 are made to the departments of the Parliament.
The total appropriation authority sought in this Appropriation
(Parliament 2017–2018) Bill 2017 is $146 286 000 (clause 3
of the bill) for Parliament in respect of the 2017–2018
financial year.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until next day of sitting.
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Adjournment
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — At
the risk of attracting the attention of the manager of
opposition business, I move:
That the house, at its rising, adjourns until Tuesday, 9 May
2017.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — My attention has
certainly been attracted to this motion. The opposition
opposes this motion for two reasons: first of all, the
continuing disgrace of the government refusing to have
the guts to allow the Parliament to continue to sit during
the week in which it tables the budget but instead to
convene the Parliament for just a single day and then
scuttle away afraid of its own budget, refusing to be
accountable, refusing to allow this chamber to be the
place for scrutiny of the budget, ducking any form of
accountability and trying to suppress any opportunity
for other members to have their say on the budget, in
particular trying to impede and deny the opposition a
fair and longstanding opportunity to reply to the budget.
This is something that no government in the past has
done. This is yet another sneaky and underhand way in
which the Labor Party shows its contempt for
democracy, and it is something that this side of the
house strongly opposes.
If the government had any guts at all, if it had any
confidence at all in its budget, it would schedule a full
sitting week of the Parliament, as has always happened
in the past, to provide an opportunity for the opposition
to put a point of view on the budget, both in terms of a
formal opposition response and through questions to
ministers during question time. It is not only debate on
the budget, but if the Parliament had continued to sit
there would be opportunities for members to ask
questions in question time to hold the whole gamut of
ministers to account for what is in and what is not in the
budget. But, no, the government is not prepared to face
up to the democratic process and not prepared to be
accountable for its budget. Instead it wants to scuttle
away and hope that it will be quickly gone and
forgotten and hope that with the coming of the federal
budget and national attention turning to the federal
budget, everybody will forget about the state budget
and it can cover over its flaws and inadequacies. The
opposition strongly believes for that reason alone that
this house should continue to sit.
The second reason we believe the house should
continue to sit is of course that we still need to deal with
the issue of the rorting by the members for Tarneit and
Melton, the former Speaker and the former Deputy
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Speaker. As I made clear in this house today and on
many previous occasions, as have many of my
colleagues, this is something that needs to be acted on
and the government should not be running away from
it. We on this side of the house have given the
government opportunity after opportunity to bring on
this matter to establish a select committee, as the
Leader of the Opposition has proposed, and if they did
not like that, to come back with some alternative
proposal. The member for Shepparton has said, ‘Why
have a select committee rather than refer the matter to
the Privileges Committee?’. We believe it should be a
select committee because this goes beyond the
misconduct of individual members of this house; it goes
to the conduct of our former Presiding Officers. It needs
to be an open parliamentary inquiry, not only into their
own rorting and misconduct but into how the entire
system has been able to fail and let the community
down, and how these people who were charged with
responsibility for upholding the standards of the
Parliament were able instead to themselves abuse those
standards. That is why we believe it is appropriate that
the matter should be referred to a special select
committee rather than to the Privileges Committee.
I make the point that the Privileges Committee is itself
a form of select committee, as the motion to establish it
will show if honourable members wish to look back to
the motion the Leader of the House moved to establish
the Privileges Committee. But we believe this should
be a separate select committee, established under the
terms put forward by the Leader of the Opposition. If
the member for Shepparton or others believe there
should be variations, by all means let them put forward
those alternatives. But whatever the process and
whatever the procedure adopted, the matter needs to be
dealt with, and the government should not be running
away from it, should not be trying to sweep it under the
carpet, should not let the rorting and fraud by these
members go undealt with by this house and not let them
off with only, in one case, a partial repayment with no
penalty, no requirement to pay interest and no move to
boot them out of the house for their misconduct. This
matter needs to be dealt with, and unless and until it is
dealt with we believe this house should continue to sit.
We therefore oppose the motion.
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — I rise to oppose the
motion moved by the Leader of the House. This house
has important business to carry on with. We should be
sitting for the rest of this week. The government has
refused to deal with the motion from the Leader of the
Opposition about the establishment of a select
committee to look into the rorting by the member for
Melton and the member for Tarneit, and I believe this
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house should continue sitting. We should not be
adjourning until next week.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — The
government’s motion should be supported, because
what we are talking about here is the sitting of the
house. The proposal is exactly what happened last year.
That is the first point to be established, and that is the
precedent.
We have had an argument from the manager of
opposition business, the member for Box Hill, about
question time. Well, let us just put on the record that the
shadow Treasurer, the member for Malvern, has not
asked one question of the Treasurer about the budget in
the entire time since last year. So that is a furphy. Let us
just put that off to one side; that does not count.
As far as other platforms are concerned and all the rest of
it, I recall I did hear the shadow Treasurer on the radio
this morning even pre-empt the budget, so let us get on
with the business. We have just had the Treasurer
announce a fantastic budget and a big-picture vision.
That is what this government does, and it actually gets on
with it. We have a government business program motion
about to be debated as well, so with these comments I
just want to say: let us get on with delivering. That is
what this government does. This motion is just about the
sitting of the house. Let us get on with delivering and
take a vote as soon as we can.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I rise to speak in support
of the opposition on this matter because of the two
arguments that they have raised. One, we should not be
having just a single sitting day in a week to have the
budget, then all pack up for the week and come back
next week to deal with the budget reply and further
questions that members may have on the budget. It
would seem to me that the standard way of going about
it is to have the budget on Tuesday and then the budget
reply during that sitting week. I do recall it was
proposed some years ago that perhaps the state budget
should actually go after the federal budget, given that
much of a state budget quite often can be contingent on
funds in a federal budget, but I think we now know why
that has not occurred.
The other issue is that we should continue to sit to deal
with the member for Melton and the member for
Tarneit. The opposition has got a motion to refer them
to a select committee. As I have said, the Greens feel
that matter should go to the Privileges Committee. If
we are going to come here for just one day to deal with
the budget, I feel we can also be here to deal with that
particular matter, so I am going to be supporting the
opposition in this instance.
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Ms STALEY (Ripon) — I rise to oppose the motion
moved in the name of the Leader of the House to
adjourn today. I think we should continue to sit this
week for the reasons that the manager of opposition
business, the member for Box Hill, has given.
In particular I wanted to add to this debate that I think
what the Leader of the House is doing here with the
idea that we should only have today for the Treasurer’s
speech and then go on, if her motions are passed, to do
other bills is in contempt of the democratic traditions,
and the Leader of the House has form on this. She
persistently uses all of the tools at her disposal to shut
down scrutiny in many, many ways. Whenever the
Leader of the House is put under any pressure what we
see is a nasty, vindictive and personal attack,
particularly against those in opposition, but she is
certainly not above extending those attacks to the
members of the Greens party either. To me this is just
another attempt by the Leader of the House to say that
the only thing that matters is that the government gets
to give its speech, nobody else gets to reply to the
budget tomorrow and nobody else gets to have question
time tomorrow on the budget.
Ms Allan interjected.
Ms STALEY — The Leader of the House is now —
I can hear something in the background faintly —
perhaps taking some exception to my remarks. Well,
perhaps she should reflect on her behaviour. This is not
new. It seems that every week we have some new
cutesy way for the Leader of the House to shut down
debate or to belittle particularly, might I say, the female
members on this side of the house.
Ms Allan — On a point of order, Speaker, I take
great offence to the remark just made by the member
for Ripon. She has in her contribution on this motion,
which is a procedural motion, strayed far and wide
from the substance of the motion. It has been littered
with lies and inaccuracies, but on this one — I have got
a pretty thick skin — she has gone far too far. She looks
pretty pleased with herself over there. She knows she
has gone far too far, but it is not the Labor Party that
has a problem with supporting women and with hearing
from women. We have seen how the Liberal Party has
that problem. I ask that the member for Ripon withdraw
that offensive remark against me and come back to
addressing the substance of the motion.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member for
Ripon to withdraw.
Ms STALEY — I withdraw. Continuing on, the
other reason I believe we should continue to sit this
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week is of course to deal with the motion standing in
the name of the Leader of the Opposition to create a
select committee to look into the enormous, epic rorting
of the member for Tarneit and the member for Melton.
We have not addressed these issues in this place
because at every opportunity and every time the
opposition has attempted to either bring on debate on
this motion or consider other proposals by perhaps the
member for Shepparton or the Greens as to how this
could be addressed, the Leader of the House has made
sure that we have not had those debates and has led the
attack on any chance we have had to get on to debating
these incredibly important issues.
So we therefore have the member for Tarneit’s and the
member for Melton’s rorting — rorting on a scale we
have not seen before — not able to be addressed by this
chamber, because largely the Leader of the House shuts
it down at every opportunity. This is what she is doing
with this motion today: proposing to sit only today and
not sit for the entire week. We should be sitting for the
entire week. That is the historical practice of the house.
Ms Asher interjected.
Ms STALEY — I thank the member for Brighton. It
is the practice of the house, and we should maintain that
practice. There are traditions that have democratic bases
that are worth something, and one of those is giving the
right of reply to the opposition on the budget in a timely
manner. But of course for the Leader of the House
anything we might add obviously has no importance
whatsoever. So she would prefer, and in fact is
proposing through her motion, that we only sit today
and have no chance to debate the budget.
Motion agreed to.

Program
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I
move:
That under standing order 94(2), the orders of the day,
government business, relating to the following bills be
considered and completed by 7.00 p.m. today:
Crimes Legislation Amendment (Public Order)
Bill 2017
Statute Law Revision Bill 2017.

If I can make a few observations on the government
business program, as was indicated in notification to
other parties and Independent members of this place on
Thursday of last week, there are two bills that we would
like to see concluded before the end of today’s sitting.
Also I signalled that if time permits we would like to
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start debate on the Family Violence Protection
Amendment (Information Sharing) Bill 2017. However,
I ask that members note that this is not being proposed
on the government business program. It is there for
commencing. I am just flagging it for members to be
ready to commence that bill should time permit.
On the question of time permitting, those opposite are
keen to get to debating the bills. I would suggest they
have taken up a fair bit of time today with opposition
budget day stunts and the like. That is their call and
they are the decisions they have taken on this budget
day. But do you know what? It has not stopped the
delivery of a fantastic Labor budget by the Treasurer a
few short moments ago. It is a budget that is full of
funding for schools, for hospitals, for roads and for
public transport, and most critically, it creates jobs.
There was a big component for family violence as well,
which should be applauded. It is on that point that I just
make the observation that I think this is the 18th budget
I have seen delivered in this chamber, Speaker, and not
once in those 18 years can I recall a member of
Parliament being asked to leave the chamber during the
budget speech, as you had to ask the member for Kew
to do. What made it even more appalling was that the
opposition’s interjections were occurring during the
very moment that the Treasurer was talking about
support for family violence. He was quoting Rosie
Batty and talking about the need for additional support,
and those opposite could only bark and criticise in
response. It was just an astonishing performance from
the leaderless, directionless, undignified rabble that are
those opposite. I have never seen anything like it.
We want to get on with debating these bills. I am happy
not to take the full time allotted to me to speak on the
government business program because we do want to
get through these issues and start the family violence
bill, which is an important bill, particularly given the
significant funding boost that has been given in today’s
budget. I commend the government business program
motion to the house.
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — The opposition opposes
this motion because yet again the government is
running away from one of the most important issues
that this house has to deal with at the present date, and
that is of course the rorting, the fraud, the misconduct,
of the members for Tarneit and Melton. As we on this
side of the house have made clear over and over again,
this is a matter that needs to be dealt with. For the
Labor Party to continue to cover up, to condone, to let
off, to excuse and to fail to act on this rorting is just
simply undermining public confidence primarily in it
and in the Premier but also in parliamentary democracy
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more generally. This house ought to be dealing with
that matter. It is unprecedented that conduct of this sort
by a former Speaker and a former Deputy Speaker of
this chamber should go unremedied.
We have had in another context the government assert
that the Assembly has the exclusive right to deal with
issues relating to rorting. Having asserted that exclusive
right in one context — and as I have said before, this
side of the house does not accept that there is any
exclusivity in the sense that the government argues and
in the sense of precluding action by the Ombudsman or
by police or by other authorities — that the Assembly
has the responsibility to deal with rorts, the government
is then refusing every opportunity to deal with the
rorting by the members for Tarneit and Melton.
It should be dealt with, as I said just a few moments ago
in relation to the debate on the sitting of the house. We
should be establishing a select committee or other
process to deal with this rorting. It should be referred to
a parliamentary committee to inquire into it, to find out
exactly what the full facts are, to take further the work
of the Audit Committee of the Parliament, but in
particular to apply to our own members — the
members of this chamber — the standards that ought to
be applied to them. If the outcome of that bears up what
all the evidence points to to date — rorting and fraud —
the select committee should report back to the house
and allow the house to impose appropriate sanctions.
That is certainly what has happened in the past. That is
what happened in the previous Parliament. I commend
to those opposite who have not done so to read the
report of the Privileges Committee on the conduct of
the former member for Frankston and then to read what
the then Leader of the Opposition, now Premier, and
other Labor frontbenchers had to say about that. They
should apply to the current context the tests that were
applied not only by the minority of the Privileges
Committee, the Labor members of the committee, but
by the majority of the Privileges Committee in relation
to the former member for Frankston and ask themselves
exactly how that lines up in terms of assessing the
conduct of the members for Melton and Tarneit.
If they did so, they would see that there are very grave
matters indeed that need to be dealt with by a select
committee or by the Privileges Committee, and then by
this house, because if we do not act on that, if we allow
the Premier and other members of the government to
continue to try to brush this off, to try to let the member
for Melton off with a partial repayment of the money
that he has rorted with no penalty, with no requirement
to pay interest and with no consideration of expelling
him from the house, it is an affront to democracy. It

1017

certainly appears to be the sanction that he deserves on
what is known so far. For the house to allow the
government and the Premier to continue in that way is
an affront to democracy. It lets down the standards that
have been established for Westminster parliaments over
centuries, and it will be an ongoing blot on the
reputation of this house, as well as in particular on the
reputation of the government.
The taxpayers have been ripped off. The taxpayers have
been dudded. This house needs to act on it. There is
nothing on this government business program to deal
with that matter, and unless and until the government is
prepared to ensure that this issue is properly dealt with,
we on the side of the house will continue to oppose the
attempts by the government to sweep it under the carpet
and carry on as though nothing has happened. This
motion should be defeated. We should establish a select
committee. We should hold those two rorting members
to account.
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — It gives me
great pleasure to speak in support of the government
business program. It is budget week — don’t we love
it? Budget week on this side of the house is very, very
exciting because we are delivering on the commitments
we made to the Victorian people. It is a hive of activity.
I was not here in the Baillieu-Napthine years, but I can
imagine that on their side of the house there was an
eerie silence around budget time when they were
scouring their documents to see if there was anything
for their electorates, and they were told by ministers,
‘No, no, maybe next year’. Well, that year never came.
On this side of the house, though, budget week is a
busy week, but it does not mean that we cannot get on
with the rest of the government business program. As
the Leader of the House said, we have very important
bills. We have got the Crimes Legislation Amendment
(Public Order) Bill 2017 and we have got the Family
Violence Protection Amendment (Information Sharing)
Bill 2017. These are very, very vital bills in two areas
of public policy where we have made a marked
difference to the situations that prevailed before we
came to office.
I will take my cue from the Leader of the House, who
said that she would keep her contribution short to
enable the house to get on with the government
business program. However, I need to pick up the
member for Box Hill on a comment, which I think was
something like, ‘These matters’ — referring to the
members for Tarneit and Melton — ‘cannot go
unattended to’. I do not know where the member for
Box Hill has been in the last few weeks. I think they
have been very well attended to. The entire Parliament
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has focused on them. The Speaker and the President
have, as they should in their capacities as Presiding
Officers, protected the integrity of the Parliament. They
have dealt with these matters, and the Premier has
responded appropriately. So for the member for Box
Hill to say that they have not been attended to is a fig
leaf for him wanting to get back onto the front pages of
the newspapers.
In my community’s voice, in my office and on the
streets in the last few weeks what people have actually
cared about, I say to the member for Box Hill, is the
stuff that is in the budget documents. It is the
$60 billion of investment in the quality of the Victorian
peoples’ lives. On that basis, and on the basis of
keeping it short, I commend the government business
program to the house.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to oppose the
government business program on behalf of The
Nationals. I support what the manager of opposition
business, the member for Box Hill, had to say. The
government cannot run away forever from the
difficulties we have. It is starting to smell like a
cover-up or the worst case of mates rates that any of us
have ever seen, and only a select committee will sort
that out. Until that occurs, and echoing what the Leader
of The Nationals said earlier, there will be a cloud that
hangs over us all.
This sitting week, being a one-day wonder, has taken
away a timely right of reply for the opposition. The
budget has been presented, but the people of Victoria
and the people of my electorate and other electorates
want to work out what the budget means to them, and
that requires a timely response from the shadow
Treasurer, the member for Malvern, and a timely
response from members. Delaying this for one week
takes away the opportunity for a timely response, and it
is a response that people want to hear. It should be
presented in this place by those people who represent
their communities and their electorates.
We have a problem here, and I think it will distort
budgets into the future, because it sets a precedent for
effectively gagging any sort of reasonable debate and
analysis of what the budget contains for each of our
electorates; a precedent that I think damages the whole
budget process. Next week the commonwealth will be
presenting its budget and much of people’s minds will
have moved on and so many things will be left
unanswered.
The bills this week include the Crimes Legislation
Amendment (Public Order) Bill 2017, which is about
moving people on and keeping our communities safe. I
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expect some fairly rigorous debate about the law and
order agenda that this government has and the
insecurity that people feel about their lives. The Statute
Law Revision Bill 2017 is our annual tidy-up bill, and
there are some interesting parts to that. I have already
had a bit of a read and I see that we are using our time
to remove a duplicated full stop and deal with a number
of other minor things through this bill. However, this
gives an opportunity for a number of issues to be raised
and debated during this time.
The budget was raised by the member for Oakleigh.
From my first look at the budget, there is not much for
the electorate of Mildura.
Mr Dimopoulos interjected.
Mr CRISP — The member for Oakleigh interjects,
and I will take up that interjection because when
looking at some of those figures, particularly in the
north, regional Victoria goes beyond Bendigo. When
we eventually get back here to debate the budget there
will be a number of issues that we will need to reply to.
As they look through it I think people will be
disappointed in what there is to support the community,
particularly at a time when energy prices are out of
control in so many of our areas. They are threatening
jobs in the electorate of Mildura, and that is a huge
concern. Gas prices have skyrocketed in the last six
months.
Value adding to agricultural and horticultural
production is a valuable part of the Mildura electorate’s
economy, but when you want to value add with
something you inevitably have to add energy in one
way, shape or form, whether it be to dry the wax on
citrus to be exported, cool grapes to ensure quality or
evaporate orange juice to make orange juice
concentrate. All are big users of energy, and that is
beginning to impact very strongly on both the
economics of operating a business in a regional area
and on employment. The lack of that being addressed in
the budget is certainly a concern. The member for
Oakleigh, who introduced the budget to this
conversation, certainly heralded how wonderful it is,
but it may not be for all.
With that, The Nationals are going to oppose this
business program. There are better things we can do
than a tidy-up of the statute books. We could have got
on with debating the budget. We could have sat
tomorrow to allow a timely response by the shadow
Treasurer, but instead we will be back next week.
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Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I congratulate the
member for Oakleigh on his premature elevation by the
member for Mildura.
I am delighted to support the Leader of the House’s
motion. Today is a great day — budget day. It is a
wonderful day to be sitting on this side of the house and
to be a member of a government that is getting on with
doing the things we have come here to do. It is a very,
very special day and a very sweet day to be sitting on
the Treasury bench.
I would like to take up the comments of the manager of
opposition business, the member for Box Hill, who
talked about urgency, his opposition to the government
business program and the establishment of a select
committee. He said that not doing so is an affront to
democracy and that somehow by not doing it we are
sweeping the matters involving the members for
Tarneit and Melton under the carpet. My understanding
is that these matters are the subject of investigations
currently, investigations which I assume are being
carried out by seasoned practitioners, people who might
have some specific experience to examine these matters
carefully, people who I suspect are probably more
adept, more qualified and more well versed in
conducting an investigation than most members of this
place. I think it is an appropriate course of action for
those matters to be investigated. When those
investigations are concluded and reported to this place
then this place can determine at that point in time what
action to take. That would seem to be the appropriate
way you go about these things rather than having
myriad investigations running concurrently and having
people who may not be particularly well versed or
experienced being charged to do these tasks.
I support the Leader of the House’s motion. I am very
pleased with the member for Oakleigh’s promotion by
the member for Mildura, and I commend the
government business program.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I rise to oppose the
government business program in this instance. There is
no need for a government business program for just one
day of sitting. We should be having a full week of
sitting. If there is business that needs to be dealt with, it
should be the issues regarding the members for Melton
and Tarneit. I think those need to be the issues that are
dealt with. It is ridiculous that the government has let
these issues drag on for so long.
I also note that I have a motion on the notice paper to
restart the inquiry into the independent parliamentary
standards commissioner. That inquiry came from a
recommendation of a previous Privileges Committee
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investigation into the former member for Frankston. I
would suggest that that inquiry needs to be restarted as
well. So in this instance I will be opposing the
government business program.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 43
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Blandthorn, Ms
Bull, Mr J.
Carbines, 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
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
Kilkenny, Ms

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

Noes, 39
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Battin, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T.
Burgess, Mr
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.
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
Wells, Mr

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Police numbers
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) — I am delighted to
inform the house of recent developments arising from
the Community Safety Statement in my electorate of
Mill Park. Thanks to today’s state budget, a total of
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3135 new police will be recruited and deployed across
Victoria over the next five years, and recently 300 new
frontline police officers have started work in our
communities across Victoria.
I am proud that the Andrews Labor government will
deliver an additional 45 new police officers, helping to
deliver a safe community for Mill Park. This boost will
ensure more proactive patrols and deliver more
resources to stop crime from happening. The
Community Safety Statement sets out five priorities,
including improving Victoria Police capability, culture
and technology; reducing harm; increasing connection
to the community; putting victims first; and holding
offenders to account. This is a vitally important
approach, and it is backed up by frontline police.
Since we came to government, an extra 390 police have
joined the force, with 13 525 full-time equivalent police
officers now employed across Victoria. These figures
show the dishonest and misleading claims of those
opposite, who did not fund one additional frontline
police officer when they were in government, and my
community needs these frontline officers. Melbourne’s
north is booming, and my parliamentary friends the
members for Thomastown and Yan Yean will attest to
how we are delivering for them. As the member for
Mill Park, I am proud to be part of a government that is
getting on with the job and delivering a safe Victoria.

Heyfield timber mill
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — The promised
review into the Leadbeater’s possum reserves and
impacts on timber harvesting was not released by April,
as the minister promised many months ago. It is
disappointing that it took so long for this review to take
place in the first place, but now the government has
missed its own generous deadline, and we have not
heard a word from the minister.
There are now over 600 confirmed colonies, and the
review was meant to be established at the trigger
point of 200 colonies being located. It is just another
case of this government dragging its feet and creating
more uncertainty on issues that are related to the
timber industry, particularly in and around the
Heyfield area. Its timber industry task force
deliberated for almost two years and was unable to
reach a consensus on the key points it was meant to
review. Then the minister’s replacement task force
achieved no outcomes in its four-week time frame,
and now this report is past its deadline.
The ongoing uncertainty is a disgrace and is
exacerbated by the fact the Premier refuses to visit the
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town, despite promising to do so. The Premier has been
to the Latrobe Valley on a number of occasions, but
cannot find the extra time — the 30 minutes — to go
down the road to Heyfield and meet workers and their
families, yet he is always keen to stand up and say he
cares about jobs.
It is time for action, not weasel words, Mr Premier. Get
your backside to Heyfield and bring some good news
with you.

East Gippsland Field Days
Mr T. BULL — I quickly wish to acknowledge the
East Gippsland Field Days committee for the great
work they did over the weekend.

Mohammed Janif
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) — Today I wish to acknowledge an important
community member, Mohammed Janif, who is on the
committee of management of the local Hallam mosque.
Every time there has been a very unfortunate attack
overseas, whether it be the Paris attack in November
2015, the Brussels bombing or more recently the
attacks in Westminster, the first person I have heard
from and the first person who has sent me an email and
left me a message has been Mohammed Janif. In many
ways what Mohammed has indicated to me each time is
how disappointed he is that people have misused his
religion, specifically Islam, for violent and murderous
purposes. He is a strong and capable leader who is very
much a part of the outreach to engage others to reduce
fear and misunderstanding in our community. His
daughter is also very capable and is doing similarly.
She has recently been working locally with people like
Matt Harry to ensure that we bring people together, that
we do not isolate people at these times and very much
create an unhealthy environment in our community.
I really just wanted to say how important it is that
people like Mohammed are sending the message to the
community that they are horrified. They are very angry
that people who, for argument’s sake, have been
welcomed into France misuse — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Caulfield justices of the peace
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — With crime out
of control in Victoria, we must do everything to assist
our hardworking Victoria Police officers. I would
particularly like to thank Caulfield honorary justices of
the peace, led by Les Wigg, who has established a
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document-signing service at the Caulfield police station
to free up resources for our officers so they are able to
do more frontline police work. In the past 12 months
260 sessions have been conducted at the station and
12 400 documents have been signed. This is very
impressive and has helped the level of frontline service
in our community.
I would also like to recognise the incredible voluntary
work of the Caulfield team. The justices of the peace
signing service has recorded a total of 460 years of
voluntary service to the Victorian community. The
following justices of the peace have been recognised in
presentations for their service with 10 and 25-year
certificates: Haydn Williams, David Ash, Peter
Yiannoudes, Campbell Reid, Laurette MacWhirter,
Marion Lau, Laurie Webb, John Turner, Allen Wigg,
Geoff Szwarcbard, Sandy Anderson, Kathy Foley,
Alain Grossbard, Alan Samuel, Rhonda Nirens, Limor
Grinberg and Ivan Kalbstein. I thank them for their
service to the community.

Private Gregory Sher Memorial Award
Mr SOUTHWICK — I would also like to place on
record my congratulations to the following student
leaders in my electorate, who received the Private
Gregory Sher Memorial Award: Doba Raskin and Aliza
Werdiger from Beth Rivkah Ladies College; Cara Davis
and Tania Szwarcberg from Bialik College; Benji
Kalkopf and Aimee Raitman from Leibler Yaveneh
College; Nathan Faiman and Gabriella Katz from Mount
Scopus Memorial College; Mikhayla Burstin and Milo
Freidan from Sholem Aleichem College; Ellie Figdor
and Aaron Segal from The King David School; Zoitsa
Diakoumis and Reuben Stein-Fooks from the United
Jewish Education Board; and Ilan Janet and Efraim
Raskin from Yeshiva College.
Private Greg Sher was killed in action in Afghanistan in
2009, and these awards for leadership presented by the
Victorian Association of Jewish Ex and Servicemen
and Women every Anzac Day are appropriately named
after him. Lest we forget.

Monash Children’s Hospital
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — You know you
have a Labor government when you almost cannot keep
up with all the work going on in health and hospitals.
The Monash Children’s Hospital is now open, complete
with helipad, early in life mental health services and a
new school, which is coming so kids can keep learning.
I was also present for the announcement that
$63.2 million will go to creating 34 more beds for
emergency, separate treatment areas for kids and much
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better access for ambulances. I commend the
government for the commitment to health care in my
community and across Victoria.

Indian community
Mr DIMOPOULOS — I would like to thank the
Minister for Multicultural Affairs for announcing
$50 000 for a study into the native Indian cultural
centre in my community. The Indian community is
growing in Victoria. We have got the largest Indian
community in Australia, and the Indian population in
the Monash region doubled between 2001 and 2011. As
I said at the time of this important announcement, this
is a first step in identifying opportunities that will give
Indian people — Indian Australians — a greater sense
of belonging and contribution.

Grange–Oakleigh roads, Carnegie and
Ormond
Mr DIMOPOULOS — I would also like to thank
the Minister for Roads and Road Safety for again
visiting the scene of many serious accidents in my
community, the intersection of Grange and Oakleigh
roads in Carnegie and Ormond. The minister showed
great diligence and care in visiting the site in 2015 and
seeing the problem first hand and providing funding for
a fix last year. We have now got traffic lights, a great
benefit for our community which will reduce the
number of accidents and, I have no doubt, save lives.

Residential planning zones
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — On behalf of the
residents of the Box Hill electorate I call on the
Andrews government to abandon the unfair,
unnecessary and destructive changes that it is making to
residential planning zones. These changes will allow
three-storey developments to be the norm in residential
streets in established suburbs across Melbourne,
destroying character and amenity, pushing more cars
into on-street parking and making streets even more
difficult to drive down.
The changes will gut the neighbourhood residential
zone, scrapping the previous two dwellings per block
limit and allowing as many dwellings as can be
squeezed onto each block. All this is on top of the
government pushing for more medium and high-density
development around activity centres such as Box Hill.
The government’s much-trumpeted garden area
requirement is a sham that will make no difference in
many council areas because it actually requires less
than existing rules do for permeable areas, private open
space and/or maximum site coverage.
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Hundreds of local residents have joined the call for these
changes to be scrapped. Residents have written to me
saying: ‘A limit on two dwellings per block with the
current height restriction is more than enough’; ‘These
changes will ruin the character of the area’; ‘These
planning changes for Melbourne are disgraceful’; ‘We
need open public spaces, and trees’; ‘It is so
short-sighted to be doing what the government are
planning to do. What will our kids and their kids have in
the future? Just housing developments — no trees, no
gardens, no wildlife in our suburbs anymore’; ‘When
will this madness stop?’; and ‘Melburnians are sick and
tired of the government just doing what they want’.
The government needs to listen to what the community
is saying and abandon these unnecessary, unfair and
destructive changes.
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Sandringham homelessness forum
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — I wish to
acknowledge the members of the Bayside and Kingston
communities who attended a forum on homelessness in
Sandringham last night. Attendees included foster
carers, people impacted by mental health wellbeing
challenges, service clubs, local churches and service
providers. The issues canvassed were issues confronted
by complex, painful and difficult life journey
circumstances and people who had had to confront
domestic violence, trauma and addiction. I pay tribute
to Jacques and Linda Mellon and also the guest
speakers, Major Brendan Nottle from the Salvation
Army and Reverend Bruce Corben, who spoke and
facilitated a dialogue on a range of complex challenges.

The Soldiers XI
A. G. Gillon Oval
Ms GARRETT (Brunswick) — I rise today to
celebrate yet another election commitment that has
been delivered in the Brunswick community. It was an
absolute pleasure to attend on 19 April the opening of
the A. G. Gillon Oval refurbishment, which was
provided by funds from the state Labor government and
Moreland City Council. It was very exciting not just for
the Brunswick Football Club, for which Gillon oval is a
much-loved home, but also for women and girls right
across our beautiful electorate. Teams such as the
Brunswick Dragons junior girls and the Brunswick
Renegades women’s football teams will now kickstart
2017 in comfort thanks to these outstanding
refurbishments.
These renovations have adjusted what were woeful
toilets, showers and change facilities and will
encourage more women and girls to participate in
sports. This government understands that it is not
acceptable for girls to be changing in the back of cars or
being burdened with wearing their sporting gear under
their casual clothes because there are no appropriate
facilities for them to use. I am proud to say that in
Brunswick, as is happening across this state thanks to
the hard work of the Minister for Sport, we are fixing
that issue. Women and girls are joining local football
teams in droves, inspired by the AFL Women’s league.
What better time to create a female-friendly
environment for our local women and girls and support
women getting more involved in sports?
I want to thank Moreland City Council for their
contribution and hard work in delivering this upgrade,
as well as the Brunswick Community Sports Club for
pushing for better facilities.

Mr THOMPSON — I pay tribute to soldier H, who
convened at the Shrine of Remembrance an exhibition
called The Soldiers XI, under the heading of ‘Humour,
humanity and the psychology of modern combat’,
illustrating the role of sport in theatres of war.

Liz Carr
Mr THOMPSON — I pay tribute to Liz Carr, a
British actor, for her contribution to a Melbourne
musical called Assisted Suicide: The Musical and for
her challenge in relation to euthanasia: when does the
right to die become the duty to die?

Violence against women
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — The Seaford
community was united last Saturday night in a show of
love, concern, compassion and support for a brave
young woman who was sexually assaulted on her walk
home from Seaford railway station on 1 April.
Hundreds of us gathered at Seaford railway station
before we made the short walk along Railway Parade.
Thank you to the local community for wanting to show
this young woman that she is not alone, that she is not
to blame and that she is supported by her local
community. Thank you in particular to Emmaline Eyers
and Lana Nicholson, two amazing women who are
making a real difference.
We know that to end violence against women we must
end gender inequality, and we need to do this together
as a community and across Victoria. Gender inequality
is everywhere. It can be very subtle. Indeed even on the
day of the rally I spoke to people who were shocked
and outraged by the assault, but instead of asking, ‘Why
was this man near the station, waiting to assault and
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rape this young woman?’, they asked, ‘What was the
young woman doing walking alone at that hour of the
night?’. It is this subtle yet very pervasive and insidious
culture that shifts responsibility away from perpetrators
and onto victims. We know, following Victoria’s Royal
Commission into Family Violence, that attitudes about
violence against women are grounded in attitudes
towards women, gender and sexuality.
This must change. As our own Minister for the
Prevention of Family Violence has said, violence
against women is gender inequality and misogyny at its
ugliest. At the heart of this year’s state budget is a
historic and life-changing investment in family violence
because we know that ending gender inequality and
ending violence against women are some of the most
important things we can do as a community.

Anzac Day
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — I am taking the
place of the member for Melton today, who has decided
to not turn up. It should be his call, and if he were here
representing his constituency, he would have this call.
But anyway, he might be out there doing some
maintenance on his caravan down at Ocean Grove —
who knows?
Mr Richardson interjected.
Mr KATOS — It is no laughing matter, member for
Mordialloc. I would like to talk about Anzac Day. I
attended five services over two days. At Grovedale
College last Monday the year 12s organised an
excellent service, so credit to them and principal Janet
Matthews. Then I attended the Barwon Health service,
where doctors’ and nurses’ efforts in war and
peacekeeping were certainly very well recognised.
Then I commenced Anzac Day itself with a lovely
service at Torquay, at Point Danger. I give great credit
to the Torquay RSL president, Ian Gilbank, on a lovely
service down there despite the inclement weather and
rain. Then I went off to the Geelong RSL — again, a
lovely service there, in Barwon Heads Road in
Belmont. Last but by no means least, I went to the
Geelong Football League Anzac Day game between
St Joseph’s and South Barwon. Unfortunately South
Barwon was not successful on the day, but I would like
to give credit to St Joseph’s president Todd Devine and
South Barwon president Roger Blacksell on organising
a terrific Anzac service.

Mordialloc bypass
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — On this
momentous occasion, the third budget of the Andrews
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Labor government, we have a fantastic commitment to
build the Mordialloc bypass in my community, a
project that was earmarked in the road reserve 48 years
ago. It predates the establishment of green wedges in
our community. It is a project that has been promised
by all but has not seen the light of day.
That changes now. That changes today, with the
Premier announcing $300 million to build this road and
get on with the job. There will be extensive community
consultation over the coming months, and I look
forward to engaging my community on how we deal
with the challenges of congestion in our region.

City of Kingston infrastructure
Mr RICHARDSON — We have 15 per cent
growth in the City of Kingston over the coming
10 years, and we will address those needs of our
community, along with the removal of dangerous and
congested level crossings and the building of the
Melbourne Metro rail tunnel. Other highlights include
the Chelsea State Emergency Service (SES) unit, which
had its premises half compromised by fire recently. We
will rebuild Chelsea SES and give them a brand-new
station, and of course the wonderful Yarrabah School, a
specialist developmental school, will get a $20 million
full rebuild. It has grown by over 800 per cent in
student numbers, and its time has come to get the
school building it needs for the future and to give those
fantastic students every opportunity.

Mildura electorate Easter celebrations
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — So many great things have
happened in Mildura since Parliament last sat. Easter is
special, particularly in Mildura, where people’s
passions are prominent.
Motorsport is huge in Mildura at Easter, and the show
and shine was at Mildura City Heart, where it all comes
together. Huge crowds attended, and this set the tone
for Easter. Well done to Mildura City Heart and the
enthusiasts for putting their passions on display. The
Mildura Vintage Vehicles Club have also been active
for nearly 50 years, and it was my pleasure to officiate
at their 22nd biennial vineyard rally. For those who do
not have a taste for motorsports, Sunraysia’s farmers
market satisfied their culinary taste with local fresh
produce, which was snapped up by visitors.

Relay for Life
Mr CRISP — Relay for Life raised valuable
research dollars and awareness for cancer. It was my
pleasure to join the Nutty Doctors and 54 other teams

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
1024

ASSEMBLY

who participated. I set a personal best for the slowest
lap — of over 2 hours — this year.

Anzac Day
Mr CRISP — Overnight rain did not dampen the
attendances at Anzac Day in Mildura. Although the
number of veterans is thinning, the crowds are growing
and demonstrating that Australians continue to reflect
on the sacrifices that have been made to give us the
country today.

Special Olympics torch run
Mr CRISP — The Special Olympics passed
through Mildura with a torch parade and a torch
lighting on the Mildura riverfront. There were sporting
challenges for those who are very special in our
community. This is a fantastic event, and tribute should
be paid to the police officers and others who work hard
to make our community inclusive.

Anzac Day
Ms WARD (Eltham) — Robert Winther at the
Heidelberg Repatriation Hospital again led a friendly,
welcoming and personal Anzac Day service. The
history of the Repat is remembered. Along with those
who have been patients, we remember former staff who
served, as well as those who have provided health care
for returned servicemen and servicewomen at the
Repat. Importantly, not only do many of our ex-service
members receive excellent care from the caring
community at the Repat but also members of our fire
services, our paramedics and our police members.
Thank you to all involved. It was a lovely morning.
Eltham High School (EHS) again held a moving Anzac
Day service at this great school, including laying
wreaths at the base of the Lone Pine that stands proudly
at the front of the school. Thanks to the terrific work by
EHS Victorian certificate of applied learning students,
the wonderful blokes from Eltham Men’s Shed and the
kind donation from the Montmorency-Eltham RSL, this
important memorial, grown from a seed from the
original Lone Pine, is surrounded by a lovely garden
and path. Eltham High is a wonderful school, with
strong values and community. I thank everyone
involved in the excellent service, including the year 12
students who led the service, Hannah Glynatsis and
Jack Dimech.
Despite the rain, Eltham residents came out in their
hundreds to show their respect and support at the dawn
service at the Eltham cenotaph. Again the wonderful
Rotary Club of Eltham and the Montmorency-Eltham
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RSL organised a moving and beautiful service.
Thankyou to Eltham Rotary members Rob Kilcullen,
Ken Paynter and Frank Lynch. Thankyou also to Bill
McKenna and Alan Field; Glen Ferrarotto for his
moving speech; Eltham College speaker Will Lewis and
the Eltham College choir; Eltham East Primary School
students Madison, Genevieve, Ceyda, Frank, Mia,
Devlin, Mackenzy and Cooper, who placed flags for
every fallen local World War I soldier; Catholic Ladies
College readers of the Anzac Requiem, Georgie, Abby
and Adele; St Margaret’s Reverend Keren Terpstra; and
Sean Donehue for his beautiful singing of the New
Zealand and Australian national anthems. Hearing
Eltham High School’s Maddie Vincent Gilmartin play
her bugle as the sky lightened was very moving.
The Anzac Day service and march at Montmorency
was again not only extremely well attended but also
beautiful. The involvement of so many local schools
and their students in the service is extremely important
to our veterans, and I thank the RSL and our schools for
their dedication and involvement in this service.

Burwood Village Autumn Fiesta
Mr WATT (Burwood) — On Saturday, 29 April, I
attended the Burwood Village Autumn Fiesta. I would
like to thank all those traders and community and
sporting groups that participated. I would also like to
thank the organisers, the Burwood Village Traders
Association, for a successful day. For the record, I won
the pie eating competition.

East Malvern RSL Anzac Day Cup
Mr WATT — Congratulations to the Ashy
Redbacks for their wins in both the boys and girls
competitions for the East Malvern RSL Anzac Day
Cup. Both teams went through undefeated. I also want
to pay tribute to the other teams that participated: the
Camberwell Sharks, the Glen Iris Gladiators, the East
Malvern Knights and the Prahran Blues. It was a
pleasure to watch them on the day.

Markham Avenue, Ashburton, redevelopment
Mr WATT — On Saturday, 25 March, I attended
the community protest against the Andrews Labor
government’s seven-storey Markham estate
development, along with the shadow Minister for
Planning. It was great to see such a big turnout, but it
was also disappointing that the Minister for Planning
did not respond to my invitation to attend and actually
consult with residents who are concerned about the
development. While the minister refuses to meet with
locals, on Wednesday, 19 April, the Leader of the
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Opposition toured the Markham estate site with local
residents from the Ashburton Residents Action Group. I
thank him for taking the time to hear firsthand the
locals’ concerns about the destruction of a residential
amenity, a duty that sadly is not being performed by
government ministers.

St Paul’s Cricket Club
Mr WATT — On Friday, 7 April, I attended the
St Paul’s Cricket Club presentation. The night was a
success and I congratulate the president, Chris Harding,
and the club members on having such a successful
season. Congratulations to Jacob Atwood, who, as
coach and captain of the first eleven, took out a number
of awards, including the first eleven’s batting award,
bowling award and most valuable player, as well as
being awarded the club champion and life membership.

Budget
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) — This government is
getting on with the job, as evidenced by today’s
outstanding budget handed down by the Treasurer. I
welcome the continuation of the Growing Suburbs
Fund for the Northern Hospital upgrade of
$162 million, planning money for the Bulla bypass, the
Calder Freeway and the vital Melbourne Airport link.

Diggers Rest Primary School
Mr J. BULL — The Andrews Labor government
promised to make Victoria the education state and it is
doing exactly that by building and upgrading a record
number of schools so that every child has a chance to
succeed. I am so very proud that as part of the 2017–
18 state budget Diggers Rest Primary School will
receive an additional $151 000 to upgrade and
modernise classrooms and facilities. Whilst visiting
this great school over the past couple of years I have
learned that there were a number of classrooms and
school facilities that were in need of repair and
undertook to help where I could. It was fantastic to
visit the school last Friday to discuss with the
principal, Rachelle Hedger, how this funding will
make such a difference to this terrific school.

Sunbury Downs College
Mr J. BULL — In other great news today, I am
thrilled that Sunbury Downs College will receive
$3.92 million to upgrade and modernise the school.
This is great news for a school that my brother and
sister went to, a school that my mum taught at and a
school that I taught at for a very short period of time.
This money, as I have mentioned, will provide vital
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upgrades to classroom facilities which, after multiple
visits, I know are certainly well needed. This is not just
an upgrade; this is an investment in our kids and their
future. It is outstanding news, and I want to take the
opportunity to thank school principal Maria Oddo, the
school council, parents and students of the school who
have written to me and discussed the vital need for an
upgrade. I am thrilled that we are able to deliver it.

Mount Waverley Cricket Club
Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverley) — I rise to
congratulate the Mount Waverley Cricket Club, which
was recently awarded the Inner South East Cricket
junior club of the year. This prestigious award
recognises the club’s on-field success as well as the
scale and quality of programs offered by the Mount
Waverley Cricket Club. I congratulate the club’s
committee, members, volunteers, players and all
involved on winning this prestigious award.

Mount Waverley Football & Netball Club
Mr GIDLEY — The Mount Waverley Football &
Netball Club provides an important avenue for local
residents to participate in all aspects of club football
and netball. The club has a strong culture, dedicated
players and supporters and a good committee.
Unfortunately the home ground facilities for the club
and tenants are woefully inadequate, resulting in
players needing to access completely inappropriate
changing rooms and clubrooms or, worse still, having
no access to clubrooms at all. Appropriate lighting and
quality net facilities are also sorely needed all year
round. It is time the Monash City Council and the
Andrews Labor government stumped up and provided
the necessary funding to ensure the appropriate
provision of club changing rooms, lighting and net
facilities for these clubs.

Anzac Day
Mr GIDLEY — Today in the Parliament I
acknowledge the Rotary Club of Monash for organising
its annual schools Anzac commemoration service at the
World War I cenotaph in Glen Waverley to recognise
the sacrifice and service of Australians and allied forces
during times of war. The Rotary club’s Anzac service
provided a unique opportunity for schools throughout
Monash to be involved in the ceremony, through the
laying of wreaths and participating in other aspects of
the service. I want to thank the Rotary Club of Monash,
including the club committee and president, for its
ongoing efforts in organising and undertaking this
special event.
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Government performance
Mr GIDLEY — The cuts to Mount Waverley
district by the Andrews Labor government have
continued in this state budget. Our schools have been
cut and our police numbers have been cut, and yet again
this government just does not understand its priority to
protect the citizens of Mount Waverley.

Stephen Wigney
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — I rise today
to speak about two extraordinary individuals. The first
is Stephen Wigney, the former principal of Fountain
Gate and Berwick Fields primary schools. After
23 years of educating young people in our community
Stephen has embarked on his next great adventure:
retirement. As the founding principal of Berwick Fields
Primary School he created a great school from day one.
He oversaw the introduction of the student waste
program, the student animal care program, the
Stephanie Alexander kitchen garden and the flourishing
Berwick Fields wetlands. Berwick Fields Primary
School also holds the Guinness world record for the
world’s largest energy efficiency lesson and won the
Waste Smart school of the year in 2007. His leadership
has resulted in Berwick Fields Primary School
becoming a school of choice in the local community. It
has been an honour to work with Stephen, a tireless
advocate for not only his students and staff but also for
public education.
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has done some remarkable and very successful work,
especially in the anti-smoking area over many years. As
a former VicHealth board member I congratulate the
board, staff and management of VicHealth, ably led by
CEO Jerril Rechter, on this great milestone.

East Burwood Cricket Club
Mr ANGUS — I congratulate the players,
committee members and other volunteers at the East
Burwood Cricket Club on winning the premiership in
the Box Hill District Reporter Cricket Association first
division, the Ray McIntosh Shield. It was a pleasure to
attend the club’s presentation night last week and
celebrate the great individual, team and volunteer
achievements during the season. Special
congratulations go to club president Jason May and
first’s captain-coach Rob Bartlett on a fantastic season.

Anzac Day
Mr ANGUS — I was honoured to attend many
Anzac Day commemoration ceremonies in the lead-up
to and on Anzac Day. I congratulate the Waverley
RSL, the Blackburn RSL, the Rotary clubs of Monash
and Whitehorse, and the residents of Highvale
retirement village on organising a range of outstanding
Anzac events. The dawn service at Blackburn was
again very well attended, despite the early morning
showers. Well done to everyone involved in these
very important local events.

Robert Murphy

Member conduct

Ms GRALEY — Then of course there is Our Bob,
the one and only Robert Murphy, wearing number 2,
who is again back where he belongs, on the field with his
fellow Doggies. After debuting almost 17 years ago he is
now only the seventh Western Bulldogs player to reach
the 300-game milestone. What a career he has had and
how proud his lovely parents must be. Monica and John
live in my electorate, and there are few who are as
likeable or as kind. They have done an outstanding job
raising Bob, who shares their kindness, decency and
commitment to social justice. He is a great man, a true
and loyal Bulldog and inspirational captain.
Congratulations on 300 games, and thank you, Bob, for
all that you do both on and off the field. May you be
blessed with many victories in all fields of life. Go Dogs.

Mr ANGUS — The Premier’s response to his
rorting colleagues, the members for Tarneit and Melton,
is to propose wideranging changes to the MPs’
remuneration regime, including the second residence
allowance. Rather than changes to the current system,
what is actually required is for Labor members to act
honestly and not steal from Victorian taxpayers.
Changes to the black-letter law will never stop
dishonest Labor members from seeking ways to rip off
Victorians. The weak leadership of the Premier during
this saga shows that he values the tainted votes of his
rorting members above the principle of honest
behaviour. However, Victorians should not be
surprised, given that the Premier oversaw the wholesale
Labor party rorting of electorate office staffing for
political purposes before the 2014 election. If he was
serious about this latest rorting, he would have
moved — —

Victorian Health Promotion Foundation
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I recently had the
pleasure of attending the 30th anniversary celebrations
of the Victorian Health Promotion Foundation
(VicHealth). Looking back over that time, VicHealth

The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired
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Budget
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) — It is budget day, and
for the people of Geelong it is a real Labor budget. It is
a budget that continues to focus on what matters in my
electorate — education, jobs, transport, health,
revitalising our CBD, plus a lot more. I look forward to
speaking further on this fantastic budget for Geelong in
the coming weeks.

Anzac Day
Ms COUZENS — As the member for Geelong it is
always an honour to represent the people of Geelong at
the many Anzac Day services throughout the Geelong
electorate. I recently had the privilege of being
appointed by the Minister for Veterans to join
22 amazing year 9 and 10 students from across Victoria
who won the opportunity to attend the Premier’s Spirit
of Anzac study tour, which visited Darwin and
Singapore. These students should be very proud, not
only for winning the study tour prize but also for their
great representation of Victoria. Also on the tour were
veterans Dal Crocker, Lieutenant Colonel Nathan
Crowley and teachers Ian Francis, Laura Robertson and
Rose Hill.
The aim of the study tour is to help year 9 and 10
students better understand and keep alive the memory
of the Anzacs and their contribution to modern
Australia; to understand and consider the realities of
war and peace in our history and our world today; and
to bring back the knowledge and experiences and share
them with their family, school and community so that
they also benefit from this experience.
Along with visiting many significant sites, we held a
commemorative service at the Adelaide River War
Cemetery in Darwin, laying a wreath at the Cross of
Sacrifice.

Ararat to Maryborough rail line
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — Today I rise to support
my communities along the Ararat to Maryborough rail
line who face the closure of multiple roads. The Ararat
to Maryborough rail line was standardised by the
Kennett Liberal government in 1996, primarily for
freight, but was closed by the Bracks Labor
government in 2005. There are over 100 level
crossings along the currently disused rail line. Initial
plans by Public Transport Victoria indicate that over
half of these are slated for closure.
Today I lodged a petition to the house calling for these
roads to remain open. Four hundred and eighty locals
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along the line, from Amphitheatre, Avoca, Bung Bong,
Elmhurst, Eversley, Wareek and more, signed the
petition. These roads are vital for firefighting, stock
movement and simple property access. Many other
parts of Victoria manage country rail crossings with
give-way signs, stop signs, rumble strips, individual
property gates and, where needed, flashing lights and
bells, yet closure is the only solution being offered here.
The Andrews Labor government is spending billions of
dollars in Melbourne to separate rail lines and roads. A
tiny fraction of that money could upgrade all the
crossings along the Ararat to Maryborough rail line and
keep these local roads open. I call on the government to
do so.

CRIMES LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(PUBLIC ORDER) BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 23 March; motion of
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General).
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — I am pleased this
afternoon to be able to make a contribution on the
Crimes Legislation Amendment (Public Order)
Bill 2017. In many respects I do so with some regret,
because this bill should never really have been
necessary. In 2014 the previous coalition government
responded to the emergence of a number of very violent
protests. People have the right to protest in our country
and in Victoria — of course they do; no-one cavils with
that proposition — but everybody equally and
conversely should be united in the proposition that
anyone who exercises their democratic right must do so
subject to the rights of others to go about their own
business peacefully. Whatever the platform for your
democratic action, whether it be motivated by industrial
considerations, legitimate though they may be; whether
it be motivated by political considerations, legitimate
though they may be; whether it be motivated by social
considerations, legitimate as they may be, nobody,
whatever their cause and no matter what animates their
protest, has the right to impede others unlawfully by
way of violence, intimidation or vilification. That is the
problem we have observed with a number of protests
over recent years.
For the previous coalition government the motivation
consisted of a number of protests that went off the rails
as far as the protesters were concerned. They included
the Grocon dispute, which basically brought much of
the Melbourne CBD to a standstill. The Construction,
Forestry, Mining and Energy Union (CFMEU) in that
case engaged in some of the most despicable behaviour
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that Victorians have ever been forced to observe.
No-one can justify abuse towards bystanders, police
and workers who just wanted to go to work in
circumstances where it was not genuinely an industrial
dispute. The Grocon blockade was driven by a power
struggle by the CFMEU against a legitimate company
simply so the CFMEU could dictate to Grocon who it
should employ. That was not an industrial matter; that
was a matter of brute force. So the CFMEU brought
much of the Melbourne CBD to a standstill. It did so
unlawfully, and we saw the decision of the Supreme
Court, in a landmark case, finding the CFMEU in
contempt and imposing significant penalties on them.
But it is not only the CFMEU that is at the heart of this.
We saw with the despicable boycott, divestment and
sanctions campaign the targeting of a lawful business
with anti-Semitic protests against Max Brenner cafes in
the CBD and elsewhere. We also saw the Occupy
Melbourne protests, which equally imposed upon
law-abiding and respectable Victorians who just wanted
to go about their business.
The previous government responded to those protests
and some others with a number of provisions that
amended the Summary Offences Act 1966. What those
provisions aimed to do was to confer on Victoria Police
some additional powers. At the moment police have
powers to manage protests, but in order to maintain
control where there is defiance they have to arrest
people. That is often a very difficult thing to do, and
police do not necessarily want to go to that extreme
when they are trying to manage a situation. They are
confident that if they have some additional powers, they
can manage these confrontations which get out of hand.
So the previous coalition government amended the
Summary Offences Act to give police the powers to
move people on.
It was not a power that police could exercise without a
proper foundation. The law was very clear: police had
to be satisfied of certain matters before they could ever
exercise a move-on power, and they could only ever do
so if they were satisfied that certain matters existed. For
example, they could only exercise move-on powers if a
person was causing or was likely to cause an undue
obstruction.
People in the course of exercising their democratic
rights do not have the right to obstruct other people.
There seems to be some view — and I think some
members of the government adhere to this view — that
in the course of your protest you have the right to
unduly obstruct people. You do not. I do not know
anybody who would seriously countenance that view.
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There were other grounds — for example, where
people were satisfied that a person was impeding or
attempting to impede another person from lawfully
entering or leaving a premises or part of a premises.
What part of our democracy guarantees a protester the
right to physically impede somebody from going about
their business? That is what protesters often ignore.
They think that in the course of advocating their cause,
which may be perfectly legitimate in substance, they
are free to impede other people. I do not know where
that view is supposed to gain the currency that its
advocates maintain. They simply do not have that right.
Also, police were given powers under those move-on
laws if they were satisfied that a person was causing a
reasonable apprehension of violence in another person,
so it was not as if a person was protesting and police
did not like what they were protesting about and they
therefore directed them to move on. Police had to be
satisfied in a way that could be challenged on judicial
review that the person who was protesting was causing
a reasonable apprehension of violence in another
person, so a person was put in fear — a perfectly
reasonable power.
Move-on powers were added to a number of existing
grounds in the Summary Offences Act, such as where a
person was breaching or was likely to breach the peace,
a person was endangering or was likely to endanger the
safety of another person or where a person’s behaviour
was likely to cause injury to a person or damage to
property or was otherwise a risk to public safety. So
there were substantive grounds couched amongst a
number of safeguards which meant that police could
never exercise move-on powers lightly; they did have
to be satisfied of some very serious prerequisites before
ever exercising such powers.
The then opposition and now government opposed those
changes and said at the time that it would repeal them,
and it did that in 2015, and we saw the result of that. We
have seen ever since a series of very violent protests in
Melbourne CBD and in some surrounding suburbs, and
these are protesters who could not care less about the
welfare of others — of innocent bystanders and people
who just want to go about their business. People are as
free to go about their business as people are free to
protest peacefully. Just because somebody is protesting
in aid of a political, social or industrial cause does not
mean they are therefore equipped, by virtue of that, with
the ability to exert themselves over and above the rights
and welfare of others.
Despite our opposition in 2015, the government
persisted and it repealed those move-on laws, and, as I
said, we saw a number of very violent protests, and
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those have continued. We had — about six or more
weeks ago, I cannot quite recall — a very
confrontational, intimidatory protest at the Melbourne
Magistrates Court. I actually went up and witnessed
that. It was very interesting to not only observe the line
of police and the massive deployment of police on that
occasion but just to watch very closely the faces of
people who were going about their business and going
to work. This was early on a Monday morning from
memory and people were walking with looks of fear on
their faces as they had to run the gauntlet of this protest.
I was wondering, ‘What right do those protesters have
to intimidate people who are going about their
business?’. Thankfully there was not an outbreak of
violence on that occasion, but there could easily have
been. Police were without any powers to move on those
people in those circumstances. Although they did, in
my view, constitute an undue obstruction, which was a
ground for the exercising of move-on powers under the
laws the previous coalition government introduced, the
police were without those powers because they have
been repealed and the move-on laws scaled back to the
three grounds I mentioned a moment ago.
Nearly two years after the repeal the government has
finally realised that they need to do something about it.
However, their response is, I have to say with all due
respect, rather pathetic. It is pathetic because, whilst we
will not oppose it — it is better than nothing — it is far
from satisfactory. I will explain why. I understand the
government has a philosophical objection. I think that
basis is misplaced because the move-on laws we
introduced were geared towards violent behaviour or
behaviour which gave rise to a very reasonable
apprehension of violence. They were never designed or
intended or available for use simply to shut down
legitimate political debate, but what the government has
gone for is a convoluted model which any half-decent
lawyer or even layperson who reads through the regime
proposed in this bill could easily circumvent. That is the
problem. These people who engage in violent protests
and who are committed to the staging of these
conflagrations on our streets will be able to work
through this regime and drive a bus through it, if I can
use a colloquialism.
The bill before us consists of a number of key parts. I
am not going to talk about all of the parts, but parts 2, 3
and 4 are obviously where the substantive provisions
are. Part 2 deals with amendments to the Summary
Offences Act. I will touch very quickly on this. It is
hard to understand what this is actually trying to do. It
proposes that councils must consult with Victoria
Police before granting applications for permits for the
use of council land, road closures and like matters to
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facilitate public protests. In imposing this new right of
consultation on councils the bill makes it clear that the
minister will have the power to publish guidelines as to
what constitutes consultation and how and when that
consultation is to take place. It sounds like a lot of
window-dressing and it is not quite clear what it intends
to achieve, because at the end of the day if a council
does not satisfy any of the conditions in part 2, the
permit it grants will not be invalid.
It is really almost a guideline, and I am wondering why
it is in the bill because it carries no legislative force
other than to say the council shall consult and the
manner and place of that consultation will be prescribed
by the minister. But if it does not happen, so what? The
permit will still stand. So I have got a big question mark
over how that is going to deal with the problem on
which this bill is focused.
Turning to part 3 of the bill, where we get into some of
the more substantive difficulties, it proposes to add to the
existing scheme of designations some additional terms.
To go back a step, in relation to the Control of Weapons
Act 1990, which is the vehicle the government is using
for its so-called crackdown on violent protests, the bill is
slightly expanding on some of the obligations of the
Chief Commissioner of Police in relation to planned and
unplanned designations. The way the scheme works at
the moment is that the chief commissioner can make a
planned designation of an area where Victoria Police is
concerned that there have previously been violent
protests involving the use of weapons.
The important point I want to note here, without getting
into the weeds, is that by using the Control of Weapons
Act the regime is predicated on a reasonable basis for
the chief commissioner to conclude that weapons may
be used in a protest or gathering. That may be a
problem because, as I said before, protesters can avoid
that. They can say that they are going to hold a protest
without the use of weapons. Even if there has been no
previous incidence of the use of weapons at an event
such as a protest and the protesters are making it clear
that there will be no weapons — and weapons are
broadly defined under the regime and regulations —
because the regime is modelled and predicated on the
Control of Weapons Act, you have to go through the
Control of Weapons Act to have a designation which
then allows Victoria Police to exercise their powers.
That is a problem because in the move-on regime that
was in place before there were no such preconditions.
Police could simply in any circumstances — so long as
they were satisfied that there was a reasonable
apprehension of violence — exercise these powers. But
under the Control of Weapons Act there are a number
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of prescriptive steps that the chief commissioner has to
go through.
I mentioned a moment ago what the chief
commissioner has to do in relation to a planned
designation, but of course there are times when there
may not be time for a planned designation and the chief
commissioner may be under pressure to act more
quickly. The current regime deals with that in
section 10E of the Control of Weapons Act, which
provides for unplanned designations. Even though this
does not require any considerable lead time, because it
is dealing with unplanned circumstances, the chief
commissioner still has to be satisfied that there is a
likelihood — not an overwhelming likelihood, but a
likelihood — that violence or disorder will involve
weapons and occur in the area to be designated and that
it is necessary to designate the area for the purposes of
enabling police to exercise search powers and so on and
so forth. So whether it is planned designations or
unplanned designations, there has to be the satisfaction
that there is a likelihood of violence or disorder and that
it will involve weapons.
Now if there has been no previous use of weapons, or
the protesters take steps to state publicly that there will
be no weapons involved, as obvious as that sounds and
as self-serving as that might sound, it would then be
more difficult for the chief commissioner to maintain
that he or she is satisfied that there is a likelihood that
violence will ensue with the use of weapons. It does not
seem clear to me and my colleagues why you should
need that. Why do we need to focus on whether or not
weapons are going to be there? If a protest is going to
be violent, if people who are innocent bystanders are
wishing to negotiate a thoroughfare that is a public
place, why should it matter whether the chief
commissioner is satisfied that weapons will be
involved? Violence can occur with or without weapons,
and that is the problem with the regime that is being
proposed, so we have a real problem with that. What
part 3 does is confirm that these powers are going to be
exercised through that.
In relation to the removal of face coverings, again that
is subject to a designation. For example, if you have a
violent protest and it occurs within a designated area
and protesters are not approached while they are in the
designated area but they leave the designated area and
are still engaging in violence, the chief commissioner or
a police officer, if I understand this correctly, cannot
exercise the direction that they remove their face
coverings unless there is some other lawful basis for
doing that. Again, why do you want to prescribe the
regime in this way? If somebody is engaging in
violence and they are concealing their identity by virtue
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of a mask, for example, which is what this is really
about, why do we want to focus on whether it occurs
within a designated area or not?
The bill also says that a police officer will be able to
direct a person to leave a designated area if the police
officer reasonably believes that the person intends to
engage in conduct that will constitute an offence of
affray or violent disorder, and I will come to those in a
moment. Again the power to issue a direction is
intrinsically tied to the designation which, as I said,
carries with it all of these other prescriptive
considerations. And really, if somebody in Victoria
Police reasonably believes that a person intends to
engage in conduct that would constitute violent disorder
or affray, as this bill will enact, why should it matter
whether it occurs in the context of a designated area?
That is unfortunate. It is better having those provisions
than not having them under our current law, but it is
very limited and people will be able to work around
this. That is my concern: that people will be able to
circumvent this.
The bill does provide that somebody who does not
comply with a direction will face a penalty of five
penalty units, which I think from memory is just a little
under $800. I am not going to argue too much over the
penalty, but again without reasonable excuse and in
light of the considerations I mentioned a moment ago in
relation to designation, I am not sure that you will see
too many of these offences occurring. That may be a
good thing if people are not engaging in violent protest
altogether, but I do worry that this regime is going to
need to be relaxed at some point or some other
approach is going to be required to deal with it.
I just want to turn now to part 4 of the bill, which talks
about the offences against public order. At a conceptual
level it is not clear what gains are really being made
here. Again we are not going to oppose what is being
proposed in the bill, but these are, if you like,
transposing from the common-law parts, but not in their
entirety, of existing common-law offences of affray,
riot and rout. That may be okay if you are arguing that
they simplify the law. I am not sure that those gains, if
they are there, outweigh what I think are some aspects
which appear to weaken the current laws, and I will
touch on those in a moment.
But I do note that the bill proposes to enact in codified
form the offence of affray. It talks about, consistent I
understand with the common-law jurisprudence on
affray:
A person who uses or threatens unlawful violence and whose
conduct would cause a person of reasonable firmness present
at the scene to be terrified commits an offence …
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I am not sure in this day and age whether we need all of
those qualifiers — whether you need the qualifier that it
threatens unlawful violence. Violence is violence I
would have thought.
The offence requires a person of reasonable firmness
present at the scene to be terrified — let us say, a young
mum with two kids in the pram walking with her sister
up Bourke Street and there is a violent protest, elderly
couples, a man walking to work who is just on his own.
What does ‘reasonable firmness’ mean? What kind of
standard are we looking for there? A man who is just
walking down the street — do we not have an age-old
principle of eggshell where you take your victim as you
find them? The government proposes to insert into the
new offence the requirement that a person be terrified.
Do we really want to subject people to that high
standard before we will take action?
What we are trying to do here is to strike a balance
between people understanding that you can protest in
our country and in our state — everybody supports
your right to protest — but you cannot do it in a way
which interferes with the lawful interests of others. I
think this threshold is too high, frankly. It is too high
when you are looking at unlawful violence, reasonable
firmness and that a person has to be terrified. I am not
sure that is a modern-day approach to the balance that
we want. Children, women, men all have the right to go
about their business lawfully and not be intimidated.
In terms of violent disorder, I note that it is proposed to
require that six or more persons are present and
together use or threaten unlawful violence with a
common goal or intention and the conduct of them
taken together causes injury to another person or causes
damage to property. That, compared with the existing
offence, seems to be a higher threshold. At the moment,
as I understand it, a riot under the common law is a
disturbance of the peace by three or more persons
assembled and acting as a group with a common
purpose in executing a lawful or unlawful enterprise in
a forceful and alarming manner and it carries a 10-year
penalty. A violent disorder under the bill requires that it
is six or more persons, not three, with a common goal
or intention to use or threaten unlawful violence
causing injury to another person or damage to property,
and it carries 10 years imprisonment or 15 years if the
person is wearing a face covering.
Compared with the current common-law offences, it
seems that these two new offences, which consolidate
the three existing offences, will actually mean that it
might be harder to prosecute these matters in the courts.
Again I am not sure this is where the Victorian people
want the government to go here; they just want violent
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protests to stop. The thresholds that are being proposed
in this bill may be better than having nothing, but they
are certainly not going to deal with violent protest.
What that means is when protest groups — and they are
out there; we have seen them, whether it is Say No to
Racism or Reclaim Australia and their affiliates and
offshoots — are preparing these things, they will be
very meticulous in how they prepare. I think it will be
quite easy for them to, if not circumvent the law
altogether and avoid the application of the offences,
make matters more complicated for Victoria Police,
particularly in relation to the designation of areas.
Moving the location of protests from one place to
another at short notice might be one way that they can
evade the application of the law and make it harder for
authorities to maintain law and order on our streets.
As I said, it would have been better had the previous
laws been left in place or at least been left in place for a
decent period of time to see how they worked, because
the government did come in and in one of its first bills
before this house it proposed that the laws be repealed,
but they had not been in operation for very long at all.
They had, from memory, been in operation probably
for around a year, maybe less, but it was not a long
period by any measure.
The final thing I will just note is that the bill does not
reinstate exclusion orders, which were available under
the regime that the government repealed. What the
previous regime had, which contained the wider
move-on grounds, was a set of provisions that gave the
Magistrates Court the ability to impose exclusion orders.
Exclusion orders could operate for up to 12 months, and
they applied to somebody who, a certain number of
times within a certain period, had breached move-on
directions. It was a way of ensuring that you could
basically exclude somebody from given areas.
This bill does not propose to reinstate that or anything
like that, which is a shame, because those exclusion
orders were subject to court approval. They could not
be imposed by Victoria Police. A court on evidence
had to be satisfied that there had been reoffending, in
effect, by a protester and that it was necessary for
reasons of public safety to exclude that person from a
given area. It seemed like a pretty reasonable
dimension to the regime, even if you did not like the
wider move-on powers, which were subject to police
discretion and judgement.
But the exclusion orders were not. They were subject to
court oversight and approval, and they do not appear in
any part of this bill, which is a shame, because it means
that you can deal with one protest, but then you have to
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go out and deal with it again. Every time it comes up,
you deal with it and that is unfortunate because you
could have had a system which allowed people to be
excluded without that.
On that note, as I indicated at the start, and I will just
confirm again, we are not opposing the bill because
having it is better than not under the current law. But
the government has really missed an opportunity to
crack down on, frankly, the mess it created by
removing the move-on laws and triggering a form of
behaviour of a number of protest groups that has
frankly disgusted Victorians in the types of violence
and behaviour we have seen in our community. With
that, I conclude.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — The Andrews
Labor government is committed to community safety,
and there is no greater proof than in the policy defined
in this bill and also the record funding detailed by the
Treasurer earlier today. This goes to the heart of the
matter. The Victorian government has already created
the new offences of home invasion and carjacking,
restricted the use of community correction orders for
serious offences, committed to a new standard
sentencing scheme and sought advice on changes to
strengthen the bail system. The Andrews government is
taking critical action and making the investment that
counts most, and that is why we have introduced
stronger laws to deal with people who are violent and
who threaten the safety of the community at public
events. This has become an issue of state concern, and
this is the direct response from the Andrews
government to deal with it.
Victorians deserve to feel safe at public events, and
the proposition is clear: violence will not be tolerated.
The Crimes Legislation Amendment (Public Order)
Bill 2017 provides police with additional powers to
use against violent and masked troublemakers in
protests and at other public events. The bill includes
stronger police powers and harsher penalties for those
who try to hide behind face masks while engaging in
public protests. So you will not be able to get away
with that anymore.
The need for these laws has been highlighted by recent
unacceptable disturbances at events in Victoria,
including at the Summersault Festival in February, riots
at the Moomba festival and clashes between violent
protesters at demonstrations. These amendments will
ensure that violent troublemakers can be removed and
other members of the public can continue engaging in
their right to peaceful protest or enjoying events like the
Moomba festival. Unlike the repealed move-on powers,
these powers will only be available within areas and
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events designated due to a likelihood of violence or
disorder involving weapons occurring there at the
relevant time. Everyone has the right to peaceful protest
in Victoria, but there is no place for violent cowards
who wear face masks to hide from the law. So they will
be brought undone by this legislation.
The Crimes Legislation Amendment (Public Order)
Bill 2017 contains a number of measures to assist
Victoria Police to prevent and respond to incidents of
violence at public events. I will just run through a
couple of the critical propositions here. They include
providing police with additional powers for use within
areas designated under the Control of Weapons Act
1990, repealing common-law public order offences and
replacing them with new statutory offences of affray
and violent disorder, and requiring local government to
consult with Victoria Police when considering a request
for a protest-related permit. This is, I think, another
important pre-emptive measure that will prove
significant. To arrive at this policy suite the government
worked closely with Victoria Police on these changes to
deal with violent protesters.
Ms Ryall — I draw your attention to the state of the
house.
Quorum formed.
Mr McGUIRE — The opposition say they do not
oppose this bill, but they do not want to listen to the
detail because it is addressing the critical points in
policy, backing it up with funding, putting more police
on the streets and getting on with delivering. It is not
about spoiling tactics, and it is not about just trying to
chip away at the edge and the boundary line of life. It is
about actually making it happen, and that is what this
government has done.
An opposition member interrupted me at the point
where I was talking about the consultation that has gone
into this bill. The government has worked closely with
Victoria Police on these changes to deal with violent
protesters, especially those who wear face masks to
conceal their identity. This is the proposition. The
government is working well with the agencies to
actually come up with practical solutions. The bill
delivers on the public order reform commitments made
by the government following that violent protest in
Coburg in May 2016. This is it; this how we actually
get the consultation right, come up with the strategies,
do it with the experts who are involved and then
actually provide funding to make it work and to give
the community a greater sense of safety and security.
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Just to go into a little bit more detail, under the Control
of Weapons Act 1990 the Chief Commissioner of
Police can already make planned or unplanned
designations of an area for the purpose of enabling
weapon searches to take place. These designations can
be made where there is a likelihood that violence or
disorder involving weapons will occur in the relevant
area. Once an area is designated under the Control of
Weapons Act, police have the power to search any
person or vehicle within the area. The maximum time
limit for designated areas under the act is 12 hours.
Importantly this power has been used recently in
relation to protests where violence was anticipated.
The bill allows for additional non-search-related
powers to be used by police in designated areas to
prevent and control outbreaks of public disorder.
Within a designated area police will be able to require a
person to remove a face covering or to leave the area
where a police officer reasonably believes the person is
wearing a face covering to disguise their identity or
shield themselves from the effects of capsicum spray —
the other motive that is in play here. Police can require
a person to leave the area when a police officer
reasonably believes the person intends to engage in
conduct that would constitute one of the new offences
of affray or violent disorder. Failure to comply with
these powers will be an offence. This bill provides the
power to ask a person to remove a face covering only as
it applies to face coverings worn for the primary
purpose of concealing the wearer’s identity or of
shielding the person from capsicum spray. That is the
critical proposition there. Protesters who wear
coverings for legitimate religious or other purposes will
not be affected by this new power.
Where an officer reasonably believes that a protester is
engaging or intends to engage in conduct that will
constitute one or more of the new public order offences
created by this bill, they may direct a protester to leave
the area. When assessing the conduct of a person in a
designated area, it may be taken together with the
conduct of other persons present. The test of a
reasonable belief has been applied to the use of this
power. The higher threshold has been deliberately
applied to the power as a safeguard to ensure officers
use it only when they have a greater level of certainty
about the dangerous nature of the conduct.
In line with other Australian jurisdictions the bill will
abolish the common-law offences of affray, rout and
riot. There is a significant increase in the penalties
provided for here. For example, for those who commit
violent disorder while wearing a face covering, a
maximum penalty of 15 years will apply. So the
government is sending the message as strongly as it
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can. The new offence of violent disorder is a serious
offence which will be punishable by a maximum
penalty of 10 years imprisonment. The law is there; the
message could not be stronger.
Then to back it up we just have to have a look at what
happened today. We had a record $2 billion investment
in police, and 3135 additional officers will be trained
over the next five years. It is the biggest recruitment
drive in the state’s history. So they are the themes. This
is the action that this government is taking. Here is the
legislative power. Here is the enforcement strategy that
can do it. Here are the police officers on the beat to
provide the security that people want and to deliver
what the Victorian public need.
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) — I am
pleased to rise to speak on the Crimes Legislation
Amendment (Public Order) Bill 2017. Despite what we
just heard from the member for Broadmeadows, this is
a weak attempt to cover up for the failures of the
government that it has so far been responsible for with
respect to public safety and law and order. As the
member for Hawthorn outlined, the Liberals and The
Nationals will not be opposing this bill because, as he
said, it is better than nothing, but it is still far less
effective than the reforms — the move-on laws — that
were introduced by the previous coalition government.
This is part of the belated catch-up that the Labor
government is playing with respect to law and order,
but in this particular case it has not gone far enough to
reinstate the move-on laws that would have been much
more successfully used by police in a number of areas.
The bill, under clause 3, requires councils to consult
with police before granting applications on public
protests. Clause 6 gives police the power to direct a
person wearing a face covering that they refuse to
remove or a person they suspect intends to engage in
affray or violent disorder to leave a designated area.
Those two terms, ‘affray’ and ‘violent disorder’, are
introduced under clause 8 to abolish some existing
common-law offences of affray, rout and riot. Clause 7
makes it an offence punishable by a fine of up to
five penalty units not to comply with a direction given
under these powers.
That is all well and good, but this bill does not replace
the move-on powers that the government scrapped
almost immediately on coming to government, and it is
one of the many areas where the government has
dropped the ball on law and order. It is no surprise now
that we have crime running out of control. We have a
gross disrespect for authority that is breeding in our
suburbs in particular but also in our towns and regional
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cities, and much of that comes from the actions of this
government with respect to law and order.
The extra move-on powers that were in the previous act
included that:
the person is or persons are causing, or likely to cause, an
undue obstruction to another person or persons or traffic;
the person is or persons are present for the purpose of
unlawfully procuring or supplying, or intending to unlawfully
procure or supply, a drug of dependence; or
the person is or persons are impeding or attempting to impede
another person from lawfully entering or leaving premises or
part of premises.

Of course this is the bit that the Labor Party wanted to
get rid of out of the old move-on laws because it stops
their union mates from acting illegally:
… the conduct of the person or persons is causing a
reasonable apprehension of violence in another person …

These are the issues that the government could have
perhaps brought back in but has decided not to in this
bill because it really has no idea how to control crime.
Of course issues of riots are fairly foreign to my
electorate of Gippsland South. We do not have too
many protests that get out of control or significant riots,
although the way the Labor government is going,
particularly with respect to some issues such as the
Country Fire Authority and roads, I suspect that riots
may well brew. But in general crime is causing great
concern to my constituents. In my electorate we saw in
the last statistics that came out that the crime spree that
has been blighting Melbourne in the last couple of years
is now spreading to Gippsland, with the latest figures
showing an increase in crime in the South Gippsland
shire of 16.6 per cent in the past 12 months and 7.8 per
cent in the Wellington shire in the past 12 months.
More particularly, in the last two and a half years since
the Labor government came to power, crime in South
Gippsland has risen 29 per cent. These are not my
figures. These are the figures from the independent
Crime Statistics Agency Victoria. In the Wellington
shire crime is up almost 22 per cent. These are very
alarming figures.
This piece of legislation, although an attempt to address
that in the usual spin-doctoring way of the Labor
government, does not actually deliver that. It does not
go as far as it needs to with respect to the issues that are
facing people right throughout the state. We have seen
not just the riots that have occurred that could have
been tackled by the previous move-on powers. We have
seen crime generally — and the Apex gang and other
gangs and individuals — running out of control, and of

Tuesday, 2 May 2017

course we have seen the crisis in our juvenile justice
system with riot upon riot at Malmsbury and Parkville
and the government lurching from one crisis to another
in that area. That indeed is also of significant concern.
However, as I said at the outset, we are not opposing
this legislation because it is at least a step in the right
direction, if not the full reintroduction of the move-on
powers that we believe are generally necessary.
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) — There was a
description of events at the Coburg race rally in the Age
the day after the rally. They were described as follows:
Punches were thrown, kicks landed and flags were used as
weapons on Saturday as left-wing demonstrators and
right-wing supporters brawled on the Bell Street bitumen, in
front of a primary school.
The fight involved a significant number of people and lasted
about half a minute before police could intervene. Police fired
capsicum spray to disperse the brawlers.
One person said he saw a man ‘getting stomped on’, as he lay
on the road.
Fighting also occurred over the fence, on the lawn of the
Coburg Primary School senior campus. Men kicked, punched
and grappled with one another on the ground before police
arrived and separated them.
Protesters from the left-wing and the right-wing groups
appeared to have been injured in the fighting. Police detained
people in the school grounds, including a man who at one
point claimed he couldn’t breathe.
Some of the injured people looked very unsteady on their
feet, and appeared to have suffered either facial injuries or
discomfort from capsicum spray.
Police confirmed that seven people had been arrested after the
day’s shocking events, which disrupted local traders. At
12.45 p.m., one upset trader said he had taken just $2.40 from
customers, who had stayed away.
Commander Cowden blasted protesters who engaged in
violence, and said the behaviour of some people was
‘cowardly’.
Five people were arrested as a result of the ‘violent clashes
in the streets’, and two were arrested after weapons
searches, she said.

That was on 28 May 2016. Rival groups —
anti-immigration versus anti-racism groups —
converged on a corner of the Sydney Road–Bell Street
intersection, a place that is home to the Coburg football
oval where the Coburg Football Club plays. The senior
and junior campuses of Coburg Primary School
straddle Bell Street.
One of the things I love most about the district I
represent is that people come from every corner of the
globe to call our part of Melbourne home. But whatever
your perspective, violent protests in our home in
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Coburg are unacceptable, and on that day in May
hundreds of people converged on that Sydney Road–
Bell Street precinct looking for a fight. On a usual
Saturday morning in that precinct in Coburg many,
many people are sitting in the cafes enjoying brunch —
their avocado on toast. There are many people shopping
in the various markets, from the farmers markets at
local schools in the area through to the Lebanese fruit
and vegetable market. There are people who are going
to the epic bakeries and delis and buying their Greek
cakes, their Lebanese pastries or their Turkish pides. At
that time of year there are people who are there to cheer
on the Coburg Football Club, and there are people who
are going to the leisure centre.
But that Saturday morning in May turned to chaos right
in between the two campuses of Coburg Primary
School. Hundreds of police had to form a line between
the two opposing groups while mounted police
patrolled the crowd. Indeed there were distressing
images of people even attacking the police horses. But
there were obviously a large number of assaults,
including of police. There were several weapons
offences, many committed by people who wore masks,
who cowardly sought to engage in this kind of
behaviour but who refused to own it.
Indeed the leader of the United Patriots Front, Blair
Cottrell, said the rally was an ‘initial success’ but then
‘the police happened’. ‘They prevented us from doing
what we wanted to do, which was to move up that street
to counter the opposition’, he said. He said he wanted to
counter the opposing group ‘in the same way that they
do, with force and terror’. Well, force and terror in
Coburg or anywhere is not acceptable.
Following the Coburg riots the opposition called for a
reinstatement of the move-on laws. The government, as
we have said, will not be doing this. The government
will not be reinstating the move-on laws because clearly
the move-on laws were not about stopping violence and
terror but a Draconian way in which to try and stop
industrial action primarily, as I think was exposed in the
comments of the shadow Attorney-General, the member
for Hawthorn, earlier today.
Under the previous Liberal government move-on laws
were introduced to the Victorian Parliament. The
Andrews Labor government successfully repealed those
laws because we were well aware of what the real
intent of the Liberal Party was. They did not wish to
end violent protests such as that which happened in
Coburg on 28 May last year. What they sought to do
was ideologically driven. It was a desire to halt and
silence the voice of Victorians who are involved in
peaceful protests, including peaceful industrial action.

1035

They were laws which posed a hindrance to the ability
to peacefully protest and which resulted in a diminished
prospect of democracy for Victorians.
We know in a democracy that protest is an essential
form of offering Victorians — Australians — the right
to voice views and values, to put forward a position in a
peaceful way and to assist lawmakers in developing
laws that reflect the people they represent. Indeed the
right to peacefully protest is upheld and protected in the
Victorian Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006 — the right to gather
together and take part in a peaceful demonstration or
protest and to join groups such as political, sporting or
union groups.
The previous government was setting out to dissolve
this right through their restrictive move-on laws. But as
the current Attorney-General said at the time, ‘Victoria
doesn’t need Bjelke-Petersen-style laws designed to
silence dissent and outlaw peaceful protests’. The
Liberals tried to punish nurses who stood up for their
patients and they tried to silence farmers who were
concerned about coal seam gas. But this government
will not stand for it. This government will introduce
laws which will ensure that people have the right to
peacefully protest, but violent disorder is obviously not
going to be tolerated.
It was John F. Kennedy who, on the first anniversary of
the Alliance for Progress, said:
Those who make peaceful revolution impossible will make
violent revolution inevitable.

Violent revolution is really what we were seeing trying
to be played out in Coburg last May.
Following those protests in Coburg in May, almost a
year ago today, the government immediately committed
to stronger penalties for violent protests, and what we
have here is a bill that is centred on several measures
that will be applied in order to assist with the
prevention of serious and potentially violent
disturbances to the public order. The bill has a central
focus on preventing and dealing with violent
disturbances in public places such as at demonstrations,
protests and at public events and festivals such as
Moomba, where we also have seen previously some
violent disturbances. This legislation comes about also
as an important response to the disgraceful violence and
riots that we have seen in other demonstrations and
other public events, not only the Coburg riots and
Moomba but also around other events in Melbourne.
Victoria Police have provided a commendable response
to these types of events and disturbances. However, it is
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important that we learn from these events and enact
better prevention activities to stop violent attacks in the
future. It is also essential that the police have adequate
powers to deal with new cowardly tactics used at these
events to hide identity and to disown the activity that
people are undertaking.
The bill has three key parts. It provides additional
powers for police in designated areas, it provides new
offences and it provides new requirements for local
government to work cooperatively with police in order
to identify where there may in the future be a violent
disturbance. Recent happenings have proved that the
potential for serious harm and public disturbance at
particular protests, demonstrations and public events is
there, and given this recent history it is important that
we provide the police force with the ability to further
pre-empt and respond to offences at future events.
The Victorian Labor government is aware, arguably
more than any other party, of the value of peaceful
protest, and peaceful protest is used by the public to
convey messages of advocacy and support for changes
in laws and regulations. Protests and demonstrations
such as those we have seen in the past from union and
industry groups for better work and salary conditions
have shown how the peaceful expression of ideas and
advocacy can make a real impact on government policy
directions, and perhaps that is exactly what those
opposite are afraid of. Perhaps they have learned a
lesson from WorkChoices, for example.
However, it is also important that these protests are
intended to be peaceful and are conducted peacefully,
because not only does public violence and disorder
harm the projected message for change but it will also
potentially harm not only property but also obviously
people. Like protests and demonstrations, Victorian
public events should always be safe. People should be
able to enjoy these events in a safe and peaceful space.
This law will ensure that public events and their
attendees are not disturbed and tarnished by violence or
disorder. Victoria Police members have an important role
in monitoring and facilitating peaceful conduct at
protests and events, but it is essential that their roles are
complemented by the essential powers and requirements
which keep up with recent events and the existence of
new tactics — cowardly tactics — and violent activity of
current and potential offenders. These laws are
particularly relevant to my district where people have
long memories of what happened in Coburg.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I rise to speak on behalf
of the Greens on the Crimes Legislation Amendment
(Public Order) Bill 2017. This bill gives the police
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powers to direct people wearing masks in certain
circumstances to leave a designated area; introduces
new public order offences to replace the existing
common-law and public-order offences with increased
maximum sentences; and requires local government to
consult with Victoria Police when considering
applications for permits that relate to proposed protests.
The Greens understand the need for community safety
and ensuring that Victoria Police have sufficient powers
to keep the peace and enforce the law at protests, but
we have a number of concerns regarding this bill,
particularly that it could infringe on freedom of
expression and would allow police to direct any person
wearing a mask to leave a protest. In the anti-mask
provisions, there is a need to balance the right to
freedom of expression and privacy, the rights of
community safety and the right to protest peacefully —
and to wear masks is a form of expression that is an
important one.
There are a range of legitimate reasons why people may
wear face coverings at a protest, such as to not be
identified in the media or in other forms when voicing
views that are anti-government or challenging to some
people, and which may affect their personal lives or
employment. People may wear anonymous masks or
masks of political figures by way of expression or, of
course, wear face coverings for cultural or religious
purposes. Police do need to be able to identify people
who commit unlawful acts during a protest and to have
in place laws that prevent a person intending to commit
an unlawful act from wearing a mask.
This bill arose after a violent brawl that erupted in a
demonstration in Coburg in May last year when police
were forced to intervene against violent protesters who
were wearing masks. It was difficult for them to
identify between some right-wing protesters and
anti-fascist groups involved in the fight. The
government is saying that we need these laws as more
protesters are wearing balaclavas, other face coverings
and masks. It is saying that if the mask was worn for
religious, cultural or medical reasons, it will not have to
be removed and that police will receive training and
guidelines on the appropriate use of this power.
However, there are no guidelines in the bill provided
for police to know if a mask is to conceal a person’s
identity. In fact the reality is that any face covering can
be worn to conceal an identity, and the police already
do have the power to identify people. The police
already search people and ask for their identity in a
designated area. If necessary, the new law should only
be permitted where police form a view that a mask is
worn to conceal identity to commit an illegal act.
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In the Summary Offences Act 1966, it already says:
A person must not with unlawful intent—
(a) be disguised or have a blackened face; or
(b) have an article of disguise in his or her custody or
possession.

The penalty for that is two years maximum
imprisonment. It is already against the law.
There are serious concerns from activists who feel this
law will inhibit freedom of political expression. What is
a permitted or not permitted face covering is unclear,
and what will be allowed or not allowed is unclear.
There are people who may wish to protect their identity
at a protest or who may wish to wear a mask but not
have the intent to commit an offence.
The use of capsicum spray is referenced in this bill and,
of course, the increased use of capsicum spray has
resulted in people wearing masks at protests. Those
people are not necessarily there to commit an
offence — they are just there to protest — but they do
not want to suffer the effects of capsicum spray used
against people that may be causing an offence.
In terms of the new public order offences, this bill has
increased maximum penalties for people wearing a
mask for those offences, but it is unclear why wearing a
mask for unlawful purposes could not just be made an
aggregating factor in the sentencing of that particular
offence. The penalties in this bill are such that offences
at public protests would now be more serious than, for
example, family violence committed in the home.
The third part of this bill requiring local government to
consult with Victoria Police and considering
applications for permits that relate to proposed protests
seems like a reasonable amendment and is something
we will support, but we do have concerns that this bill
will infringe on legitimate political expression. The
safeguards against misuse by the police are not
included in this legislation. The police already have the
powers to identify someone in a designated area, and to
have a disguise with unlawful intent is already an
offence. If there is need for legislation in this area why
not, as Liberty Victoria have suggested, require the
police to form the view that the person is concealing
their identity with intent to offend?
This is, in our view, an ill-thought out bill at this stage,
and it is clearly designed — as are many of the law and
order bills that are coming before us from the
government — to serve the Herald Sun along with the
Liberal Party, who are really setting the government’s
law and order agenda. So the Greens cannot support
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this bill in its current form and will be reserving the
right to seek amendments in the upper house.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I am delighted to
make a contribution in relation to the Crimes
Legislation Amendment (Public Order) Bill 2017. It is
disappointing that whenever this government seeks to
try to ensure that we live in a safer community, you can
be guaranteed that the representatives of the Greens, in
particular their cheerleader-in-chief in this place, the
member for Prahran, will be steadfastly opposing us
every single step of the way. It does not matter whether
you are talking about trying to increase penalties for
convicted drug traffickers, it does not matter whether
you are trying to make sure that convicted cop killers
get locked up for life and it does not matter whether
you are talking about people who are deliberately
covering their faces in order to threaten and intimidate
members of our community going about their lawful
business — you can be guaranteed their number one
advocate in this place will be the member for Prahran.
It is disgraceful.
I would have thought that the member for Prahran might
have actually bothered to listen to the very eloquent
contribution made by my good friend the member for
Pascoe Vale who talked in very clear terms about the
impact that the riot in Coburg had upon her community.
It is the wonderful thing about this place, because you
have the opportunity to listen to those opposite and to
understand the position that the opposition or the
crossbench might take and to respond to that position.
While often there will be times when we will not agree,
you can at least see a kernel of truth in what those
opposite might say. You can understand, for example,
why they might be of a particular persuasion or have a
particular perspective on life. But because the member
for Prahran is never here, because he spends no time in
this chamber, because he refuses to engage in debate and
because he refuses to listen to the contributions of others,
he comes in, he is incapable of speaking for his allotted
time, and he leaves. No sooner has he finished his speech
than he is rushing out the door to go back and hide in his
office. It is lamentable.
I will be brief. In preparing for today’s debate I was
reminded of the great contribution that Alexander
Hamilton made to US discourse in his capacity as one
of the founding fathers of the United States of America
and his role as the first Treasury secretary under the
administration of George Washington. Hamilton was a
very interesting case in point because although he was
very active as Washington’s chief of staff and then
subsequently took a field position to fight for the
revolution, after the conflict had ended he played a
pivotal role in defending Tory sympathisers in New
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York who were being victimised by the new
administration.
Hamilton was really clear. He made a number of
statements, such as ‘Real liberty is neither found in
despotism or the extremes of democracy, but in modern
governments’. Further, he said, ‘In framing a
government which is to be administered by men over
men, the great difficulty lies in this: you must first
enable the government to control the governed; and in
the next place oblige it to control itself’.
A bill like this is very important because it goes to
what Hamilton was trying to do in his role as one of
the early administrators of the United States of
America, which was to get the balance right. You
must find a way in which people can lawfully express
their views and opinions if they feel quite strongly
about an issue. But at the same time you must of
course ensure that you do not have mob violence and
that you do not have uncontrollable rage, with people
victimised as a consequence. I think this bill before
the house today strikes that balance correctly, because
it is looking at trying to draw a distinction between
affray and violent disorder.
Interestingly — and I know this will appeal to you,
Acting Speaker Kilkenny — I discovered that ‘affray’,
like many words used in a legal context that have been
incorporated into the English language, was actually
derived from the old French esfreer. This was a
consequence of the introduction of Norman
linguistics — Norman language — into Middle
English. There is a very good article, which I must
share with you sometime, Acting Speaker, which talks
about the difference between the way in which words
from Old French permeated very high professional
classes in mediaeval England whereas the more
Germanic words, which were often spoken and which
would be very familiar to many of us because they
perpetuate today, seem to operate more amongst the
artisans and the working poor. Thank you, Acting
Speaker, for that brief moment of indulgence.
This is a very good piece of legislation. I think where
there are opportunities to work collaboratively and
constructively with local government, that is a very
good thing. It is an important piece of legislation
because it gets the balance right, and I commend the
bill to the house.
Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverley) — I rise to make a
contribution to the Crimes Legislation Amendment
(Public Order) Bill 2017. I listened with great interest to
the eloquent address by the member for Hawthorn, the
shadow Attorney-General, who has already outlined to

Tuesday, 2 May 2017

the house the very technical reasons why, whilst this
bill is not being opposed by the Liberal-Nationals
opposition, it is not where it should be. That concerns
me because it is a missed opportunity to take the right
steps forward to improve public safety. Nonetheless,
because this bill is better than nothing, we will not be
opposing it.
Regardless of the technical aspects of the bill, I come to
the debate from the perspective that if we do not have
the type of police service that the community expects
and that we need in Victoria, many of the things in this
bill will not be able to be enacted. They will not be able
to be put in place. If Victoria Police continue to have
their police numbers cut and are not properly resourced,
they will not be able to use the powers that have been
put forward in this bill. This is where I think it is very
important to put the facts on the record.
I note that in a recent Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee hearing Victoria’s top police officer, the
Chief Commissioner of Police, Mr Graham Ashton,
confirmed that during 2015–16 the number of police
per capita was cut — not increased, not kept where it
was, but cut. I will say that again because it is important
that the facts are put on the table: Victoria’s top police
officer, the chief commissioner, confirmed that in the
2015–16 financial year the number of police per capita
was cut. That is not a view that was put forward by this
side of politics on that day, it was put forward by the
most senior police officer in Victoria. It shows the
inaccuracies at best and the lies at worst of the
government saying something different to that.
If you look at what the government inherited, they
inherited a very strong police force — 1700 police
officers were recruited, trained and deployed under the
Liberal-Nationals, there were in excess of
940 protective services officers, there was a
$27.8 million upgrade to the Glen Waverley police
academy and stronger bail laws were put in place. The
heavy lifting was done, if you like. So much of the
heavy lifting was done, and that is why it has been so
disappointing that unfortunately our state and our city
have become the lawless state and the lawless city
under this government. It is no surprise: when you cut
police numbers, when you weaken bail laws, when you
undermine safety and security, and when you cut and
gut Neighbourhood Watch, these are the outcomes.
When we are looking at what police powers may be in
this bill — and we are not opposing this bill, but we are
saying it is another missed opportunity when it comes
to public safety — many of them do not matter,
because if police do not have the resources to be able to
do what they need to do, those powers are irrelevant.
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That is where I am also very concerned by the
announcement by very senior people in the Labor Party
in the last fortnight regarding what they plan to do to our
police services in Monash. After all of the work that was
done to build those services, the announcement in the last
fortnight is nothing short of a disgrace. Senior Labor
Party figures have put on the record very clearly that they
want to close not one, not two, not three, but four police
stations in Monash. They want to close Clayton, they
want to close Mount Waverley, they want to close
Oakleigh and they want to close Glen Waverley. That is
what has been put on the public record by senior Labor
Party figures in and outside of council meetings. Go on
the record and have a look at that.
The view that was put on the record was that that is the
best way to ensure that police resources are put
forward. It is on the website for anybody who was not
at a council meeting. They can go and have a look. The
words are very clear: four police stations in Monash to
be closed, with the support and advocacy of senior
members of the Labor Party.
When I look at this bill and at the opportunities Victoria
Police should have to make our state safer, I am highly
concerned. We have a government that has cut police
numbers, a government that has gutted Neighbourhood
Watch, a government that has weakened bail laws. This
is compared to a Liberal-Nationals government that left
our state safer. Now we have got the Labor Party
campaigning to close four police stations in Monash. It
is of enormous concern to me. I will stand up and fight
against them, as will other Liberal members in Monash.
We will not be opposing this bill.
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — It gives me
great pleasure to speak on the Crimes Legislation
Amendment (Public Order) Bill 2017. In case I run out
of time I am going to just quickly address some of the
comments made by the member for Mount
Waverley —
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Kilkenny) —
Order! I might ask the member to withdraw that
comment.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — I withdraw the word ‘lies’;
I did not call the member for Mount Waverley a liar, so
I withdraw the word ‘lies’ — although, I have to say,
the member for Mount Waverley is being mendacious,
and I am advised that is a term that is not
unparliamentary. I was actually going to give him some
kudos for attending citizenship ceremonies and doing
activities around Monash, including the Monash Rotary
schools wreath laying that I attended with him as well
the other day. But he must be in a parallel universe,
because that is about the extent of the mutual
understanding we have about Monash council and
Monash council meetings. Monash council does not run
Victoria Police, and there was no comment or
suggestion by people on the council, whether Labor
Party members or not, who have no constitutional right
over police. Even if they did have that, they have made
no comment in relation to the closure of four stations. If
I may remind the member for Mount Waverley — —
Mr Gidley — On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I
would ask you to draw the attention of the member for
Oakleigh to the seriousness of misleading the house.
The member for Oakleigh just made some very specific
comments about what senior Labor Party figures did or
did not say. I would ask you to inform him and remind
him of that seriousness and ask him to be very cautious
in what he is saying.
Ms Hennessy — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, if the member for Mount Waverley wishes to
either caution or make a substantive comment about
any contribution made by the member for Oakleigh, he
would or should know that he must do that by way of
substantive motion. It is not appropriate for, and is not
the proper role of, the Chair to engage or guide on the
substance of any issue that may in fact be a factual
debate between people with different views.

Mr Staikos — Lies.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — and they are lies, as the
member for Bentleigh says. I am committed to the local
council activities — —
Mr Gidley — On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I
deem that as a reflection on me, and I note that there
have been rulings from the Chair in relation to that
word. I would ask that you examine the record of this
debate, and if unparliamentary language has been
utilised in this debate, not only should it be withdrawn,
it should be struck from the record of any interjection
and from the speech of the member for Oakleigh.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Kilkenny) —
Order! There is no point of order.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — As much as I tried not to
actually make the agenda of my contribution the
member for Mount Waverley’s agenda, I just have to
correct the record for the next 30 seconds. Then I will
get on to the good things we are doing. There was no
suggestion that this government will be closing four
stations in Monash. That is an outrageous comment to
make. It is untrue and deliberately designed to mislead.
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I just happen to have this handy — and you may say
this is either providence or coincidence or something:
when I was a candidate for the state seat of Oakleigh in
the last election there was absolutely a live plan by
Victoria Police, under auspice of the then Liberal Party
government, to close all Monash police stations and
open one next to or opposite Bunnings on Ferntree
Gully Road. That was a live proposal — so live that the
then Chief Commissioner of Police was on 3AW
discussing it openly.
Mr Gidley — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
the member for Oakleigh is clearly misleading the
house. The facts were very clear. That was
Ms Morand’s plan and the Labor Party’s plan for a
super-station, not the Liberal-Nationals’ plan, and we
fought against that.
Ms Hennessy — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, I reiterate my contribution on the previous
point of order. It is in fact the case that the member for
Mount Waverley has had his opportunity to put his
argument and his views on the floor of this house. It is
now the opportunity of the member for Oakleigh, and if
there is anything that the member for Mount Waverley
wishes to take up, then the appropriate mechanism for
doing that would be by way of substantive motion.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Kilkenny) —
Order! There is no point of order.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — I think the credibility that I
have in this place stands in stark contrast, and I will
leave it at that.
Just in terms of this bill, it is a very important bill, and it
also continues the commitments we have made to the
Victorian community on very important matters about
community safety and strengthening the ability of
police to do their job to protect us. Because I only want
to take up about a minute or so, I just want to make a
specific comment in relation to two significant things
that will happen with this bill. We are strengthening
police powers in relation to certain circumstances in
designated areas, but we are also clearing up the current
position where some offences exist in common law but
not in statute. We are cleaning that up and creating two
new offences, as has been described by the
Attorney-General in his second-reading speech.
I just want to say in my very small contribution on the
bill that I think the bill is: something the police have
asked for; a commitment we have made; and a
mechanism that will make a tangible difference in the
police’s ability to more quickly discern who is a
troublemaker, and more quickly remove them from the
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scene to allow the public and the community to enjoy
whatever activity they may be doing in that particular
area. It also strengthens the ability to then prosecute
those people who are subsequently arrested because we
have clear offences under statute. That is primarily, in
my words, the purpose of this bill, and I commend the
Attorney-General for his intelligence, sensitivity and
acumen in handling this bill, because it can be taken by
some quarters into territory that we think is not
appropriate — and some of those comments have been
made in the media in relation to head coverings and
other things. This is a bill that is absolutely warranted
and absolutely does the right thing. It protects the
community but also protects civil liberties, and I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I rise to make a brief
contribution in relation to the Crimes Legislation
Amendment (Public Order) Bill 2017. I note the
purpose the bill, being to amend the Control of
Weapons Act 1990 to give police the power to direct a
person to leave a designated area and to amend the
Crimes Act 1958 to replace the common-law offences
of affray, rout and riot with statutory offences of affray
and violent disorder.
Basically what we can see here in relation to this bill is
that it is an attempt by the government to fix up the
mess that the government itself has created, and that
was principally because it repealed the move-on laws
that were so successfully implemented by the previous
coalition government in Victoria. The fact that they are
having to go back now, in order to sort out the mess
that they have created, is why we have this bill before
us today.
One thing that is absolutely undeniable is the fact that
Victoria is in the middle of a crime crisis. Wherever
you go, whoever you speak to in relation to what is
going on in particular areas, and certainly in my local
area, people are extremely concerned about these
matters and about the lawlessness that is going on in the
broader community. We can see that under the current
Premier Victoria is the undisputed crime capital of
Australia. It is interesting, if we look at the crime rates
for the year 2016, to see that the crime rate in Victoria
increased by 10.2 per cent. One might think that this
perhaps is a nationwide trend, but if you look at New
South Wales the crime rate increased by just 0.41 per
cent. You can see straightaway that it is not a
nationwide trend at all.
Under two years of the current Premier in Victoria, we
can see that crime in Victoria is up an almost
unbelievable 20.17 per cent, and again in New South
Wales it is up by 5.8 per cent. We can see that there are
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consequences to weakening the sentencing laws,
weakening the bail laws, enabling police numbers to
decline and closing police stations. There are
consequences to those things in the broader community,
and that is what we are seeing. We are seeing the fruit
of a government that has been weak on law and order
and that has made decisions that have totally adversely
affected the safety of our community. Now they come
along and introduce this bill to modify certain other acts
again, to try to catch up rather than leaving the previous
move-on laws, which they in fact repealed, as they were
to protect the community.
There is no doubt that Forest Hill electorate community
members are telling me on a regular basis that they are
very concerned about the level of lawlessness in the
community. Particularly in the broader community
many of them no longer feel safe coming into the city,
and why would they when you see some of the
outrageous behaviour that has gone on in town in
relation to riots, youth gangs and other lawless
incidents? We can all hark back to the Moomba riots
that were such an exhibition of lawlessness that most
people in Victoria had never seen before. It is an
extraordinary situation that we have ended up with here
in Victoria.
I am regularly talking to my constituents and business
owners in my area. Every time I go to one service
station to purchase my fuel I have a chat with the owner
about what is happening in the law and order area for
him. I have arrived there numerous times to see his
front doors smashed after he has been the victim of a
gang of youths smashing the front doors and coming in
to steal money and cigarettes. It has happened to him
numerous times so he has had to, at his own expense,
install a range of additional security measures to protect
his business. There is a cost in terms of not only the
trauma suffered by his staff as a result of being on the
scene when those outrageous armed robberies took
place, but also a cost to replace the doors, to put in extra
security systems and so on. Those costs all have to be
borne by someone. Of course ultimately that cost is
borne by him and then has to be recovered through
other means by being passed on to his customers. It is a
terrible situation. It has got to a stage now where the
police are basically regularly attending his service
station for a range of offences, whether that be for
armed robberies — although with the new security
devices he has implemented hopefully there will not be
any more of those — for petrol drive-offs or for other
offences using stolen credit cards. He has regularly got
the police coming down for all sorts of things.
I say all of that because that is just symptomatic of what
is going on in the broader community. It is certainly
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what is happening in my electorate of Forest Hill. It is
happening because of the attitude of the current
government to law and order. They have been weak.
They have cut police numbers per head of population.
We can see that because since the Labor government
has come in Victoria’s population has grown by over
300 000 people and the crime rate has increased by
over 20 per cent, but there has been only a very small
increment in police numbers. There are consequences
to all of that sort of behaviour. As the member for
Hawthorn has eloquently outlined the coalition’s
position I will not be going over that again, but, suffice
it to say, we will not be opposing the bill.
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) — I rise to speak to the
Crimes Legislation Amendment (Public Order ) Bill
2017. What we have here is a weak bill — a weak
bill that has been concocted to try and address the
government’s reckless repeal of the move-on laws. It
is an unnecessary bill because police actually had the
powers to deal with the very reason this government
is now bringing this bill into being. The government
repealed the act that provided those powers and took
away the ability of the police to actually deal with
the very reason this bill now finds its way back into
the house.
We have got a government that is more about spin than
substance, one that has lost control of the law and order
debate, lost control of the streets, lost control of the jails
even. In terms of cuts to police per capita, it is
absolutely extraordinary that we find ourselves in a
state, in Victoria, with a booming population and
significant growth, yet the number of police has not
kept pace with that.
In fact we find ourselves with less police per capita than
when this government came to office. In my electorate
of Ringwood, certainly in the Maroondah component of
that, we see Maroondah’s crime rate up from 2015 to
2016 to 18.8 per cent, yet we are down 14 police in
Maroondah based on when this government came to
office. Those numbers are from the end of 2014. It is
just extraordinary that we find ourselves in the midst of
escalating and terrifying crime, in a state where people
are scared — they are fearful — and we actually have
less police per capita than when this government came
to office.
In terms of where we find ourselves in relation to this,
we have had weakened bail laws, we have had
weakened sentencing, we have had Neighbourhood
Watch funding cut and we have had a Premier who will
not admit there is even a problem. I heard that the
Nunawading police station closed even though
apparently no police station has closed. It has closed to
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the public. In fact it still has great big signs out the front
that tell people it is a police station. It is not. There is no
service to the public there.
Just last week I held a crime, law and order forum.
Members of my community came together, and they
are scared. In the Malmsbury youth detention breakout
three youths found their way to a Mitcham house.
There was a violent home invasion with a machete and
a baseball bat while the children inside were asleep.
This is the sort of fear that people are dealing with —
the carjackings, the aggravated burglaries, the
aggravated home invasions and the smashing of
jewellers shops. I have spoken to jewellers recently, and
they are fearful. People in their houses are saying,
‘What else do I need to add? Do I need CCTV? What
sort of extra security do I need to have?’. That is an
absolute downright shame, especially when we look at
New South Wales and see crime in significant areas
there actually decreasing.
I will keep my contribution short; the member for
Hawthorn has certainly done an excellent job in
outlining what our concerns are with the bill. But I
think it is worth saying that the Moomba riots created a
turning point in the minds of Victorians. Those
photographs at the time of the Moomba riots just stuck
in the minds of Victorians. Since that time we have
seen a huge amount of street violence; we have seen the
terror that people have suffered, both children and
adults, at the hands of violent youth offenders and
violent offenders across the board.
This government might say they cannot afford to deal
with this crisis of crime across the state, but we cannot
afford not to. The minds, the psyches and the
psychological aspects of Victorians; the impact on
children forever; and the impact on people who are
victims of these crimes, their health, physical, mental,
all components — —
Mr Angus — Emotional.
Ms RYALL — Absolutely emotional, member for
Forest Hill. In all aspects we cannot afford to not deal
with this crisis.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms HENNESSY
(Minister for Health).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
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STATUTE LAW REVISION BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 9 February; motion of
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General).
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — I am pleased to be
able to speak this afternoon on the Statute Law
Revision Bill 2017. The Statute Law Revision Bill is
part of an important function of the legislative program
of any government to make sure that corrections are
made where there are errors or where it is necessary
because of the repeal or passage of other legislation to
make changes. It is a normal and regular part of the
legislative program, but it also affords each member of
this house the opportunity to review the acts which
appear in the schedules to the bill and to make
reflections on some of those bills.
I want to touch on just a few of the acts which are
dealt with in this bill and make some general
comments on the importance of changes to those acts
and the circumstances in which we find ourselves. I
certainly will not be discussing each act that is
referred to in the schedules, but there is certainly a
handful that I want to address.
The first matter I want to touch upon is the Audit
Act 1994. This is obviously an act which has a function
of scrutinising and evaluating the disbursement of
public moneys and the practices associated around that.
Acting Speaker Pearson, you would be well aware that
we are very concerned about the use of public moneys
at this point in time. The Audit Act is an important
piece of legislation in the regime which is intended in
this state to make sure that public moneys are deployed
only for the purposes for which they are allocated and
that public officials — from bureaucrats to broader
public sector employees and of course members of this
Parliament — use their funds appropriately.
It was put in this house just a moment ago — you might
have heard, Acting Speaker — that we have had an
incident of rorting by two members of this house in
recent times. We are very concerned about that because
we are looking for a process by which we on behalf of
the people can scrutinise how those two members —
the members for Melton and Tarneit — used their
positions to obtain public funds in circumstances where
we would argue there are serious questions about
whether those entitlements existed. We know from the
PwC report into those two members of Parliament that
there are very serious questions about that.
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In relation to the rorting member for Melton, who has
engaged in some of the most egregious forms of rorting
that this house and this state have ever seen, he was,
according to the PwC authors, deliberately arranging
his affairs so that he could obtain the second residence
allowance. These are extraordinary circumstances
where a person could represent the seat of Melton and
not just live outside the electorate but deliberately take
steps to live outside the electorate. It is an extraordinary
situation. Not only that but we do not know at this point
whether the member for Melton’s documentation was
in accordance with the law in other respects. For
example, were any materials he submitted to the State
Revenue Office or the Australian Taxation Office
consistent with him actually living at the address?
We are concerned, given investigations undertaken by a
number of media organisations, that he either ever
actually lived or could have lived permanently at the
Ocean Grove caravan park where he claims to have lived
in recent times. We know at least one organisation, the
Australian newspaper, sent a journalist out and they
could not find any record of this. They were told by park
operators that it is not possible for a person to live there
on a permanent or even a semi-permanent basis. We also
know that the Herald Sun undertook similar
investigations and arrived at the same conclusions. So in
terms of auditing we do not know the answers to some
very serious questions about that.
We know from the PwC report that the member for
Tarneit had not even moved into the residence he
claimed for the purposes of his second residence
allowance. It was his intention to move to Queenscliff.
We do not know on the basis of those limited remarks
in the PwC report whether he ever actually lived there
or whether he only ever had an aspiration to live in
Queenscliff. So for two senior members of this
house — one the chief presiding officer and the second
his deputy — to have engaged in the most serious form
of rorting this state has ever seen highlights the
importance of the changes to the Audit Act 1994.
It is not just that. I note that the Electoral Act 2002 is
also part of schedule 1. We have, in the context of our
electoral laws, raised the claims by the member for
Melton and the member for Tarneit with the Victorian
Electoral Commission because we are concerned that
the records they submitted may not have been
consistent with where they actually lived. If it were the
case that either the rorting member for Melton or for
Tarneit was claiming a residence for the purposes of the
Electoral Act where he did not in fact live, then that
would carry serious consequences. So for us the
changes to the Audit Act and the Electoral Act in
relation to the former Presiding Officer and the former
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Deputy Speaker of this house raise questions of the
utmost seriousness for us. We certainly support those
changes to those two acts.
I also want to note, moving to schedule 2 of the bill,
that it refers to the Bail Act 1977, and we have been
calling for major changes to the Bail Act. In fact our
concern about this bill is that it does not go far enough
in terms of changes to the Bail Act. We are absolutely
committed to overhauling our bail laws. We have been
warning the government for the better part of two years
that our bail laws need to be changed because they
allow very violent defendants, many with very
disturbing histories of violence and sexual offending, to
come before the courts and be granted bail.
We know that last year, for example, a magistrate
granted bail to a man who had been on bail four times
and breached it, and he was given bail by that
magistrate for a fifth time. That person went out and
allegedly shot someone on that fifth occasion, and that
is just unacceptable. In light of the Bourke Street
tragedy we announced that we would overhaul bail
laws completely and introduce a presumption of
remand for violence offences. We would introduce a
one-strike-and-you-are-out policy where, if you breach
your bail, you do not get it in future. We would also
reverse the changes that the government recklessly
made to legalise the breaching of bail conditions by
people under 16.
So the changes to the Bail Act are very important. I
understand that the Attorney-General will be releasing
the Coghlan report next week with the government’s
response. We will be looking to see how extensively
the government is going to amend our bail laws. We are
also concerned about the time frame. At any one time
there are thousands of people out on bail, and at any
one time, of those thousands of people out on bail,
many of them will have very violent histories. There
will be question marks over whether they should have
been granted bail at any one time. Nobody really has a
read on this, and in the briefings I have had from public
sector officials — I will not identify who — there is no
way that the current system can monitor who is out on
bail and who are the most high-risk defendants out on
bail. So the changes to the Bail Act we are looking for
had better be extensive, and we will be trying to hold
the government to account on that.
The Victorian people are fed up with instance after
instance of a violent offender being given bail, only to
go out and breach it again. We have to understand that
what might have worked in the past with certain
presumptions and principles needs to be conditioned for
an environment where we have seen an explosion in the
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number of bail breaches and the kinds of severity of
offences in our community. Next week we will be
looking closely at the government’s response. We want
them to adopt what we have proposed ourselves, but we
doubt very much that will be the case.
I want to talk about a couple of other acts that are
mentioned in schedule 2. The Crime Statistics Act
2014: I did want to note that because the changes there
are very important. We have seen skyrocketing
increases in our crime stats; they are bigger increases
than the combination of recent years put together.
When you break down the crime stats, although there is
a general statewide increase of 10.2 per cent, according
to the most recent figures, you actually have to break
them down according to each category. When you
break them down into categories like armed robbery or
aggravated burglary, among other violence-type
offences, you see that the increases are actually a lot
greater than the average.
What brings the average down is the range of offences
which are non-violent but which are not the immediate
concern of Victorians at this point in time — for
example, the administration of justice offences are
serious but, given the concerns of the Victorian people
with offences like aggravated burglaries, violence
offences and the like, it is those former offences that are
bringing the average down. But it is a matter of great
concern that for serious violence offences the crime
stats are significantly higher than they are for the
average overall. So we support the changes to the
Crime Statistics Act which are referred to in this bill.
I only have one more to refer to. I want to talk about the
Sentencing Act 1991, which is also part of schedule 2 of
the bill. This is a matter of great concern for us because
in December 2014 the Court of Appeal brought down its
decision on Boulton, which opened the floodgates to the
use of community corrections orders for a range of very
serious offences both violent and sexual in nature. We
have been calling on the government for changes to the
Sentencing Act ever since then. Late last year the
government did amend the Sentencing Act to provide for
mandatory sentencing — actual mandatory
sentencing — in relation to a number of offences for
which community corrections orders had increasingly
been imposed instead of a custodial sentence.
It is interesting that in relation to mandatory sentencing,
Acting Speaker, the Leader of the Opposition and I a few
weeks ago announced a very strong policy on mandatory
sentencing for violent re-offenders, the most serious
effort to crack down on violent re-offending our state has
ever seen. It drew the predictable critics including, for
example, the International Commission of Jurists. It was
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just very interesting because they issued a statement in
response to our policy on mandatory sentencing for
violent re-offenders but were absolutely silent, if I am not
mistaken, on the mandatory sentencing changes that the
government made late last year in respect of community
corrections orders.
We said at the time of the government’s proposed
changes that we would not oppose them because we
believed it was important to attach a custodial outcome
to these violent offences — the Victorian public will
not wear non-custodial sentences for very serious
sexual and violent offences. Our problem with the
approach that the government took on those offences
was that it introduced a mandatory custodial sentence
without a minimum. So all that means is that you will
get outcomes that, in our view, are very light on in
terms of custodial sentences and which may mean that,
because a custodial sentence is attached to that
offending, the offender concerned will actually spend
less time overall serving the sentence than he or she
would have had the law been unchanged.
So you might get a six-month custodial sentence,
whereas that person might have served a two-year
community corrections order. The problem with that is
we wanted a custodial sentence attached to these but
not without a minimum. We are concerned that you
will end up with very minimum sentences, so in
relation to community corrections orders the
government’s response was, in our view, totally
inadequate and missed the point.
I want to turn to the issue of baseline sentencing, which
has been a running issue between the government and
us in the opposition. I have said previously in this house
that we strongly disagreed with the Court of Appeal’s
decision in Walters in 2015. The opposition in 2010
went to the Victorian election with a specific policy of
baseline sentencing and, for that specific policy, which
was released, the then Baillieu government had secured
an electoral mandate for that change. I do not think you
can argue otherwise; it was out there, it was explicit and
it was endorsed by the people.
The changes were enacted. The Court of Appeal clearly
did not like it, and I have touched upon that previously.
We believe, with all due respect to the court, that there
was no doctrinal basis for the court’s effective striking
down of baseline sentencing and that the body of
jurisprudence points to courts applying laws even if
they are difficult. What has happened since is that the
government has been considering, I understand, a very
hefty report from last year from the Sentencing
Advisory Council, which advised on baseline, I should
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add, which recommended reluctantly a standard
sentencing regime.
I just want to say something about the Sentencing
Advisory Council, which I hope it will take note of.
When you are a government agency, and I will put
partisan politics aside for a moment, and you are seized
of public resources — staffing and financial
resources — to undertake work on behalf of
governments and you are asked to report, you should
make recommendations that you are prepared to stand
by. I want to put on record that I was very disappointed
with the Sentencing Advisory Council’s report on the
baseline sentencing regime. It produced a very
voluminous report — several hundred pages long —
which made recommendations on a standard sentencing
regime and then dropped those recommendations like a
hot potato. In other words, it made recommendations it
is not prepared to stand by. Its effective position, and I
am paraphrasing, is that it recommends a standard
sentencing regime as a replacement to baseline, but
then says it will not work or it risks not working.
I said before that I would put politics to one side,
because if I were the Attorney-General and I received a
report from any agency doing that, I would send it back
and say to them, ‘If you are going to make
recommendations, make recommendations you are
prepared to stand by. If you are going to make
recommendations you are not prepared to stand by,
don’t dress them up as recommendations’.
The problem with the Sentencing Advisory Council’s
report is that, yes, it sort of half-heartedly recommends
standard sentencing, which is baseline but is a weaker
form of baseline. The Sentencing Advisory Council
tried to dress it up as something different, but it is not.
All that the standard sentencing regime does in two key
respects to differ from baseline is to basically do away
with the transition from the current sentencing practice
to what the baseline would have been. The council has
just plucked a figure — 40 per cent, the standard
sentence — and in addition it has weakened the
standard sentencing guideline for judges.
One is completely self-serving — the arbitrary selection
of 40 per cent. It reasons its way to 40 per cent, but all it
is doing is bypassing the process of transition and just
saying it is going to be 40 per cent. Secondly, by
weakening the standard sentence as a guideline, what
are you actually doing? The point about baseline was
that it did preserve judicial discretion. Courts were free
to impose sentences that were greater or less than the
baseline. There was no question about that. What the
Sentencing Advisory Council is arguing, and it appears
the government is going to adopt this argument, is that
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you have a standard sentence but you weaken it as a
guide. Well, it does not need to be. Courts were always
free to depart from the baseline. They were never
bound by it.
The government has still not released the finer details of
that, and we have not seen a bill that deals with what I
understand will be a new standard sentencing regime.
We will look at the details, but that bill is belated. They
could have had a bill before the house dealing with this
early to mid-last year. What it means is that for the last
two years we have effectively seen not just no change
but probably a weakening of sentencing outcomes for
the types of offences about which Victorians are most
concerned.
I just note the Sentencing Act 1991 there and call upon
the government to get real on sentencing reform.
Victorians want and deserve to see stronger sentences
for very serious crimes, and the government should get
its skates on and bring that bill before the house so that
we can look at it and make our own determination on
how we will consider it. On that note, I will leave my
remarks there because I know other speakers wish to
contribute to this debate.
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — I am pleased to rise
to contribute to the debate on the Statute Law Revision
Bill 2017. This bill is fairly unlikely to make any of the
government media releases or to hit the pages of social
media, but nevertheless the work that goes into statute
law revision bills and the work that this bill does are
important components of our legislative process.
Victorian legislation is drafted with the utmost care, and
I want to acknowledge the Office of the Chief
Parliamentary Counsel for all the work they do in
drafting our legislation and making sure that it is
published and available to the public.
This bill, as with all statute law revision bills, will help
to clarify and clean up legislation in Victoria and make
sure that our legislation remains clear, relevant and
accurate. Statute law revision bills are passed in most
years by Parliament to correct ambiguities and minor
errors in spelling, grammar and punctuation in order to
clarify the original intent of the acts they amend. They
also correct and reflect changes in the names of
government agencies and departments or successor
acts. They also remove spent or redundant acts or parts
of acts which no longer have any purpose in remaining
on the Victorian statute. As I said, statute law revision
bills, like the bill before us today, will help to make
sure that our legislation is clear and that our statute is
maintained in a regular and orderly manner, keeping it
relevant and accessible to the Victorian community.
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The bill before us has three main components, and they
are set out in three schedules. Schedule 1 contains
general amendments, schedule 2 contains
administrative arrangements and schedule 3 contains
the repeal of certain acts and parts of acts. Schedule 1
contains general amendments, such as corrections to
spelling. For example, paragraph 2.2 in schedule 1
changes the spelling of the word ‘license’, which uses
an ‘s’, to ‘licence’, which uses a ‘c’ in section 71(1) of
the Medicinal Cannabis Act 2016. We note that
spelling mistakes, particularly in the age of technology,
can be quite relevant, particularly if we are using
computerised search functions. If a word or phrase is
spelt incorrectly, the search functions may fail to find
that particular word or phrase.
The bill also makes changes to punctuation. We see, for
example, that paragraph 4.1 in schedule 1 removes a
semicolon from between the words ‘authority’ and
‘associated’ in section 16(3)(b) of the Audit Act 1994
and replaces it with a comma. We know that misuse of
punctuation can lead to confusion in certain
circumstances. There was the well-known case earlier
this year in the United States where a number of truck
drivers commenced a class action alleging that they
were owed overtime payments. The entire case turned
on the omission of what is known as the Oxford comma
or the list comma — that is, a comma that is used in a
list of things. For example, ‘Please bring me a cup of
tea, a biscuit, and chocolate’. In this sentence the
Oxford comma is placed after the word ‘biscuit’.
We know that the use of this comma, certainly in my
time, is stylistic and not everyone uses it; it is voluntary.
But in some circumstances, as we have seen with the
class action in the US, its omission can cause confusion
and might cost millions of dollars. In that class action,
three truck drivers on behalf of up to 75 truck drivers
sued a company for more than $10 million, which
equated to four years of overtime pay. As I said, the case
turned on the absence of the Oxford comma in the
relevant section of the state legislation. In fact in handing
down his decision in that case the judge commenced his
judgement with, ‘For want of a comma, we have this
case’. So punctuation is important, and this bill, as with
all statute law revision bills, will assist in minimising any
confusion in interpreting and reading legislation by
making those changes to punctuation as needed.
The second category of this bill covers changes to
outdated department and secretary names. Obviously it
is important to make sure that legislation correctly
reflects what is happening in our departments and in
our statutory bodies and agencies.
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The third and final category of actions under this bill
concerns spent legislation. Schedule 3 of this bill
contains a list of the spent or redundant acts proposed to
be removed from the statue books. The list includes
principal acts as well as spent amending acts or spent
sections or parts of amending acts that have achieved
their objective and have no purpose in remaining as
separate acts or parts of principal acts on the Victorian
statute books. Some examples of this, as seen today, are
appropriation acts that have achieved their purpose and
can now be repealed. Others include, for example, the
Coal Mines (Pensions) Act 1958, which is identified in
part 1 of schedule 3 of the explanatory memorandum.
This act provides pensions for retired mine workers
who have ceased working due to permanent incapacity.
There are no longer any persons receiving pensions
under the 1958 act. Therefore the powers under the act
are no longer required. Repealing spent and redundant
acts ensures that our statute books remain up to date,
but for those who are interested and concerned,
historical versions remain accessible to those who may
need them for work or study purposes.
The bill before us makes amendments to many acts and
repeals many spent acts. The changes are not of a
substantive nature; they are strictly confined to the
correction of spelling, punctuation and drafting and
grammatical errors and intended only to clarify the
original intent of the legislation. Where the Statute Law
Revision Bill repeals acts, it is appropriate that these
acts be repealed because they are obsolete and have no
further purpose.
Finally, this bill is actually the unsung hero of our
legislative process. It is the grunt work, the
maintenance work — work that is absolutely essential
to keeping our legislation clear, clean and tidy. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to make a
contribution on the Statute Law Revision Bill 2017.
This bill corrects a number of ambiguities, minor
omissions and errors in acts to ensure their meaning is
clear and they reflect the Parliament’s intention. There
are some really delightful bits. It is a shame you are in
the chair, Acting Speaker Pearson; I think you would
have a lot of fun with this one. I notice that in certain
places we are removing a second full stop. I also note
that we are taking an ‘a’ from one section of an act and
inserting it into another so that they are in balance. This
is good. The member for Essendon has now left the
chair, and I am sure he will have his usual fun with this
sort of bill. But to be serious, this is one of our annual
tidy-ups of various issues and does give us a whole lot
of scope to talk about a number of things.
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I notice that item 31 under schedule 1 in the
explanatory memorandum addresses the Pipelines Act
2005. It is only there to correct a grammatical error, but
it gives me the opportunity to talk about a pipeline issue
in Mildura, in particular the gas supply to Mildura,
which comes from Moomba via South Australia to
Mildura, and it is getting very expensive. The price of
gas up there is $22 a gigajoule, up from $16 at
Christmas and $12 one year ago. Melbourne’s gas
prices are half that. People in Melbourne might be
hurting from the gas prices, but people are hurting even
more in Mildura. If this goes on, it will affect
employment and our businesses in Mildura. So I put it
out there that for us in Mildura the pipeline that runs
from South Australia is very, very expensive to use at
the moment.

economic as possible. There was $220 million spent by
the previous Liberal-Nationals government in, finally,
partnership with the commonwealth to make that line
safe to use at 80 kilometres an hour. Following a
coroner’s report on an accident that happened some time
ago on that line, if a level crossing is not protected by
lights and boom gates, the train slows to 50 kilometres an
hour. If you are pulling 2000 tonnes of grain and you
have 138 crossings between Mildura and Maryborough,
I think you know what speed the train is going to go.
You are not going to accelerate a train, burn a whole lot
of diesel and make a whole lot of CO2 just to burn it off
by braking. We need these vital transport links, and that
is an infrastructure issue. Getting those level crossings
addressed over time is important to Mildura and
Mildura’s and Victoria’s economy.

We are changing the Port Management Act 1995, and
again I wait with bated breath to see how the 10 per
cent dividend from the sale of the port lease will be
spent on regional transport economic infrastructure.

I could go on — I see that the Water Act 1989 is at
item 39, but the member for Swan Hill has arrived and
he knows just a whisker more about water than me, so I
better be careful what I say. But again we are correcting
some spelling errors in the Water Act. However, when
we look at our Water Act and how we relate to the
commonwealth, there are some very serious issues
around water. To quote Mark Twain on water,
‘Whiskey is for drinking and water is for fighting over’,
and that pretty much sums up the Murray-Darling
Basin at the moment. Victoria needs to stand up for
Victoria, otherwise we will lose some of those fights
with some of our brother states that have very, very
strong ideas about what should happen elsewhere rather
than in their backyard — in the basin.

Moving on through the schedules you get to a couple of
areas that mean quite a deal to me. Item 9 under
schedule 1 addresses the Electrical Safety Act 1998.
The price of electricity at the moment is very much on
everybody’s mind. This is something that our economy
is dependent on — that is, low-cost energy. The
transformation that we are trying to go through that we
will go through has to be done in such a way that we do
not affect the jobs and cost of living for all of those who
depend on electricity, and people are very dependent on
the lights staying on these days. When I grew up I knew
exactly which drawer the candles and matches were in
because if the power went out in country Victoria, it
generally went out for a day. However, if goes out for a
few hours now, people get very, very angry, and they
get angry at the government of the day for not giving
them a secure and affordable supply of electricity.
This will go on and on and on in Victoria, and our
economy cannot stand an energy shock. We are a
high-quality, high-cost producer of everything, and if
those costs go up, then our ability to compete
internationally is damaged, and that affects country jobs
and regional jobs in particular, because that is where
our exports are coming from — country Victoria.
Item 18 is about the Infrastructure Victoria Act 2015 and
removing a duplicated full stop, but we need to do a bit
more in infrastructure than to just take a full stop away.
We really need to get focused on what is needed in
regional Victoria. The infrastructure that is needed in my
part of regional Victoria is a level crossing program to
make our freight train, which delivers our high-value
horticulture from Mildura to the port of Melbourne, as

They are some of the tidy-up items that are in this bill. I
know many others want to talk about it, but we do need
to keep our minds on what is really important for this
state. In my electorate what is important is energy as
well as transport links to our ports so that we get as
much money as we can for our high-value horticulture,
and of course we have water security.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I am delighted to
make a contribution on the Statute Law Revision Bill
2017. In preparing for this bill I was immediately
drawn to one of the bills that is being struck off the
books, which is the Commercial Bank of Australia
Limited (Merger) Act 1982. I was drawn to this
legislation when I realised that it was debated and
second read in the other place on 25 May 1982, and the
mover of the bill, the then Minister for Minerals and
Energy, was my very good friend David White, who is
a former member for Doutta Galla Province. In actual
fact the legislation received royal assent on 1 June 1982
and has the honour of being the very first piece of
legislation passed by the Cain government. It is
somewhat interesting I suppose when you see the
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Statute Law Revision Bill 2017 come before this place
striking off the very first piece of legislation that was
introduced by the Cain government. I think it would be
fair to say that often when there is a change in
government some of the early pieces of legislation that
are debated tend to be less controversial. I recall in
1999 one of the early bills we debated and passed in the
other place when I was working up there as a staffer
was the Crimes at Sea Bill 1998.
If you look at the Commercial Bank of Australia, at the
time it was the fifth largest bank in Australia. What was
interesting about the Commercial Bank of Australia
was it operated from 1866 to 1982, and when it was
founded two of the largest shareholders were Louis
Ah Mouy and Lowe Kong Meng, both of whom were
Chinese nationals who had immigrated to Australia. At
that stage, because it was pre-Federation, there was a
variety of currency in circulation, and the Commercial
Bank of Australia was effectively the Chinese bank in
Melbourne, so you had bank notes that were in
circulation at that time with Chinese characters. It just
goes to show in some respects how multicultural we
were at that point in time, long before the ravages of the
White Australia policy descended upon us in response
to the Great Depression of the 1890s, which plunged us
into economic decline for generations.
What happened though with the Commercial Bank of
Australia was that it had been built up over the course
of time and it was subject to an early merger proposal
by the Bank of New South Wales, which failed. Then
in the early 1980s the Bank of New South Wales tried
again, but the ANZ gazumped the Bank of New South
Wales, and that led to the Bank of New South Wales
upping its offer. Effectively what you then had happen
was that you had shareholders getting cash and scrip
worth about 18 times their earnings, which was pretty
good for those times, and the merged entity resulted.
It was decided that the bank needed to try to find a
name which was more relevant to that time. There was
a realisation back then that Victorians were not going to
take kindly to the Bank of New South Wales operating
out of Melbourne, so the notion was where do we live?
We live in the western hemisphere of the Pacific, so
Western-Pacific became Westpac — and that is where
the name Westpac came from. As a consequence of that
merger — and it seemed small, a little piece of
legislation that trundled its way through this place and
the other place — was the creation of Westpac, which
on the weekend had a market capitalisation of
$117.68 billion. It is one of the top four banks in
Australia and is probably in the top 20 in the world.
One of the reasons we avoided the great recession was
the strength of our banking system. I know it is often
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quite common for us to complain about the banks and
complain about their predatory behaviour or their
collusion or their gouging, but I think that if you look at
the robustness of the Australian financial system, it
comes back to pieces of legislation like this which
enabled that to occur.
In terms of Louis Ah Mouy, who died in 1918, and
Lowe Kong Meng, who died in 1888, both of them had
large families. Both of them had well over 10 children
each and those children were Australian and they
remained Australian. You just wonder what it must
have been like to have been part-Chinese, the son of a
very successful Chinese merchant, with a Chinese
surname and trying to live and work in Melbourne
when the White Australia policy was going full throttle.
You sometimes wonder what that must have been like
for the children of those two great men.
The other interesting thing I note with this bill is that it
abolishes the Coal Mines (Pensions) Bill 1958. This bill
was introduced in 1958. The weekly pension scheme
for a retired miner was increased from 5 pounds
10 shillings, to 5 pounds 17 shillings and sixpence.
When you try to convert historical currency into the net
value of today’s money, you have a number of different
measures. But if you just look for adjusted CPI, that is
about $175.44 per week. If you try to convert it in terms
of economic status, in terms of a proportion of gross
state product or gross domestic product, it is probably
around $564.80, so you are looking at a very modest
pension. But of course in those days I cannot imagine
the drawdown of a pension of that nature would have
been particularly long lasting. I think most coalminers
who retired in 1958 probably did not live much past
70 — I would have thought that would have been the
average age — so you are looking at the actual cost of
those pensions probably being relatively minor.
It is interesting to note though that defined benefit
schemes do tend to have long tails. I note that as a
consequence of the American Civil War there was a
defined benefit scheme put in place by the United
States government which was to pay a pension to
veterans of the Union Army and their spouses. That
pension closed in 1990. The American Civil War was
fought between 1861 and 1865 and the last beneficiary
received a final payout in 1990, so it gives you some
idea as to the tails of these pension schemes.
I note that in the upper house the lead speaker for the
opposition on the Coal Mines (Pensions) Bill was
Jackie O’Connell. Those of us who have seen the
photos of the caucus will see in the last caucus photo
that Jackie O’Connell was in that he was a little fellow.
He was a member for Melbourne Province from 1958
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to 1972. He retired and then died shortly thereafter.
Jackie was the last remnant of the Wren machine. He
came from Richmond, and they ran Richmond like a
personal fiefdom, and they behaved as such. They
behaved like that for years. Janet McCalman in her
book Struggletown I think alludes to aspects of this
behaviour. But it was not really until Alistair Nicholson
was appointed by Alan Hunt in the 1970s to clean up
the Richmond council that you then saw the last
remnants of that narrow-minded, bigoted, White
Australia policy of people like Jackie depart. When you
read Jackie’s speech on a bill like the Coal Mines
(Pensions) Bill, you recognise that you are looking at
someone who obviously does not speak for the Labor
Party now, and who probably did not really speak for
the Labor Party in 1972, I would suggest — poor old
Jackie — but nonetheless it is interesting.
I am delighted by the fact that the member for
Hawthorn has entered the chamber because he did
suggest I quote Marcus Tullius Cicero, and far be it
from me not to be seduced by these entreaties from the
member. I was drawn to this particular quote:
The long time to come when I shalt not exist has more effect
on me than this short present time, which nevertheless seems
endless.
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the Electoral Act 2002. I did some research on the
Electoral Act and found that in the definitions:
principal place of residence includes the place of living to
which a person, when temporarily living elsewhere, has a
fixed intention of returning for the purpose of continuing to
live at that place …

Section 22 of the Electoral Act says:
A person who is qualified to enrol as an elector for the
Assembly and Council under the Constitution Act 1975 and
has lived at an address in Victoria that is the person’s
principal place of residence for at least one month
immediately before the date of the person’s claim for
enrolment as an elector is entitled in respect of living at that
address to enrol on the register of electors.

That is very convoluted, but essentially what it says is
that to be enrolled at an address you actually have to
have that as your principal place of residence. For that
to be your principal place of residence you have to have
lived there for more than a month. Section 23(4) says:
If a person who is enrolled on the register of electors changes
the address of his or her principal place of residence, the
person must notify the Commission in writing of the person’s
new address within 21 days after becoming entitled to be
enrolled on the register of electors in respect of living at that
new address.

I think it is fair to say that when you speak on the
Statute Law Revision Bill it does seem endless, as
many I am sure have felt for the last 9 minutes as a
consequence of my contribution. Whether you are
talking about Chinese characters on banknotes, whether
you are talking about the development of a modern,
robust financial system that ensured that we could
escape the ravages of the global financial crisis,
whether you are talking about the White Australia
policy and the Wren machine or whether you are
talking about pensions and the long tails of a defined
benefit scheme, this bill has it all. Honestly, if a piece of
legislation could have a free set of steak knives, this
would be your bill. On that note I commend the bill to
the house.

And there is actually one penalty unit for not changing
your electoral enrolment. Essentially what the Electoral
Act 2002 says is that if you change your principal place
of residence, you have somewhere between 30 days and
51 days to change your enrolment. Otherwise you have
committed an offence under the act. Noting the
nomination of candidates for election, which is
section 69 of the Electoral Act, it states:

Mr WATT (Burwood) — When the member for
Essendon talked about this bill having it all, what he
forgot to talk about was that right through the bill we
have rorts. I specifically note that the member for
Hawthorn talked about the Audit Act 1994. I am not
going to talk on the Audit Act, but I just note that the
member for Hawthorn did talk about it and the effect of
it when we are talking about audits, members of
Parliament and our claiming of particular allowances.

(a) specifies the candidate’s name and address as it
appears on the register of electors …

I want to focus particularly on a number of acts, and
one of the acts I want to focus on is identified in item 8
of the explanatory memorandum to the bill, which is

(1) A person may only become a candidate for an election
by nomination in accordance with this section.
(2) If a candidate is endorsed by a registered political party,
there must be delivered to the Commission, after the
issue of the writ and before noon of the day before the
final nomination day, a nomination form in the
prescribed form that —

That was fairly lengthy and wordy for 3 minutes of
conversation around the Electoral Act 2002, but I
would make this very clear point: we have at least one
member of this house who did not enrol at his principal
place of residence. He was not enrolled at the place
where he lived. He certainly was therefore not eligible
to be on the role of electors and therefore is not eligible
to sit in this place.
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It is no wonder that on a day when the government
introduces a bill which specifically talks about the
Electoral Act 2002 that that member has failed to show
his face in this place. It is an absolute disgrace. The
hypocrisy of some members of this place, that a person
might actually come into this place and have a go at
somebody for rorting $1200 and yet $175 000 later that
particular member still, when he feels like it, turns up to
this place to cast his vote, generally in favour of the
government, and the government takes his vote! That is
a disgrace, and the fact that this particular member, the
member for Melton, continues to be a member of this
place is an indictment of the government itself.
Item 17 of the bill’s explanatory memorandum deals
with the Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption
Commission Act 2011. The corrupt use of public funds
is something that should not be excused, and I find it
interesting that we also have this item in the bill in
relation to integrity and accountability legislation. This
government has no integrity and there is no
accountability, particularly when it comes to the misuse
of public funds. We all know about the red shirts. We
all know about the government trying to stop the
Ombudsman from investigating, and we all know that
members of this particular government are rorters to
their core — —
Ms Britnell — And running a protection racket.
Mr WATT — And running a protection racket, as I
hear from the member for South-West Coast. Item 22
relates to the Major Crime (Investigative Powers)
Act 2004. I reckon stealing $175 000 of the public’s
money and refusing to pay it back might be a major
crime. I would say that taking electorate officers,
making them work in areas nowhere near the electorate
office where they are supposed to work and having,
now, ministers of the Crown sign declarations that
people actually work in their electorate offices when
they never saw them, never knew them and, for all they
knew, may have never existed, might be a major crime.
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funds and then tell their employer, ‘If you want the
money back, I might pay it back maybe over the next
18 months. I might give you some of it. I might not
give it all to you. Maybe I will give it to you in dribs
and drabs’ — quite frankly, if a person misappropriates
money from their employer, they should not be with
that employer anymore; they should be going to jail.
The misappropriation of funds, whether they are public
funds, private funds or the Parliament’s funds, is theft.
It is not appropriate, and not only that, but the
hypocrisy knows no bounds.
Then the government provides a protection racket.
Interestingly enough I note that item 2.4 in the
explanatory memorandum talks about the taxation acts.
I am intrigued by the taxation acts because with some
of the state taxation we talk about things like land tax.
One of the questions we have on this side is: where did
certain members proclaim their principal place of
residence was for the purposes of the taxation acts? If I
look at the Taxation Acts (Amendment) Act 1986,
where did the member for Melton say was his principal
place of residence for the purposes of land tax? Was it
the same principal place of residence that he
proclaimed when he enrolled, which we all know was
not his principal place of residence?
What we very clearly know is that because of that he
should not be on the role and he should not be a
member of this place because he is ineligible. At the
time of the election he should have been ineligible to be
a member of this house because he should not have
been on the electoral role. We all know he did not live
in the caravan where he proclaims to have lived in the
period between 30 and 51 days from the time that he
supposedly moved.
There are other acts too. The Energy Consumption
Levy (Amendment) Act 1988 is an interesting one. I do
not think the member for Melton had to worry about the
energy consumption levy at his proclaimed principal
place of residence because if he did not live there, he
did not have to worry about electricity.

I move on further to talk about the Unclaimed Money
Act 2008. This government does not have to worry
about the Unclaimed Money Act — and neither does
the member for Melton because he is not
‘unclaiming’ money; he is claiming money that does
not belong to him.

The Community Services Act 1987 is interesting
because I do see being a member of Parliament as a
community service and I treat the community with a bit
of respect, something that those on the other side
clearly do not do.

If we move along, there is more in this bill, and I find it
quite hilarious that the government should introduce a
bill like this. The Constitution (Duration of Parliament)
Act 1984 is interesting because it talks about things like
the Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation
Act 1968. The idea that a person could misappropriate

There is also the Deputy Ombudsman (Police
Complaints) Act 1988. It is interesting to talk about the
government’s attempt to stop the Ombudsman from
being able to investigate some of the rorts involving the
red shirts and some of the disgraceful behaviour that
got these people into government. The government tries
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to gag people like the Ombudsman, so I find it
interesting that we have that particular act included in
this legislation.
There is the Interpretation of Legislation (Amendment)
Act 1991. The way some members on the other side
interpret rules is interesting: rules are there to be
broken, and if you get caught, do not apologise and do
not pay back until you are forced to.
The last one that I want to talk about is the Limitation
of Actions (Amendment) Act 1993. It is very clear that
this government do not have a limitation on their
actions. They just choose not to take any actions. They
choose to do nothing about the rorts; they choose to do
nothing about the rorting member for Melton.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms HALFPENNY
(Thomastown).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

FAMILY VIOLENCE PROTECTION
AMENDMENT (INFORMATION SHARING)
BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 23 March; motion of
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General).
Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) — I rise to speak on
the Family Violence Protection Amendment
(Information Sharing) Bill 2017 that is before the
house, and at the outset I want to say that the opposition
are not opposing this bill. This is of course a very
serious and important law and order initiative before the
house, one in quite a raft of initiatives that we have seen
over successive governments in the last few years that
have certainly gained bipartisan support.
When we were in government I was really proud to
work in the family violence space with Mary
Wooldridge in another place and the member for Box
Hill, who was at that stage the Attorney-General. Of
course there was also the major inquiry into the
circumstances of our most vulnerable citizens here in
Victoria, and there was a lot of good work that was
done then and continues to be done by Georgie Crozier
in another place. So, as I say, the track record of our
government was certainly excellent on this, and I am
pleased that this government has continued on with
some of the good work.
I do want to say that on a day that the state budget was
handed down in Victoria I think there are some
concerns around the funding that was given out today
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that I am going to watch play out over some time. The
funding that has been put forward for family violence
matters seems to expand the bureaucracy. There are
differing views on the expansion of bureaucracy on
both sides of the house here, but if you expand
bureaucracy I think what we have to do is say we
absolutely expect outcomes. It has to translate into safer
communities.
A woman — I say ‘woman’ advisedly as obviously
women, men and children can all be victims of family
violence — fleeing a family violence situation needs to
know that she is going to be safe. Even more than that,
we need to put effort into prevention. But if it does
come to the stage when she makes the decision whether
to stay in that situation, perhaps with children, or
chooses to flee, we need to know, for example, that she
has stayed because it is the middle of the night and she
has nowhere else to go but she just knows if she stays
there is going to be a tragedy. If she then goes to the
local police station and it is not open, we have a
problem. So we have to make sure that the services are
accessible, that they are visible and that they are well
funded and well resourced, including our police.
I obviously have some misgivings about what is
happening in the state, as do all on my side of the
house, about police numbers and police resources. I
have four police stations that service my electorate —
not directly in, but servicing the electorate. I have
Croydon, I have Boronia, I have Knox, and there is a
whole raft of ancillary services around. Each one of
those stations, although they will not come out publicly
and say it — and I do not blame them, as obviously
there are repercussions for doing so — privately say
that they are down about 30 per cent on their frontline
resources, and frontline services are what I want to talk
about today.
Obviously we are talking about information sharing,
and one of the things that is really important is actually
gaining that information. You have got to have people
willing to come forward. Those who are in that
situation need to be able to come forward to seek those
services, knowing that they are going to be there. So, as
I say, increasing training, planning, strategy
development and agency coordination — all that sort of
thing — are incredibly important, but I actually want to
see key performance indicators around this. I want to
see that whatever money is being spent in the budget
today actually has tangible outcomes for the women —
predominantly women — who find themselves in those
circumstances. So you can strategise and do all the
training you like but, as I said, if you turn up at a police
station in the middle of the night with a couple of kids
and whatever is in your handbag but that police station
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is closed and that service is not there when you need it,
it is simply just not going to be any good to you. As I
said, if you need urgent support, you need it there and
then — on the now.
Back in March we supported the Family Violence
Protection Amendment Bill 2017, and I remember
talking at the time about what a terrible indictment
family violence is on our community. We heard in this
very chamber — I think it was last year — about
people coming forward, talking about their history,
talking about their stories and talking about how family
violence has affected their lives. We heard not from
victims but from survivors, and I would like to think
that there is a very real difference there. People have
been very brave; they have been brave enough to
combat their difficulties and then brave enough to come
forward and actually talk about them for the benefit of
others so that we know from their experience what it is
that we as lawmakers need to change so that people like
them are protected into the future or, even better, that
perpetrators are a part of the mind shift that is needed.
This is not just about having services there; it is about
how we change the attitudes in society.
There have certainly been campaigns, especially
through a lot of the sporting clubs. I noticed some of the
local governments are putting up banners. One of my
local governments is saying, ‘We say no to family
violence’. We all do. I do not know that we need
banners for that. But we certainly do need to know that
when people are brave enough to come forward, we are
getting them to do so with some benefit longer term,
and that is to make sure that we learn from their
experiences.
Looking at the current statistics: there were more than
78 000 family violence incidents in the 2015–16 year
just here in Victoria alone that were reported to Victoria
Police. That is an increase since 2012 of over 45 per
cent. Anybody would find that alarming. I guess we can
look at that and say that there is a lot more of that going
on. Is that to do with more substance abuse — more ice
or more alcohol consumption? Is it the fact that women
are more comfortable coming forward and reporting? Is
it that those around them — their family, their work
colleagues — are more comfortable coming forward
and saying, ‘We need to get you help’ or perhaps even
making that phone call on their behalf, whereas 10, 15
or 20 years ago it was a private matter that was often
swept under the carpet?
Yes, the statistics are up, but we have got to make sure
that if we have those sorts of statistics, we are also
providing those services — not just the planning and
not just the training, but actual, tangible services for
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those women who do come forward. One in four
Australian women will experience intimate partner
violence in their lifetime. That is a shocking statistic.
One woman is killed in Australia by a partner or
ex-partner almost every week. That is unacceptable.
Children are present in one out of every three family
violence cases reported to the police. That does not
include those that do not get reported to the police.
How many more children are susceptible and seeing
this sort of thing? Aboriginal women are 35 times more
likely to be hospitalised by a family violence incident
than any other woman in our society. Again, that is
unacceptable.
We know that the costs to the Australian economy are
huge. Obviously there is the physical cost — what is
happening to the person — but the financial and
monetary costs to our society are huge. In 2009 it was
estimated that family violence costs our society
$13.6 billion. That jumped in 2015 right up to
$21.7 billion.
The bill before the house follows the report of the
Royal Commission into Family Violence and the policy
document Ending Family Violence: Victoria’s Plan for
Change. It is an important step forward in responding
to a nationwide problem facing many women, and as I
said, we cannot forget the men and children in these
circumstances. It not only requires political change and
parliamentary legal change, but also a mind shift — a
cultural change — within society. A lot of people on
both sides of the chamber have given their commitment
to help to create that mind shift. We have been public
about it, and certainly changing social perceptions is
something I personally pledge to do as long as I have
the privilege of representing the people of Bayswater
and the good people of Victoria in this house.
Let us look at the bill. It amends the Family Violence
Protection Act 2008. It establishes a scheme for sharing
between prescribed entities information that is relevant
to assessing and managing the risk of family violence, it
develops a new family violence risk assessment and
risk management framework and it implements
recommendations 1, 2, 5, 6 and 7 of the Royal
Commission into Family Violence.
If we look at some of the clauses, we can see that
clause 7 inserts new part 5A, containing the operative
provisions of the bill — so making sure that it can all
go through very smoothly — and things like the key
definitions, the circumstances in which information can
be shared, which entities can do that sharing and then
once that sharing has occurred, how that information
can be used. It provides that information can be shared
by either a risk assessment entity or a protection entity
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for either a family violence assessment purpose or a
family violence protection purpose — that is great
because it actually goes into bat for both — and that
can be without the consent of the perpetrator. If it is to
lessen or prevent a serious threat, it can also be without
the consent of the victim. Again, I think this is a very
important initiative, and we will see how it plays out
over time.
The bill defines confidential information as health
information, personal information and various types of
sensitive information, including unique identifiers and
other identifiers. Again, we will see whether or not this
works properly. I hope it does, for the sake of
everybody.
Clause 8 creates two new offences for unauthorised use
or disclosure of confidential information, but it also has
a protection in there when it comes to information
being shared in good faith. There are some checks and
balances there.
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As I said, we are not opposing this bill. I do wish it a
speedy passage through both houses for the sake of
those who will benefit from its actions.
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — What a wonderful day
to rise and speak on the Family Violence Protection
Amendment (Information Sharing) Bill 2017. How
terrific it is to have the Minister for the Prevention of
Family Violence here in the house for this debate. This
is what ABC News online reported at 4.26 p.m. today:
Life changing. Extraordinary. A budget with heart.
That is the reaction to the Victorian budget’s headline figure
of $1.9 billion to implement the 227 recommendations of last
year’s Royal Commission into Family Violence.

I quote from Fiona McCormack, the CEO of peak body
Domestic Violence Victoria:
To be honest I think today is a day for Victoria to be proud.
God knows we’ve had enough days to be ashamed of …
It’s kind of like pinch yourself, is it true? I’m gobsmacked.

Clause 16 establishes a family violence risk assessment
and risk management framework. I talked about that.
Clause 19 for me is an important one. It removes the
requirement that a serious threat to life, health, safety or
welfare must be imminent. The word ‘imminent’ was in
there to determine when information could be lawfully
shared, so the bill gives a lot more scope to those
dealing in this space.
Clause 25 amends the Freedom of Information Act
1982 to create a new basis for making a document
exempt if there is a risk of family violence. As I said,
these are all initiatives that have come about because of
the family violence royal commission. It is something
that has had multipartisan support across both
chambers, and I believe there are some good initiatives
here that continue the good work we did while we were
in government. I want to commend my colleagues who
have worked diligently in this space. I know that every
person in this house hopes that this bill will do
everything it says it will do and that it goes through
very smoothly.
I do, however, want to reiterate my point on today’s
budget and the money that has been allocated to family
violence and the way in which it has been allocated and
say that there has been an expansion of the
bureaucracy — the extra training; this, that and
whatever — but the front line is where we need the
money. Policing is where we need the money. Services
are where we need the money. The initiatives in this
bill, although great, need to be backed up with dollars
in the right areas.

Family violence is an area that’s been neglected for ages. It’s
a slog.
You see women speaking out, families who’ve lost loved
ones — a lot of the time it’s soul destroying when that’s not
necessarily met with the kind of response that’s required.

As I said, it really is an extraordinary privilege to speak
today on this very important bill. The bill itself will
amend the Family Violence Protection Act 2008 to
create a family violence-specific information-sharing
regime, including enabling the central information point
to facilitate information sharing; require alignment by
key entities with the family violence risk assessment
and the risk management framework to the family
violence information-sharing regime; authorise the
sharing of information about perpetrators, victims and
third parties by organisations to be prescribed in
regulations relevant to assessing and managing risk of
family violence to victims; authorise information
sharing on a voluntary basis and an obligatory basis
upon request from another prescribed organisation;
provide offences for unauthorised sharing of
information and protections for practitioners who share
in good faith; authorise information about perpetrators
to be shared without consent; permit information about
adult victims when assessing or managing a risk to the
adult victim to be shared with consent unless there is a
serious threat; and authorise information about any
person to be shared without consent when assessing or
managing a risk to a child victim. This includes a child
or child’s guardian who could also be a victim. The bill
also provides for the central information point to be a
conduit for timely information sharing.
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The family violence risk assessment and risk
management framework regime empowers the
responsible minister to approve a framework and to
delegate this power to the relevant departmental
secretary; requires organisations prescribed by the
responsible minister to align their policies, practices,
procedures and tools with the framework; requires
Victorian public service bodies and public entities to
include alignment with the framework as a condition in
any future contract or agreement with the funded
agency to provide services that are relevant to family
violence; requires relevant portfolio ministers to report
annually to the responsible minister, who will be
required to table an annual whole-of-government report
in Parliament on prescribed matters relating to the
framework; and requires the responsible minister to
review the new part in the framework itself within five
years of commencement and to subsequently review the
framework at five-year intervals to ensure its currency
as best practice. The bill will also amend the Privacy
and Data Protection Act 2014 and Health Records Act
2001 to remove the requirement that a serious threat
must be imminent before relevant thresholds apply.
This will apply generally and not just in the context of
family violence.
I am really pleased to be able to report and let the
member for Bayswater know that this bill before the
house is indeed fully funded; its implementation is fully
funded in today’s budget. As has been noted, the budget
today provides an unprecedented $1.91 billion to enable
us to deliver on each and every one of the
227 recommendations of the family violence royal
commission, and that of course includes $101.2 million
to deliver this central information point and therefore
acquit one of the key recommendations of the royal
commission, which had at its absolute heart — at its
core — the aim of protecting women and children in
this state from harm caused by those who are meant to
love and care for them.
It really is an amazing day, and I do note that the
Premier made a statement today, one that I think we on
this side of house are all extraordinarily proud of. The
Premier said today:
The same policies will only produce the same tragedies.

The Premier went on to say:
That’s why I promised to change it all.
Three years ago I announced our plan for Australia’s first
royal commission into Australia’s number one law and order
issue …

It was then and it still is. Our number one law and order
issue is family violence. The Premier then says that the
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brief of the royal commission was ‘to examine our
failing system from the ground up and to recommend
the changes that will save innocent lives’. As we know,
there were 227 recommendations, and this government,
the Andrews Labor government, is delivering on every
single one of those recommendations. Not only that, we
have put the necessary investment behind them. This is
life-changing investment; this is life-saving investment.
The budget provides, as I said, $1.91 billion of
investment to keep women and children in this state
safe. This government is establishing 17 support and
safety hubs across the state — places where victims can
go to protect their family and start their recovery. We
are extending after-hours crisis support counselling and
therapy for tens of thousands of women and their
children, we are building more crisis housing, we are
overhauling the courts and justice system, and we are
recruiting hundreds of child protection officers who can
take action straightaway. We are helping police, courts,
corrections and social workers to share vital
information so that they can track perpetrators —
indeed that is what this bill is about today — and we are
investing to stop family violence before it starts.
Again, I acknowledge the minister at the table, and I am
sure that she is delighted. I thank her for all of her work
in that this budget includes $38.7 million for primary
prevention initiatives. We are reaching the whole
community through behavioural change campaigns,
testing new approaches in workplaces and building on
what we know works by continuing community
prevention partnerships. A further $12 million is being
invested to establish a new prevention agency to guide
the implementation of the Free from Violence strategy
and to monitor the state’s efforts to prevent family
violence. This Andrews Labor government will also
invest an extra $5.9 million to support the
implementation of Safe and Strong, Victoria’s first
gender equality strategy, which was launched by the
minister and the Premier in December last year.
Today is a day that generations to come will look back
on and say: ‘Here is a state that finally took a stand — a
government that took a stand against family violence’. I
know that here in Victoria we are on track to be the
world’s best in delivering the type of transformation
that is required in our society to ensure that women and
children can live in peace and safety.
I note the churlishness of the Leader of the Opposition
in his commentary to date on the budget. He has failed
to even mention our investment in family violence. He
has failed to say anything about family violence. In fact,
to show his ignorance, this is what he said:
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This budget does nothing to crack down on a crime wave that
is sweeping Victoria.

It’s a glaring hole. If the Leader of the Opposition knew
anything about what was going on in this state, he would
know that the crime wave sweeping Victoria is
happening in the homes of Victorians. It is happening to
the women and children of this state. We know that
family violence is still the leading cause of death and
disability for women and girls in this state between the
ages of 14 and 44. As I said, it is very disappointing that
the Leader of the Opposition has shown such complete
ignorance today, and is that any surprise? I note that the
member for Hawthorn has joined us in the chamber. This
is the member for Hawthorn whose own staffer is a little
bit worried about ‘chicks’ making the men feel
uncomfortable. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — It is a
pleasure this afternoon to rise and speak on the Family
Violence Protection Amendment (Information Sharing)
Bill 2017. As previous speakers have acknowledged,
this is indeed a historic day for the state of Victoria. As
the Treasurer himself said, this year’s budget is an
‘historic and life-changing investment to end family
violence’.
I just want to put on the record that I have spoken
numerous times about family violence in this house,
and I have been very up-front in relating to the chamber
that the City of Casey, where my electorate is, has one
of the highest rates of family violence in the state. We
are certainly not proud of that, but we are very
committed to making sure that those crimes do not to
continue to increase. I notice with concern that they
have continued to increase. In 2015–16 they went up
12 per cent. As the member for Macedon has already
said, family violence is the leading cause of crime in
our electorates. It is actually happening in the homes of
families. Not only is the wife being hurt but the
children are being damaged through witnessing and
experiencing the awful trauma of family violence.
So often women turn up at the electorate office or
contact my staff and me. One of the things they have
relayed to me — I was very pleased to see this
emphasised in the royal commission report — is that
they often go to one agency, they go to another
authority or they go down to the police station and then
they go to court and they find themselves telling the
same story over and over again. They find themselves
experiencing the fact that one agency does not know
what another agency is up to. They often find that
material that should have been put out there for
lawmaking and law-enforcing authorities is not being
made available.
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In this very traumatic experience of family violence that
the family is going through they are also inflicted with
sort of an intersectoral mess where nobody really
speaks to each other, and what is a very traumatic
experience becomes a very frustrating one as well. I
would not bet my house on this, but I know that the
system can be a lot better and it can be improved
greatly by the sharing of information. But I also know
that it would mean that less people would suffer in this
system, and I am not just talking about the numbers but
the type of suffering that females and their families
often experience. So I am very pleased to see the
objectives of this bill are to improve responses to
family violence by creating a very clear legislative
authority for prescribed entities to share information
and to better assess risk and manage safety for adults
and children experiencing family violence.
We need to do that as a matter of urgency because
young mothers, older women and children, and their
families, are suffering as we speak because we are not
sharing the information for some excuse that really is
not very apparent to those who are experiencing family
violence. They do not understand why this is
happening. So I am very pleased to see that with this
bill we will also achieve a consistency in family
violence risk assessment and risk management practices
by requiring prescribed entities to align their practices
with an approved framework. This is really a very
comprehensive approach to dealing with a very, as I
said, traumatic and frustrating issue.
I do want to take a few moments to reflect on where I
started this evening on what is indeed a historic day.
The Royal Commission into Family Violence final
report is a landmark document that came out of an
incredible investigation undertaken by the royal
commission and the commissioners. I was very proud
at the time that this government, the Andrews Labor
government, committed to implementing every one of
the 227 recommendations. In last year’s budget we
made a bit of a start on some of the urgent changes that
were required, with $572 million for more counsellors,
more prevention programs, more support for children
and, thankfully, more provision for emergency housing.
With this year’s budget we continue to build and we are
investing $1.9 billion in fulfilling our promise to deliver
on every one of the recommendations in the royal
commission report.
I am very, very pleased — because this is an issue I
have encountered many times when talking to many
distraught women — that we are extending after-hours
crisis support, we are providing extra counselling and
therapy for tens of thousands of women and their
children, and we are actually building more crisis
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housing. Rome was not built in a day, but I surely hope
that with this massive investment we will be able to
really get on with the work of providing a safe
environment for women to escape to with their families.
One of the things we know about family violence is that
it is an enormous cost to the economy, and it is a very
dislocating experience for families if they have to move
out of their local area — the kids have to move schools
and the house furniture has to be moved around. It is
personally very costly — and personally traumatic as
well. We know that if we can keep families close to
where their neighbours they know and like are, close to
their school environment and close to the services they
have already contacted and have some relationship
with, we are going to make sure that not only are we
preventing family violence from occurring but we are
hopefully making sure that those families have the best
possible chance to rebuild their lives.
As the Premier has said in his statements, we need to
keep victims safe, we need to keep perpetrators
accountable and we need to keep confronting the
problems that cause family violence. We certainly are
doing just that. I do want to go back to the point about
bipartisan support, and I hope we will see that. I notice
that there have already been some news reports on the
ABC, and I will quote again:
Ms McCormack said the budget measures would benefit
Victoria as a whole, given the effects of family violence
ripple through the community, costing the state $3.4 billion
annually.
It figures in more than 60 per cent of substantiated child
protection cases and is also a key driver of homelessness.
‘This is about creating a safer community. And I’ll tell you
what else it is, it’s cultural change,’ Ms McCormack said.

That is certainly what is happening here. When we are
investing so significantly, we are trying to change the
culture to make sure that every perpetrator is made
aware that every person is held accountable for their
behaviour and that those people who need help actually
get that help. As Ms McCormack goes on to say:
So often we’ve had governments that are apathetic but now, if
you’re a man who chooses to use violence, we are saying:
we’re building a system that holds you to account. That’s an
important cultural message.

I implore the opposition to get on board and support
this significant investment in making sure that cultural
change is actually achieved.
I want to finish with reference to a topical matter that
has been in the paper recently. I have raised in this
Parliament before the issues of sex slavery, forced
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marriages and genital mutilation, and I note that the
Herald Sun has also raised these issues recently. There
have been alarming figures. I know from personal
experience — people have told me — that out there in
the suburbs children are being removed or kidnapped or
taken against their wishes to be involved in forced
marriages, and I would just like to put on the record that
this has to stop. I hope that the law enforcement
agencies will keep a close eye on this. I know they are.
I know Victoria Police are going out of their way to
make sure that nobody — as should be the case — is
forced into marrying anybody they do not want to
marry. The Red Cross is also keeping an eye on the
situation when young girls are being taken out to the
airport and sent on their way. Red Cross is often there
to lend them assistance to get out of that predicament.
If we are saying no to violence in Victoria, then I would
say to every community member: irrespective of your
ethnicity or your faith or your background or your
gender, do say no to violence and let us put a stop to
sex slavery, forced marriages and genital mutilation. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — I am pleased to be
able to speak on the Family Violence Protection
Amendment (Information Sharing) Bill 2017. What I
would say at the outset is that this is a subject that
defies normal partisan considerations, in my view. We
can have all manner of debates about how you best
tackle violent crime in the community and what kind of
force deployment best keeps the community safe. We
can have legitimate issues around that. But I think most
sensible minds and most reasonable people will
concede that violence in the home and in domestic
settings has nothing to do with our political outlook.
The reason bipartisanship is important is that enjoying
an affluent lifestyle, with better educational institutions
behind you and commercial opportunities to develop
businesses or earn a fairly significant income, does not
really help if you are addicted to alcohol or drugs, or if
you are suffering from mental illness or depression.
There is not one person in this house, I would expect,
who would think that family violence is a subject fit for
politicking and trading partisan barbs across the
chamber.
Whilst there have at times been differences between the
government and opposition — we might differ at the
margins on how to do things from time to time — for
most reasonable minds, including those who have
served in this house previously, there is a genuine
desire to support measures that will primarily benefit
women and children, and also everyone by fostering a
culture of respect and a better understanding that the
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way to deal with our frustrations is not through
violence, or physical or verbal abuse.
For me bipartisanship is a call to act in a more dignified
way and to respect that each of us wants to see this
problem fixed as best as we can. We have been
supportive of what the government has been trying to
do. It was not our policy to hold a royal commission but
we understand and fully respect that the government
secured a mandate to do that and proceeded to do it,
and we have — as far as I know, and I am happy to be
contradicted — supported what the government has
tried to do. We have had some question marks about
whether some aspects of everything the government has
done might work, but that is not to cavil with the
principle of it. Fundamentally we have supported it.
Bipartisanship is really important, not for some instant
gratification that some of us from time to time might
seek in this house, but for the community. At the end of
the day we have to approach this on a range of fronts.
No one particular measure works, as we know. There
are legislative responses that contain sanctions for
criminal behaviour — physical violence or even
emotional and verbal abuse. We can introduce laws for
that and we introduced laws when we were in
government to deal with that. The government that
preceded the Baillieu and Napthine governments
introduced laws to deal with that. Since then this
government has introduced laws to deal with that.
They go some of the way but not all of the way because
the law in and of itself cannot fix every problem, as
much as we might like to think a simple bill can do so.
It is necessary but is not in and of itself sufficiently able
to do that. We need to address perpetrator behaviour.
What are the things that promote or encourage
people — predominantly men, not always, but
overwhelmingly men — to think that violence or a
muscular approach to the resolution of disputes is
something that is consistent with the kind of civil and
respectful society we want?
We have to change behaviour. I have said previously in
this house that there are a range of areas where violence
is an undertone in the way our community exists. Some
kinds of sports promote violence. It may not be explicit,
and often it is not explicit. It is an undertone of the
activity and the culture that surrounds it. To some
extent politics can have aggression about it — not
necessarily physical aggression, but it has aggression,
and those sensibilities and tendencies need to be
civilised as well.
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That ties into broader community change. This is
important to better promote the safety of children,
women and men in domestic settings.
This bill is one we are supportive of because, when you
think about it, it should not have taken so long for any
government to deal with the issue of family violence. I
do not make that as a comment about any one particular
government. On the proposition that government
agencies should be sharing information so that we can
better identify risks, take pre-emptive action to defuse
risks and remove people who are in susceptible
positions from the risk of violence, of course that
should be done. It is surprising, as I said, that it has
taken so long, because we know that in times past there
have been legitimate questions about whether tragic
incidents could have been avoided had agencies had the
means to communicate with each other so that those
risks could be communicated.
On that basis, who would want to oppose anything as
sensible as that? Certainly the previous coalition
government was keen on looking into that. To its credit,
I think, this government is looking at and promoting the
issue of information sharing. On that basis it needs to
proceed. Yes, there is obviously a need to maintain
safeguards for legitimate interests around privacy and
the misuse of information, and they should carry very
significant sanctions if sensitive and confidential
information is misused, but I do not think we are likely
to see that here.
Victoria is very different to other jurisdictions where
sensitive information is communicated between
agencies. Here those safeguards can be managed and
implemented in a way which addresses those lingering
concerns, legitimate though they are, about who can
have access to the information and in what
circumstances information can be shared.
We are happy to see this bill proceed, but I do end
where I started. Bipartisanship is really important, and I
think we all have to resist the temptation from time to
time to compromise the quality of the debate in this
area by attacks on one another and attacks on members’
motives. I would say in defence that the opposition
leader is on record in this chamber and outside
expressing a bipartisan approach to family violence. I
hope that the speaker two before me was not suggesting
that the opposition leader’s comments were directed to
family violence. He said, and I share those views, that
we are concerned about parts of our justice system and
not the family violence measures in this budget. We are
concerned about issues around broader sentencing —
bail and those types of issues. Any suggestion that what
the Leader of the Opposition was doing was somehow
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casting aspersions in relation to family violence, I think,
is uncalled for and unfair. We are here in a bipartisan
way and want to support measures that will keep
children, women and those men who are subject to the
risk of family violence safe, and we are happy to
support measures that do that. With that I conclude my
remarks.
Mr WATT (Burwood) — I rise to speak on the
Family Violence Protection Amendment (Information
Sharing) Bill 2017. I would like to make a few
comments on what some of the other speakers said as
well as make general comment on the bill. I will start
by making some general statements around violence.
My view on violence is that violence is not acceptable.
It does not matter whether you are a male or female, a
male victim or perpetrator or a female victim or
perpetrator, how old you are or whether the violence
happens in your lounge room or on King Street on a
Friday night. It does not matter what time of day it is or
what day it is; violence is violence, it should not be
accepted, and we as a state need to make sure that we
understand that no violence is acceptable regardless of
who or why.
I make that statement because I do want to make sure
that people understand my views on this. There are
some who might cast aspersions on certain members of
Parliament because of some of the things they say or
some of the perceptions that they create, but I do need
to make this very clear. I know that the Leader of the
Opposition shares my view that violence is violence
and it should not be accepted anywhere by anyone at
any time for any reason. It is not acceptable.
On family violence information sharing, one of the
other things I would like to say is that knowledge is
power. On sharing of information, if that information is
correct and that information will lead to good outcomes
for people, then there is no reason why that should not
be shared. But information sharing somewhat disturbs
me, as someone who has family members who have
been victims of violence and family members who have
been victims of domestic violence. I have had some
interesting conversations with family members over the
last year and a half, some that I had not planned on
having, given the musings in this house. I have had
conversations with sisters, nieces and nephews and
other family members around their experiences.
I have listened to the contributions of members in this
debate. I specifically listened to the member for
Hawthorn and I appreciate his comments around
victims. He said that most victims were either female or
children, and I acknowledge that. That is indisputable. I
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have talked in this place previously about the fact that
the Crime Statistics Agency, in the last set of statistics
that I garnered from them, actually shows that 50.81 per
cent of all domestic violence victims are females at the
hands of their male partner or former male partner —
50.81 per cent.
I raise that statistic in light of comments generally from
members of the government — but not only members
of the government, I must say — when I am in this
place listening to contributions. The number of females
who are victims outweigh the number of males, and the
number of females who are victims at the hands of their
male partners outweigh everybody, overwhelmingly, if
you look at each statistic, but that does not mean that
the 49.19 per cent do not exist. All I ask for when I
stand here and speak is that people recognise that fact.
I appreciate the member for Macedon coming into the
chamber. I did listen to her contribution. I must say that
the member for Macedon is one of those people whose
contributions I am talking about, inasmuch as there is
no acknowledgement from some members in this place
that not everybody fits the stereotype. But everybody in
my opinion deserves support, and everybody needs to
be treated equally based on their circumstances — not
on their gender, not on their age. Gender and age
should have no place when it comes to domestic
violence. Victims should have a place and perpetrators
should be held to account, and it does not matter who
you are, it does not matter where you come from and it
does not matter who it is that has committed that act of
violence against you.
People should be very careful when they use statistics,
because statistics can say whatever they want if they
pick the right statistics and find the right way of
speaking about them. I make this point because one of
the other statistics that I have indicates that if a victim
of violence is under the age of 15 and the perpetrator is
their parent, putting that proviso in place, 40 per cent of
the time it is their mother who is actually the
perpetrator. So when we are discussing child abuse of
males or females by a parent, and you are talking about
your mother or your father, if it is just your mother and
your father we are looking at and you are under 15,
then 40 per cent of the time it is going to be your
mum — 40 per cent of the time! That statistic is not
insignificant. So when I see members get up and
completely ignore these statistics it does them a
disservice and it does this house a disservice.
I have people contact my office crying because they do
not feel as though they have a voice — people who are
not from my electorate. I receive calls and I receive
emails and I receive messages, handwritten notes from
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people who do not feel as though they have a voice.
They do not feel as though they have a voice, and when
certain members or other people seem to misrepresent
all of the statistics and ignore people who do not meet
the image of a stereotypical victim, these victims hurt
even more. They hurt because they are not being heard.
They hurt because they are being ignored. They hurt
because they feel as though people in power do not
think that they exist.
I have spoken to many people, and not just over the last
18 months. I imagine people here would understand
that for the 18 months since November 2015 I have
been flooded with people who want to talk about
domestic violence, flooded with calls and flooded with
emails. It was not then that I came to this realisation. I
have talked about this issue and I have talked about the
need to recognise that not every victim is a stereotypical
victim but every victim does need support. I have
talked about this for a long time, not just for the last
18 months.
Information sharing is important because we need to
make sure that those people in power, those people who
are dealing at the coalface — police officers and others,
and members of Parliament — all understand that not
every victim is a stereotypical victim but each of those
victims does need to be supported.
I know that the minister understands this, knowing
some of what has been made public about her own
family circumstances. Not everybody is
stereotypical — I just ask members to remember that
when they make a contribution. Remember the fact that
there are some people who are victims who are being
ignored, and I do not want them to be ignored.
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) — I feel very proud to be
able to stand and speak on the Family Violence
Protection Amendment (Information Sharing) Bill
2017. I was going to respond to some of the member
for Burwood’s comments, but I do not think I will. I
will make a comment about his statement that
knowledge is power — I have spoken to many women
who are full of knowledge, but they still get their heads
bashed in, so I think in that context it is not appropriate.
I do want to start by congratulating all the ministers
involved on their work and the legacy that they will
leave in the Andrews Labor government, firstly for
their commitment to the royal commission and then for
their commitment to implementing the
recommendations of that royal commission. I also
acknowledge the Minister for the Prevention of Family
Violence, who is here in the chamber tonight, and her
tireless work. The minister has been to Geelong on

1059

many occasions and heard many stories from women in
Geelong and the services in Geelong. She has a great
understanding, and of course there is her own personal
experience of what family violence is all about and
what needs to change.
This government’s record investment in addressing
family violence is the largest ever — it is
unprecedented. We made a commitment to implement
the 227 recommendations from the royal commission,
and in today’s budget alone we have committed to see
more services for Aboriginal communities, more
services for culturally diverse communities and the
establishment of the family violence coordination
agency.
I think it is interesting how today we heard criticism of
increasing the bureaucracy or the public service, but by
the same token we are being criticised for not having
enough police resources to deal with the crime and the
family violence rates. You cannot not have additional
public servants to administer what is coming out of
these 227 recommendations — it just does not work
that way. I think it is critical that we do have those
resources and support for those 227 recommendations
that we are implementing to make them work.
We also have improved crisis accommodation in the
budget today. There are community safety hubs, one of
which will be in Geelong — and I know that my
community is over the moon that we are getting a
community hub in Geelong — and of course there is
family violence information sharing, which is what we
are here talking about today.
In Geelong we have many, many services that are
operating in the family violence area — our police
family violence unit, Bethany Community Support,
Minerva Community Services and the Barwon Centre
Against Sexual Assault — all of which are committed
to keeping women and children safe. They know, as we
as a government know, that the resources to support
women and children in family violence are critical. This
information sharing is all part of that, particularly when
it does protect women and children. During the royal
commission and in talking to my community, this was
and is one issue that was raised time and time again,
particularly by the police, who were very frustrated.
They knew there was information they could have
obtained but could not because of the current
legislation.
This legislation is life changing for many, many people.
In my electorate we have a very high incidence of
family violence, unfortunately, and the police and
family violence workers in my community welcome
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this bill and the commitment of this government to
make this issue a priority and see it through with the
funding and resources that are needed. It is not just
about words and fancy statements; it is actually by
implementing those 227 recommendations and seeing
them through that we will start really dealing with
family violence.
I hear so many stories about women and children and
their experiences of family violence. They are horrific
stories that we should not be hearing in our community.
I think the majority of members in this place hear very
similar stories, if not the same. I know that my
community welcomes this legislation, and it is
important it to them. But I think one of the other areas
is the cultural change that this brings. It is not just about
putting the dollars and resources in; it is also about
changing our community culture, which has to go hand
in hand with implementing these changes.
We know that cultural change takes time, and we have
seen different campaigns over the years that have
changed the way we think and act — the seatbelt
campaign, for example. When I was a little kid you did
not wear a seatbelt, but now when I get in the car with
my grandchildren they automatically put on their
seatbelts. It is just a natural thing to do. So cultural
change is really important. Having worked with young
people over the years — particularly young people in
crisis and young people who have experienced family
violence at quite horrific levels, I have to say — their
experience is that it is okay, that it is acceptable. It has
been quite disturbing listening to what some of those
young people have had to say. They virtually condone
that violence that they have experienced either
themselves or within their family home.
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follow-up procedures, are working very well, and this is
making those women feel that they do have a right to
lodge a complaint or to seek an order to protect their
children. As time goes on, I am fairly confident that we
will see a lot more of that starting to happen in our
communities.
So this is really important legislation. As we heard
before, it is life-changing legislation for many people
out there in our community, particularly women and
children who are experiencing family violence or who
have experienced family violence in the past. In my
community there are many, many women who have
come to see me and told me their stories — their past
stories; they are no longer in those situations — and
how those 227 recommendations would have made a
life-changing difference to them if they had been in
place at the time. They support what we are doing. This
is a great legacy that will be left by the Andrews Labor
government. We have really committed 100 per cent to
changing the lives of women and children in our
community. I know that my community of Geelong
stands behind this 100 per cent. I have not heard any
negatives about what we are doing; it has all been really
positive. People are feeling much more empowered,
and I know a lot of people are saying they are much
more educated now on what was happening in their
communities. I commend the bill to the house.

I think cultural change starts in the very early years, but
it needs to go right through to adulthood. I know that
many of our sporting clubs implement different
programs about respectful behaviours and ‘Say No to
Family Violence’ and those sorts of things, which are
really important. But I think the fact that the
227 recommendations are being implemented goes a
very long way to changing the culture within our
communities. I think it is already starting to resonate,
and more and more women and children are actually
starting to see that what they are experiencing is wrong
and that they can do something about it.

Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverley) — I rise to make a
contribution to the Family Violence Protection
Amendment (Information Sharing) Bill 2017. I do so
with a specific interest in ensuring that appropriate
police resources are available to victims of family
violence, and I do so with particular concern in relation
to the cuts that the Victorian Labor government has put
in place. If we go back to the recent Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee hearings, the Chief
Commissioner of Police confirmed in testimony that we
have had a cut in the number of officers during the
2015–16 financial year. On top of that we have had the
announcement by senior members of the Labor Party of
the plan to close four police stations in Monash, at Glen
Waverley, Mount Waverley, Oakleigh and Clayton. On
top of that there was the terminology used to describe
the plan to reopen, refurbish and restaff Murrumbeena
station as ludicrous. That was in the announcement by
senior members of the Labor Party in Monash in the
last two weeks.

Of course we have seen crime rates increase; there is no
doubt about that. But I think those crime rates have
increased because women are feeling more empowered
or feeling more supported to report family violence.
The police in Geelong, with the family violence unit
and their approach to family violence with their

Put that in place with the cuts that this government has
made to police resources, as confirmed by the Chief
Commissioner of Police at a recent Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee hearing, and I am gravely
concerned that the victims of family violence who rely
on a police response will not be able to get that. They
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are not my words; they were the chief commissioner’s
words and the words of senior members of the Labor
Party in advocating and outlining their plan to close
another four police stations in Monash and in
describing anybody seeking to reopen Murrumbeena
station as ludicrous. That is Labor’s plan. They are
entitled to that — it is a free country — but I have grave
concerns, along with my community, in relation to
having those police responses there. When you put that
into context in terms of the cuts to Neighbourhood
Watch, we certainly know that Neighbourhood Watch
has had significant issues because this government has
cut funding to it. We know that in a number of other
areas we have had cuts to public safety, and that is of
enormous concern.
This government just does not understand that we are in
a lawless state as a result of its policies. This is the
same government that tells us there are no carjackings,
the same government that tells us there is no problem
with crime, the same government that says Victorians
who are fearful for their safety have got it wrong. Well,
they are entitled to that view, but I think they are
wrong, and that is why we have a plan to ensure that
Victoria Police is appropriately resourced. We will not
do what this government has done and cut Victoria
Police resources. We will not do what Labor plans: to
shut four police stations in Monash, at Glen Waverley,
Mount Waverley, Clayton and Oakleigh.
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continue his remarks on the bill when it is next before
the house.

CRIMES LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(PUBLIC ORDER) BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General).
The SPEAKER — Order! The question is:
That this bill be now read a second time and a third time.

All of those in favour say aye.
Honourable members — Aye.
The SPEAKER — Order! To the contrary, no.
Mr Hibbins — No.
The SPEAKER — Order! I think the ayes have it.
Mr Hibbins — The noes have it.
The SPEAKER — Order! The noes have it? I think
the ayes have it. Is a division required?
Mr Hibbins — A division is required.

Ms Thomas — On a point of order, Speaker, so far
the member has not spoken about the bill at all. Could
you please bring him back to the bill?

The SPEAKER — Order! A division is required.
Ring the bells.

Mr GIDLEY — On the point of order, Speaker, I
would say to you that those who do not accept a
contribution on the importance of police resources to
family violence do not understand the issue of family
violence. I am passionate about protecting family
violence victims and police responses, and I will
continue in this chamber — relevant to the bill — to
stand up against the cuts of this government to
Victoria Police.

The SPEAKER — Order! I ask members to take
their allocated seats in the house. I ask the Clerk to
record the votes.

The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
Mr GIDLEY — Thank you, Speaker. This
government, as I said, the chief commissioner has put it
on the record — —
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. The honourable member will be able to

Bells rung.

The Clerk — The member for Shepparton.
Ms Sheed — One yes.
The Clerk — The Greens representative.
Mr Hibbins — One no.
The Clerk — The Nationals Whip.
Mr Crisp — Seven yes.
The Clerk — The Liberal Party Whip.
Mr Katos — Twenty-nine yes.
The Clerk — The Government Whip.
Ms Halfpenny — Forty-three yes.
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The SPEAKER — Order! As there is only one vote
for the noes, the division cannot continue. Would the
member like his dissent recorded in the Votes and
Proceedings?
Mr Hibbins — I would like my dissent recorded.
The SPEAKER — Order! That will be done.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

STATUTE LAW REVISION BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

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

Level Crossing Removal Authority
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — (12 532) I raise with the
Minister for Public Transport the issue of the
performance and competence of the Level Crossing
Removal Authority (LXRA), and I ask the minister to
take action to get the LXRA to lift their game. The latest
LXRA debacle was the closure of Blackburn railway
station last week due to flooding of the pedestrian
underpass. I appreciate the fact that the minister has
arranged for the LXRA to brief me on what happened,
but this is just the latest in a series of bungles showing
disregard for the community that has left residents,
commuters and local traders justifiably fuming.
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With the flooding itself there are many questions the
LXRA and the government need to answer. Why were
the temporary pumps inadequate to prevent the
flooding? Why was so little warning and advice
provided for commuters arriving at Blackburn station,
particularly given that the flooding started the day
before? Why did not at least some express trains stop at
Laburnum station to pick up passengers who went there
when they heard that Blackburn was closed? Is it true,
as has been claimed, that the water being pumped out of
the underpass was being pumped into a drainage pipe
that was leaking the water straight back into the
underpass? And what guarantees will the government
give that, when the works are finished, this will not
happen again in future?
The Blackburn Road project is yet another project that
was funded by the Liberals and is being bungled by
Labor. The government should have built a new, wider
pedestrian underpass as part of this project. Given how
many magnificent trees and shrubs along South Parade
have been cut down for the sake of installing huge
drainage pipes and drainage pits, the least the
community is entitled to expect is that there will be no
more flooding of the underpass. Unfortunately these are
not the only issues with the Blackburn Road project.
Local traders and residents have repeatedly complained
to me of multiple workers standing around idly at
taxpayers expense watching as just one or two workers
actually do work, and they have complained about how
trucks involved with the project repeatedly ignore
parking restrictions and occupy the limited number of
parking spaces supposedly reserved for traders.
This is on top of issues I have previously raised, such as
promises made to residents by the community
engagement arm of the project alliance not being
delivered on by the contractors, works continuing all
night after residents were told night works had been
completed, tree felling safety issues and noise, children
being exposed to foul language by workers, the forcible
removal of large and valuable trees from residents’
properties, lack of adequate environmental site controls,
breach of traffic management standards, lack of quality
control on project works, no or minimal help from the
LXRA to clean project dust on residents’ premises,
broken promises about raising fence heights, lack of
CCTV cameras along the new shared-use path and no
commitment to proper revegetation to at least partially
offset the terrible and often avoidable destruction that
has occurred.
All of these problems with the LXRA have occurred
with just one relatively straightforward project. When
you add in the multiple problems being caused by sky
rail, it is clear these are not isolated instances but part of
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systemic problems within the LXRA and the
government’s oversight of it, and the minister needs to
act urgently to fix these problems.

Broadmeadows electorate
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — (12 533) My
adjournment request is to the Minister for Industry and
Employment. The action I seek is that he come to
Broadmeadows and discuss plans and strategies for
future economic development. This is particularly in
the context of today’s budget, where there was a further
$10 million provided to the Local Industry Fund for
Transition (LIFT), and this is on top of the amount
already allocated of $33 million. This is of particular
significance to my community, which has gone through
deindustrialisation, particularly with the closure of
Ford’s manufacturing. We have had great success in
working collaboratively to deliver new jobs for the
Ford workers to make sure that they have a future. This
funding provides another opportunity, with more
investment from the Andrews Labor government, and I
want to thank the Premier, the Treasurer and the
minister for their ongoing commitment.
I also ask the minister to report back on developments
in getting some of the unspent $1.324 billion that the
Australian government still has in its automotive
transformation scheme. How much of that can be
reinvested in Melbourne’s north, where it is needed
most? The reason I say that is that under the
convergence of two coalition governments, state and
federal, unemployment was equal to the rate in Greece
and youth unemployment was more than 40 per cent.
This is still an ongoing issue, but I want to see how we
can reach out to the new minister for industry federally,
Arthur Sinodinos — the fourth in as many years. I
uncovered the amount from Senate estimates, and I
know that the Minister for Industry and Employment
has also pursued this at a ministerial level, so it would
be great to find out if we could actually get a
coordinated strategy.
We need to put this proposition beyond partisanship,
because it is really critical in such a vulnerable area,
and work in a collaborative way, which we have on
some other projects with money that went into LIFT in
a previous collaboration. So here is an opportunity. I
think it would be extremely timely, and I want to again
acknowledge the Andrews government for their
commitment to this community.
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Health, and the action that I seek is additional
investment, particularly in light of today’s budget, in
mental health services in my electorate. I have huge
gaps in mental health service provision in Benalla and
indeed in communities right across my electorate. In
March last year I asked the minister to conduct an
urgent review of mental health services in Benalla to
ensure that they were meeting community needs. I find
it so disheartening that today’s budget actually provided
more money to the rorting member for Melton than it
did to mental health service provision across the Euroa
electorate. That is despite my repeated calls to the
government for funding.
At the end of June this year funding for Ivan Lister, a
community services worker in my electorate, will
expire. Ivan is incredibly effective because he is just
like the people that he aims to help. He is a knockabout
bloke — I have spoken about him here in Parliament
before — and he has saved many lives, particularly
through the decade-long drought that we had. The
people who know him know the extraordinary
difference he has made, particularly across Strathbogie
and Euroa. He was previously funded by the state
government. Funding from the state expired. The feds
picked it up. That expired. He is now being funded two
days a week by Benalla Rural City Council, but that
funding is also due to expire.
I think it is incumbent on this government to ensure that
Ivan’s extraordinary work continue for the benefit of
my community. I hear from young people, from parents
and from concerned community members all the time
about their inability to access services. Young people,
even at crisis point, are trying to make appointments
with specialists and psychologists only to be told that it
will be a 12-week wait in Benalla. The Centre for You,
a private practice in Euroa, currently has a 12-month
waiting list to get in to see a psychologist. There are
simply not the services that are required. Parents of
children who are being severely bullied do not know
where to turn.
In Benalla, as is the case with most towns in my
electorate, there is nowhere that people can walk into to
talk to someone if they need to. In Benalla there are no
GPs who actually advertise bulk-billing. I am sorry, but
the website that this government has funded simply does
not cut it in my electorate, and I urge the minister to
provide some real funding rather than some pretty words.

Yuroke electorate schools
Euroa electorate mental health services
Ms RYAN (Euroa) — (12 534) The adjournment
matter that I raise tonight is for the Minister for Mental

Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) — (12 535) My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Education,
and the action I seek is for the minister to inform
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Yuroke residents about the benefits of the Andrews
Labor government’s investment in school infrastructure
in this year’s state budget. My constituents have been
delighted with the delivery of the new Newbury
Primary School, which opened this year. I am sure they
will also be pleased that this year’s budget delivers
funding to commence building the new Aitken Hill
primary school and to acquire land for both Craigieburn
south secondary school and Greenvale north-west
primary school.

Ararat is very well situated for both passenger and
freight, and this freight and logistics hub idea, and the
report behind it, is something that would be key to
putting all of this together and really situating Ararat as
the place for all of this to go on. But to do that we need
this report released, so I call on the minister to find out
what has happened to it and to get that made public as
soon as possible.

Our local schools are terrific, but as our community
grows we need to be ready and to plan for new schools
in growth areas. This investment is another step in
ensuring local infrastructure keeps up with our growing
community. I look forward to hearing from the minister
about how the Yuroke community will continue to
benefit from our education state agenda.

Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — (12 537) My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Emergency Services. The action I seek is for the
minister to come and visit the volunteers at the Chelsea
State Emergency Service (SES) unit and discuss with
them the fantastic announcement that they will receive
$2.8 million in this 2017–18 state budget to rebuild
their premises in Aspendale. This is a fantastic fully
volunteer emergency services provider. The volunteers
have attended a number of call-outs over many years in
my electorate during times of flood and times of
accident and emergency. The Andrews Labor
government is building on its record of supporting our
volunteer emergency services organisations with the
building of the Edithvale Country Fire Authority station
and of course the Edithvale Life Saving Club. That
shows our commitment to supporting our volunteers in
the services they provide to our community and the
dedication that they show.

Ararat freight and logistics feasibility study
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — (12 536) My adjournment
matter is for the Minister for Regional Development in
the other place. The action I seek is that she release the
WSP Parsons Brinckerhoff feasibility study on
developing a freight and logistics hub in Ararat that was
announced on 12 August 2016. This is a project that the
community of Ararat, and particularly Ararat Rural
City Council, has been very keen on for some time. The
report was commissioned and money was allocated to it
back in August last year, but nothing has come out at
all; there has not been anything since then. It is clearly
time for this report to be made public.
If the consultants end up saying that the project does
not stack up, then the community would very much like
the opportunity to know what assumptions were used in
the report and to make sure that they were fair. Of
course, if the report is positive, then the government
needs to say how it will make progress on achieving a
potentially job-creating facility. Ararat is very well
suited to being both a freight and logistics hub and the
regional passenger rail hub. It is also a key point in the
Murray Basin rail project, a project that was initially
funded by the previous Liberal government and also
has federal funding. Ararat of course has lines to both
the Portland and Geelong ports.
I do note that in the budget today there was the
implementation of one of my key election
commitments — at last — and that is to create an early
passenger service from Ararat to Ballarat. That is
something that I have continued to advocate for, most
notably bringing the shadow minister, the member for
Croydon, to Ripon to further argue the case.

State Emergency Service Chelsea unit

The Chelsea SES’s time has well and truly come. Just
recently half their premises succumbed to fire. In the
last month they have lost a couple of appliances and
half the station, which was a significant blow to this
community and this volunteer organisation. I am so
pleased that now they have something to hope for. They
have a vision for the future — and a bright future at
that, with the rebuilding of the new premises. I cannot
wait to get on with it. So in conclusion I ask that the
Minister for Emergency Services join me at the Chelsea
SES to talk about their future building priorities.

South Yarra railway station
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — (12 538) My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Public
Transport, and the action I seek is that the minister go
to South Yarra railway station in the morning peak and
witness the congestion firsthand. The minister will be
able to see the crowded single entrance on Toorak
Road; the congested footpath, with bikes chained to the
railing; the dangerous pedestrian crossing at Yarra
Street; the chaos on Toorak Road, with trams so
crowded commuters cannot board and people spilling
onto the road; and of course the overcrowded peak-hour
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trains. The minister will be able to go to Yarra Lane to
see the land set aside for a northern entrance and
platform overpass. While she is there I am happy to
furnish her with documents that I obtained through FOI
that expose the complete lack of investment in one of
Melbourne’s busiest stations for well over a decade,
including a plan considered but abandoned by the
previous government to expand the front foyer area.
This government has followed on from previous
Liberal and Labor governments by failing to fund and
upgrade the South Yarra station in this year’s budget
whilst allowing significant development right next door
at Forrest Hill and even intervening in planning
applications to allow for greater development.
Incredibly there is an item in this year’s budget for
improving Melbourne’s busiest stations, listing Flinders
Street, Southern Cross and Richmond stations — but
not South Yarra.
This station is bursting at the seams with an increased
population and an increased number of commuters, but
it has zero funding. I urge the minister to visit South
Yarra station during the morning peak and bring the
Premier with her to witness this firsthand, and to speak
to commuters about the issues and problems they face
at South Yarra station every day.

Macedon electorate emergency services
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — (12 539) The
adjournment matter I wish to raise is for the Minister
for Emergency Services, and the action I seek is that the
minister visit my electorate to see for himself the
tremendous impact that the government’s investments
in our local Country Fire Authority (CFA) brigades and
State Emergency Service (SES) units are having in
Macedon and to outline how today’s budget will benefit
CFA and SES volunteers in my electorate.
Only recently I visited the Romsey brigade to
congratulate them on receiving $15 882 to upgrade
their station and pay for training. I also visited the
Lancefield CFA, which received $2300 for a mobile
signal booster, while the Woodend CFA received
$6818 for shelving and lockers. The Gisborne SES unit
received $12 974 for lighting and equipment upgrades,
and the Woodend SES received $24 300 for bitumen
works at their station. On the weekend I had the
pleasure of opening the new and upgraded Bolinda and
Monegeetta station, which is valued at $329 222 in
total, which will enable the brigade to better serve its
community.
It was fantastic to have the minister visit the
Malmsbury brigade recently to thank them for all their
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work in keeping us safe during a difficult time at the
youth justice centre and for the minister to hear directly
from the brigade about their need for a new tanker.
What a pleasure it was then, only a few weeks later, to
have the Premier visit the Malmsbury CFA to announce
a new $375 000 tanker and that breathing apparatus is
on its way. The Malmsbury brigade provides a huge
amount of support to the staff at the youth justice
centre, and this new tanker will ensure they can
continue to do that as well as look after their
community in an emergency.
Thank you very much to all of my CFA and SES
volunteers for all of their work. I look forward to
welcoming the minister to Macedon to meet local
volunteers and to outline how today’s budget will
benefit them and our communities.

Tyrendarra power infrastructure
Ms BRITNELL (South-West Coast) — (12 540)
My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change, and the action I seek
is a commitment to upgrade power supply
infrastructure in the western part of my electorate.
I note the budget today has allocated $88.8 million to
modernise the state’s energy supply network. However,
there is a lack of detail, and it still remains unclear if
delivering three-phase power is part of this
modernisation. For many years dairy farmers and other
businesses in the Tyrendarra area have been calling for
an upgrade of infrastructure so they can have access to
three-phase power. At the moment they are dealing
with antiquated infrastructure that is unreliable and
delivers unsuitable voltage for the many large
businesses in the area.
During the break I visited Bruce Knowles, who has been
campaigning through the United Dairyfarmers of
Victoria for many years. Bruce milks 1300 cows and
employs 10 staff. Bruce’s farm is supplied with energy
by a single-wire earth return line, and he is at the end of
the line. Using his terms, he cannot get enough juice to
run his dairy. He has since invested in two large
generators to ensure he has reliable and adequate supply,
which is essential when milking that many cows.
Down the road from Bruce’s farm is Ricky Holmes’s
engineering firm. He too does not have enough energy
to run his business efficiently. He cannot use two of his
main engineering machines at the same time, and when
the dairy goes on down the road both his and the dairy’s
energy supply is compromised. Ricky is hoping to
expand his workshop and employ many people, but he
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is held back by an antiquated energy supply system.
This would never be the expectation in the city.
I have also been contacted by fine wool producers in
the area who have trouble using their wool presses
when other farms turn on their machinery. It is yet
another example of successful businesses being
hampered by poor infrastructure. There are farms and
businesses right now across the western part of the
region in the same boat. They are ready and willing to
expand, pumping more money into the regional
economy and creating jobs, but unsuitable energy
supply means it is not viable.
My constituents want clarity around this
announcement. We have learned this government
considers western Victoria to be Footscray. But my
constituents are being held back because of basic
infrastructure. This is an industry that generates
$11 billion annually, and with increased demand from
Asia and the Middle East for Australian dairy, meat and
wool, this economic activity can grow even further. But
for this potential to be realised we need to support our
farmers and give them basic infrastructure to do their
jobs efficiently and effectively.
Three-phase power is only about 20 kilometres down the
road, and the estimated cost of delivering it to the
Tyrendarra area is about $4 million — small fry when
you consider there is almost $10 billion from the lease of
the port of Melbourne, a price achieved in part because
of the strong market demand for dairy products, which
are the biggest export from the port of Melbourne, a third
of which is produced in south-west Victoria.
I call on the minister to read the reports that have
already been done and are continually being added to
that say there is a problem. It needs to be fixed so
businesses in my electorate are given every chance to
grow and prosper.

Yan Yean electorate roads
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — (12 541) My
adjournment matter is to the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety, and the action I seek is that planning for
more northern arterial roads be undertaken by the North
East Link Authority.
I am pleased to see in today’s budget unveiled by the
Treasurer — and I will be careful not to anticipate
debate — that we are spending a record amount on
infrastructure, over $10 billion in fact. But we are
hampered by the failings of coalition governments past
and present — the past, between 2010 and 2014,
because the Baillieu-Napthine governments slashed
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infrastructure spending statewide and made it zero in
the north. They also gutted the VicRoads budget and
staff, so little or no forward planning was done. When
funds do become available — and they have, like the
proceeds from the port lease — there are not enough
planned and costed projects waiting on the shelf, ready
to be dusted off and built.
The current evil empire in Canberra is not much better.
The so-called infrastructure Prime Minister means
infrastructure anywhere but here, anywhere but in
Victoria, because Canberra continues to starve Victoria
of infrastructure dollars, despite the massive growth in
our state.
Consequently as a can-do, infrastructure-building
government we know that extra resources and grunt are
needed to scope, plan and cost projects, especially in
the north, to make them shovel ready and market ready.
That grunt is already deployed in planning the
north-east link, and it is going at a rate of knots —
$100 million allocated to do that important work, to fix
that missing link. There is $96.7 million for Yan Yean
Road in addition to the $134 million underway with
stage 1, $140 million for the duplication of Plenty
Road, and funding for the O’Herns Road and Hume
Freeway interchange.
I would really like to see additional work done for the
remainder of Yan Yean Road’s duplication and other
roads that intersect with those roads that we have
funded and those that are underway because I think we
can make a huge difference to congestion in the north
in addition to that Mernda rail extension and the
Hurstbridge rail line upgrade. I urge the minister to act.

Responses
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — A number of
members have raised a number of issues with different
ministers, and I will pass those issues on.
The SPEAKER — Order! The house is now
adjourned.
House adjourned 7.30 p.m. until Tuesday, 9 May.
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Tuesday, 9 May 2017
The SPEAKER (Hon. Colin Brooks) took the chair
at 12.04 p.m. and read the prayer.

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

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining
agreement
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. Premier, what was the role
and the cost of Simon Crean’s involvement with your
government and secret cabinet subcommittee in
seeking to resolve the Country Fire Authority (CFA)
dispute — a dispute you told Victorians that you had
fixed almost 12 months ago?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I do want to thank the
Leader of the Opposition for his question. Is it any
wonder that after the week he has had there are no
questions about the budget? This is where you get up to
take a point of order. Apparently there is not one dollar
for safety in the whole budget. How does $5 billion
sound for you?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for
Tourism and Major Events!
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, the question was about Simon Crean and his
involvement in this Premier’s secret cabinet
subcommittee, which he clearly knows very little
about.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier to come
back to answering the question.
Mr ANDREWS — Certainly, and I am indebted to
you for your guidance, Speaker, and I am indebted to
the Leader of the Opposition. It is always great to be
lectured about things you might not know anything
about. Of all the people in this place to be lecturing
anyone about commenting on things you know nothing
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about, the Leader of the Opposition is in no fear of ever
being described as an expert. Mr Crean, an outstanding
Victorian, someone who on his worst days made a
bigger contribution than this one here — —
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier has had a minute. It is a straightforward
question: what was the role and what was the cost of
Simon Crean’s involvement? I ask you to bring him
back to answering that question.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier to answer
the question.
Mr ANDREWS — Mr Crean, in his capacity as a
former minister in the commonwealth government — a
very senior minister, I might add — has provided
advice to the government in a number of different
areas, including the Latrobe Valley worker transfer
scheme, the first of its kind in Australia, saving power
industry jobs. In relation to fire services, we are grateful
for the contribution of Mr Crean, and the terms of that
engagement will be reported in the usual way.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — In a recent
meeting with members of your secret Country Fire
Authority cabinet task force, Premier, Simon Crean
advised your government that you should ‘stop trying
to give the union everything they want and stop trying
to usurp the role of the CFA management’. At that
stage Mr Crean left the meeting and ceased any further
involvement with your government on this matter.
Premier, why have you not taken Simon Crean’s
advice?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Members will come to
order.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — Well, better than the
advice being given to this one, asking questions like
that. What a week you have had! The Leader of the
Opposition is now making things up — what he does
best — shooting his mouth off and making things up:
‘no money for safety in the budget, no money at all; no
money for safety in the budget’. And no questions on
the budget either, it would seem.
Mr Walsh — On a point of order, Speaker, on the
issue of relevance, the Premier was asked a very clear
question about why he did not take Simon Crean’s
advice to stop interfering in CFA matters. I would ask
you to bring him back to answering that question, please.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier has
concluded his answer.

Ministers statements: family violence
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I am delighted to rise
to update the house on the unprecedented investment of
some $1.91 billion by our government to implement
every single one of the 227 recommendations put
forward by Australia’s first and only royal commission
into the greatest law and order challenge of our time,
and that is family violence. It was a royal commission
bagged by those opposite when it was announced but
one that we implemented and have been faithful to.
It is $1.91 billion, and why not? You have got one
woman a week being murdered by a current or former
partner; you have got 47 per cent of violent crime
attributable to family violence; you have got 40 per
cent of police time attributable to family violence; and
you have got in every sense a national emergency and a
national shame. So Victoria is doing what we do best:
all of us as a state leading and showing the nation how
to get things done.
There is the best part of $2 billion so that 17 support
and safety hubs can be put in place, with the first five of
those rolling out in north-east Melbourne, Bayside,
inner Gippsland, the Mallee and Barwon from later this
year; specialist family violence courts in Ballarat,
Heidelberg, Shepparton, Moorabbin and Frankston;
and hundreds of homes for victims and survivors and
their kids, more child protection workers, and funding
to prevent family violence in the first place. Is it any
wonder that Fiona McCormack — that outstanding
Victorian and CEO of Domestic Violence Victoria —
said, and I quote:
Today is a day to be proud.

It is a day to be proud, but despite that investment,
despite that leadership position, there was one
commentator out there ill-informed — clearly had not
read the budget before he shot his ill-informed, ignorant
mouth off — who said, ‘There’s no money in the
budget’. Well, we have put the lie to that nonsense.

Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining
agreement
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. Under your and Peter
Marshall’s plan to split the Country Fire Authority
(CFA), can you guarantee that the future of each and
every CFA volunteer — all 60 000 of them — will be
protected and that they will continue to have a place at
the fire station where they currently proudly serve?
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Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I am delighted to
have an opportunity to confirm for the Leader of the
Opposition, for the rest of the frontbench and for
anyone else who is interested that this government will
continue to support volunteers and career firefighters,
and that sits in stark contrast. How is that support
delivered? Well, it is more equipment, not cutbacks —
more equipment.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — You don’t like to know about
the history of your cutbacks for the fire service?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier will resume
his seat.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, I asked a
very straightforward question about whether volunteers
will be able to serve at the stations where they currently
proudly serve. It is a straightforward question to the
Premier about our volunteers. I ask you to bring him
back to answer it.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier to answer
the question.
Mr ANDREWS — I was asked about support for
volunteers, and I will be very clear. We will continue to
provide additional funding, additional equipment, more
resources. We will not be cutting the budget of the
CFA. We will not be going off to the tennis while the
state burns. We will not be denying that there is a link
between some cancers and some firefighting. We will
not be doing any of that. Nor will we be taking lectures
from people who denied that some firefighters suffer
from cancer because of their brave service. We will not
be taking lectures from people who cut the budget.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, you have
allowed the Premier some time to come back to
answering the question in accordance with your
previous ruling. He has not yet done so. I ask you to
bring him back to answering the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! The substantive question
asked the Premier if he could guarantee that volunteers
would be protected and have a place in the stations they
currently serve. I rule that the Premier is being relevant
to the question.
Mr ANDREWS — Speaker, be in no doubt that the
government will continue to support each and every
volunteer as they make their contribution to keeping
their community safe. The way we will do that is not by
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cutting their budget, not by failing to invest in
equipment, not by heading off to the tennis while the
state burns and, most assuredly, not by listening to this
lot opposite.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — Premier, it
is nearly 12 months since you said, ‘This dispute has
come to an end, and I ended it’, which was clearly a lie.
Will you deny that your fix is now to forcibly remove
CFA volunteers from 34 fire stations across Victoria,
including Pakenham, Ballarat, Warrnambool, South
Warrandyte and Ocean Grove?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — Again, I cannot tell
you how indebted I am to be lectured by those opposite
about support for volunteers, and I am indebted to the
member for Mordialloc for reminding me about
Fiskville. You know, lift up the carpet and put it under
the carpet — no action. No action on Fiskville, no
action on presumptive rights, no action on budgets, no
action on equipment. We will not be lectured to by
those who had their chance.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I am struggling to hear
the Premier’s answer over all of the shouting. I will
commence to remove members from the chamber if
they persist in shouting.
Mr ANDREWS — I will not be lectured to by
those who had their chance and, instead of supporting
the CFA, abandoned them with cutbacks, closures and
abject failure. The government will continue to support
our firefighters, both career and volunteer, and those
opposite can ask as many of the fanciful questions as
they want, but our determined support for CFA
volunteers and career firefighters will not be shaken.
Questions and statements interrupted.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
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Ministers statements: police resources
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — I want to
update the house today on the progress we are making
with the upgrade, refurbishment and rebuilding of
police stations across the state in a $190 million
investment. Of course that comes as part of the overall
package: the biggest ever single investment in Victoria
Police’s history of $2 billion in last year’s budget,
building on the $1 billion over the previous two
budgets as well — $3 billion; the biggest number of
police we have ever recruited; and the biggest number
of police stations we have upgraded.
Unfortunately last week we heard some claims being
made that there was nothing in this budget to crack
down on the crime wave in Victoria. We have got
$2 billion in the community safety statement for
Victoria Police. We have got almost $2 billion in
family violence. The only people who do not think
family violence is the leading law and order issue in
this state are those opposite, apparently — $2 billion in
family violence just wiped over. Rightly, on 4 May the
Herald Sun commented, and I quote:
It’s not the first time in recent weeks Guy has been a bit off
his game — perhaps he’s suffering midterm opposition blues.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Essendon is warned.
Ms NEVILLE — As we get on with upgrading
43 — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Members will come to
order.
Ms NEVILLE — We all know who the opposition
leader likes to stand next to — and his view on women.
We know his views on women; he stands next to them.
Honourable members interjecting.

The SPEAKER — Order! Before calling the
Minister for Police on a ministers statement, I
acknowledge the former member for Coburg and
Brunswick, Carlo Carli, in the gallery.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Questions and statements resumed.

The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hawthorn is warned.
Ms NEVILLE — As those opposite go around
promising to reopen stations that they closed, we are
getting on with rebuilding 43 police stations in this
state, compared to their 14.
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Country Fire Authority volunteers
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — My question is to
the Premier. Premier, do you stand by your
government’s commitment, repeated in this chamber
multiple times by your emergency services ministers,
not to change the Country Fire Authority (CFA)
boundaries: yes or no?
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Mr ANDREWS — We will continue to support the
CFA in every way possible. Those opposite will need
to wait to see the detail of the work that we are doing,
considering ways in which we can continue to support
the CFA. I am not here to make announcements about
any changes today, other than to say we will continue
to support the CFA, career and volunteer — —
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — Again I am delighted
to have yet another question not about the budget. I tell
you what: you know it is a pretty good budget when
they will not even ask you about it. How would you
be — to be the member for Malvern when you cannot
even get a question up in the week after the budget?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Before the Leader of
The Nationals raises his point of order can I take this
opportunity to warn the member for Macedon and the
member for Ripon.
Mr Walsh — On a point of order, Speaker, on the
issue of relevance, the Premier may have absolutely no
respect for the CFA volunteers and the communities
they serve, but it was a very clear question about the
previous commitment not to change CFA boundaries,
and I ask you to ask the Premier to come back and
answer that question.
The SPEAKER — Order! I note the Premier is not
even a minute into his answer, but I do ask the Premier
to answer the question.
Mr ANDREWS — Thanks very much, Speaker. I
am not going to be getting into playing silly games with
those opposite. What we will do, though, is
provide — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — Silly games with those
opposite — who have no credibility at all when it
comes to supporting the CFA, either career or
volunteer. All they did was cut their funding and deny
the respect and support that they are entitled to.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is ignoring your ruling that he should answer
the question and is proceeding to debate it. I ask you to
again instruct him to come back to answering the
question.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier will come
back to answering the question.

Mr ANDREWS — Is it any wonder they are
interjecting, because they know nothing about
supporting firefighters. These silly games from those
opposite simply mark them out as the hypocrites we
know them to be.
Ms Thomas interjected.
Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Macedon
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Macedon will leave the chamber for a period of
30 minutes.
Honourable member for Macedon withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Questions and statements resumed.

Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining
agreement
Supplementary question
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — My question is to
the Premier. Last week CFA chairman Greg Smith
said, ‘I don’t know what anybody has in mind when it
comes to splitting up the CFA’. Premier, why have you
not had the decency to tell your own hand-picked CFA
chair, board and CEO about massive structural changes
coming to the CFA, despite the United Firefighters
Union being continually briefed for months by your
government?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I reject the assertions
in the Leader of The Nationals’ question. The real issue
would be — I wondered — did you call them in to
brief them when you cut their budget?
Mr R. Smith interjected.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Warrandyte is warned.
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SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Ripon

Mr ANDREWS — Did you call them in to
apologise that while they were out on the fireground,
you were at the tennis?
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is again debating the question. I ask you to
bring him back to answering it.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier, to continue
with his answer.
Mr ANDREWS — The CFA, all of its members —
career and volunteer — the board, all the staff and the
communities they serve can be absolutely confident
that we will continue to give them the resources they
need and the respect they are owed. We will not use
them as a political football or a political fundraising
tool, which this lot over here did — they could not help
themselves and cut their budget and then used them to
raise money for their own political purposes. No
integrity, none whatsoever.

Ministers statements: infrastructure projects
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — In the absence of any
other inquiries, I rise to update the house on the
Victorian Budget 2017–18 and the massive, massive
contribution that it makes to Victoria’s infrastructure.
The 2017–18 budget lifts infrastructure investment to
$10.1 billion. Compare that to the long-run average
infrastructure investment before we came to
government of $4.9 billion.
We have more than doubled our annual infrastructure
investment. In this budget we have added to the
pipeline by funding such important works as the
Mordialloc bypass, a massive upgrade to the Northern
Hospital and $685 million for school capital right
across Victoria. This adds to our historic investments in
Melbourne Metro, the West Gate tunnel and the level
crossing removal program.
Our record investment will create 50 000 Victorian jobs.
But imagine what we could do if we had a little bit of
help lifting the weight. We would get $6.6 billion more
from the commonwealth were they motivated to give
Victorians their per capita share of infrastructure
funding.
Questions and statements interrupted.

The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Ripon
will leave the chamber for half an hour.
Honourable member for Ripon withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Ministers statements: infrastructure projects
Questions and statements resumed.
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — Today we get a paltry
8.5 per cent in the federal budget arrangements. So at
the very least what we want out of the commonwealth
is $1.46 billion, our just deserts from our asset
recycling funding that will allow the regional rail
revival program to go ahead and deliver to regional
Victorians the rail system that they have been crying
out for and deserve, and have been sold out far too
often by those opposite. So despite the intransigence
and the insipid behaviour of the previous Liberal
government, the Andrews Labor government is
continuing to deliver for all Victorians.

Land titles registry
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — My question is to the
Treasurer. Treasurer, this is regarding the privatisation
of the land titles registry. Will the Treasurer rule out
fattening up the land titles registry for sale by
increasing fees before any sale or long-term lease?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — Can I confirm that the
government has identified that we will start the process
of inquiring into how the land titles office will be
leased out and, in so doing, we have already
highlighted that we intend to look at what safeguards
necessarily need to be put in place for this vital piece of
infrastructure to the state.
We have already seen out of New South Wales the
issues that concern the public. Those issues concern the
integrity of land titles data, and the state will assure that
through this process. We will also seek to make sure
that those using the land titles system do so as
efficiently and, might I say, as cost efficiently as
possible. So in the context of the state’s intentions, it is
not our intention to disproportionately increase the
charges for land titles.
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What that means is that we will not fatten the asset. Our
intention would be to ensure that Victorians continue to
have a premium service that is protected by a system of
safeguards this will ensure that land title data is
available to Victorians. They can have certainty and
security in the system that is provided, and they can
also have confidence that it will be run cost efficiently.
Supplementary question
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — On a supplementary
question to the Treasurer, can the Treasurer advise what
the current profit margins of the land titles registry are?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — Can I be very clear
with the member that what we are seeking to do is to
put some commercial rigour in the way that the land
titles office operates, so that means a greater level of
transparency around how it functions and funds its
undertakings. It is not a business, and it has not been
run as a business since its inception. It is not a business.
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58 times that funding, and we are getting on with the
work.
The budget delivered more VLocity carriages, taking
them to 87 in total, all made in Victoria. Also, this
ongoing investment is why today so many of us were at
Southern Cross station with the Premier to announce
another 142 extra services for regional Victoria, taking
it to over 570 services that we have added — and we
want to do so much more. That is what our
$1.45 billion regional rail revival is all about.
Tonight is the night for the federal government to reveal
if it will work with us on this project or continue to
short-change Victoria. We know their own federal
Liberal members of Parliament want this to happen. In
addition to the petition that is being run by the member
for Corangamite with the member for Wannon, the
federal member for Wannon told the Terang Express last
week in regard to our $1.45 billion regional rail revival:
I think it’s a wonderful announcement.

Mr M. O’Brien — You don’t know the answer.
Mr PALLAS — The answer is there is no answer,
but it is good to see the member for Malvern, who
supports the land title sale. I am more than happy to
make sure that the member is provided with a brief on
these matters, but I can assure him there is no operating
position of the land titles office. It is not run as a
business at the moment, and a greater level of
commercial rigour will help all Victorians.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer’s time has
expired.

Ministers statements: regional rail services
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — It
gives me great pleasure to update the house on this
government’s ongoing record investment in regional
rail. It truly is a regional rail revival. I was delighted to
join the Independent member for Shepparton last
Wednesday, and her community —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hawthorn has already been warned.
Ms ALLAN — to talk about the $43.5 million being
delivered for infrastructure, stabling and services on the
Shepparton line. Contrast that to others, like the Liberal
member for Northern Victoria Region, who continued
her low aspirations for her community and was calling
for $750 000 for a business case. We delivered

It is, and it is time for Malcolm Turnbull to turn his
eyes south of the Murray and give us the money we are
entitled to.
Why is this important? I will leave the final observation
to the mayor of Ararat, Paul Hooper, who told the
Stawell Times-News:
We see our city as the gateway to western Victoria and the
state government’s announcement to increase rail services to
Ararat will help open up western Victoria to population and
economic growth.

Member for Melton
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. Premier, it was good enough
that the member for Tarneit paid back every cent rorted
from the taxpayer. Premier, why are you blocking the
Parliament from forcing the member for Melton to do
exactly the same?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — Another question and
no mention of the budget.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — Oh, it’s about money! It’s not
on the budget, mate. There was a budget last week.
You might have missed it; you clearly have not read it.
The terms of the arrangements that the member for
Melton has entered into with the Parliament — I have
no knowledge of those other than — —
Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr ANDREWS — If those opposite are proposing
that all payment arrangements between the Parliament
and its members should be the subject of briefings to
me, that is a very interesting position.
I have no knowledge of the details of those
arrangements, other than that the member for Melton
has confirmed he will repay the money, and that is the
right thing to do.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — Premier,
given that you launched through the media the member
for Melton’s supposed repaying of rorted parliamentary
moneys, of the $98 000 you asked him to repay of the
$174 000 rorted, $16 000 of that is to come as a balloon
payment at the end of this term, when the member for
Melton has said he will be resigning. What legal
arrangements have you entered into with the member
for Melton to guarantee that he will follow through
with this $16 000 balloon payment and not leave the
taxpayers with yet another bill?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — Clearly, apart from
not reading the budget last week, the Leader of the
Opposition did not listen to my answer to his
substantive question. The terms, the nature and the
details of an arrangement that is between the
Department of Parliamentary Services and the member
for Melton are not known to me, nor should they be. So
the assertions, which is another way of saying all the
content in your question that you have just made up —
this from no less an authoritative source as the one who
said last week’s budget had nothing for safety, so we
will not be taking much of what you say any
more — —
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The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Burwood is warned.
Mr ANDREWS — Those opposite are unhappy
with that apparently. The money should be paid back,
and it is going to be.

Ministers statements: education funding
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — I rise to
inform the house of the impact of the Turnbull
government’s funding cuts on Victorian schools.
Honourable members interjecting.
Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Hawthorn
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hawthorn will leave the chamber for a period of half an
hour.
Honourable member for Hawthorn withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Ministers statements: education funding
Questions and statements resumed.
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — They
are not interested in cuts to Victorian schools. On the
very same day that the Andrews government confirmed
in its budget that it will meet its obligations to the
Gonski agreement in the 2018 school year, the Turnbull
government announced a new school funding proposal
that leaves a massive shortfall.

Mr Walsh — On a point of order, Speaker, on the
issue of relevance. The question was very clear about
what arrangements have been put in place to guarantee
that the member for Melton makes the $16 000 balloon
payment at the end of this term. The Premier actually
announced that at a press conference, so for him to say
he has no knowledge of it is just blatantly wrong. I ask
you to bring him back to answering the question.

The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Burwood has been warned.

The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier to continue
his answer.

Mr MERLINO — They are not interested in their
own schools. A massive shortfall — —

Mr ANDREWS — I have said — and they may not
like it, but it happens to be accurate — that the terms of
the arrangement that the member for Melton has
entered into are not known to me, other than that I say I
fully support him paying back the money.
Mr Watt interjected.

Mr Watt interjected.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Members will come to
order.
Mr MERLINO — Perhaps they will listen when I
speak about their own schools in their own electorates.
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It is $630 million. The advice from the Department of
Education and Training is that in the Leader of the
Opposition’s electorate, Doncaster Secondary College
will lose over $900 000; in the member for Box Hill’s
electorate, Box Hill High School will lose over
$800 000; and in the seat of Ripon, and the member is
not here, Maryborough Education Centre, over
$1 million. Grovedale College in South Barwon
electorate will lose over $700 000 and Pakenham
Secondary College in the seat of Bass will lose over
$600 000. They are yelling and shouting, they are not
advocating for their own schools in their own
electorates. We are delivering on our obligations under
the Gonski agreement to the dollar —
Mr T. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Kew is
warned.
Mr MERLINO — in 2015, 2016, 2017 and 2018.
Those opposite should speak to their colleagues in
Canberra. Disgraceful!
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, could
we call the Minister for Industry and Employment back
into the chamber? He might want to hear this. Speaker,
I refer you to question 12 183, a question on notice that
I asked the Minister for Industry and Employment. On
7 March he replied with a completely inadequate
answer. My view was agreed with by you in a letter to
me on 22 March, where you say, and I quote:
I have reviewed the answer and agree that the answer
provided by the minister to be inadequate.

It is now a month and a half since that advice came
through. Not only has it not been reinstated on the
Hansard website but it is also still outstanding months
later. I also refer you to Rulings from the Chair,
page 171 of the June 2015 edition, with regard to the
30-day time limit that questions must be answered in,
and I quote:
The minister will be given an opportunity to explain the late
response in the house immediately …

The minister has scurried from the chamber as soon as
he knew that this was going to be raised. Given that he
has scurried from the chamber and is hiding from his
ministerial responsibilities, Rulings from the Chair also
says that if the minister is not in the chamber at the
time, then at the next available opportunity they must
come in and explain the late response in the house. The
time that this minister has taken to given an adequate
answer, even after your direction to him, has been too
long. I request that you uphold that ruling by the rorting
former Speaker, the member for Tarneit.
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The SPEAKER — Order! I have just sought
advice from the clerks. We will make contact with the
minister, seek an urgent response from the minister
and otherwise apply the standing orders that you have
set out.
Mr R. Smith — On a further point of order,
Speaker, Rulings from the Chair states that the minister
will be given the opportunity to explain the late
response in the house. Are you going to give him that
opportunity as per the rulings and as per the precedent
set by the former Speaker?
The SPEAKER — Order! That was my ruling.
Mr R. Smith — Will he come in and give an
explanation?
The SPEAKER — Order! That was my ruling.
Mr R. Smith — I am still not clear.
The SPEAKER — Order! I will provide the
minister with the opportunity to provide a response to
the question that you have asked.
Mr R. Smith — Thank you very much.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Ringwood electorate
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) — (12 547) My question is
to the Minister for Education. What is the break-up of
the line item for the Maroondah education plan in the
2016–17 budget for the schools in the Ringwood
electorate? That is, which Ringwood electorate schools
will receive how much funding, and for what, in this
budget?

Narre Warren South electorate
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — (12 548)
My question is for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety and concerns the upgrade of Thompsons Road,
Cranbourne. I ask: when will the north bridge being
built over the Thompsons Road level crossing be
complete? I know that local residents are very excited
by the progress already being made on this
much-needed project. The duplication of Thompsons
Road to three lanes in each direction and the removal of
the level crossing will make a significant difference in
the lives of so many local residents.
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Morwell electorate
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — (12 549) My
constituency question is to the Premier. What is the
latest information with respect to mental health support
and services for former Hazelwood power station
employees, contractors and service providers?
Having spoken regularly with many who have worked
directly and indirectly with the Hazelwood power
station, I am concerned about the welfare of these
people and their families. The question being asked by
many people is whether the government has engaged
the services of any mental health service provider,
such as the Mental Health Foundation of Australia, to
provide support to people who, through no fault of
their own, have faced enormous upheaval due to
Hazelwood closing. It has been a truly traumatic time
for many people within the Latrobe Valley
community, and that is why we need to know what
mental health services have been engaged by the
government to assist local people in need.
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Wonthaggi you have again failed in your responsibility
as a minister to provide quality education facilities for
all Victorians. The slogan ‘The Education State’ is just
that — a slogan. It obviously means nothing to the
region of Wonthaggi where the tired, deteriorating
existing college is bursting at the seams.
All the chest beating, posturing and grandstanding by
you and the Labor upper house local member has
counted for nothing. Forget about visits to the school,
cabinet meetings in the area, funds for a planning
stage — that all means nothing to the Wonthaggi
people, who can smell a rat a mile away.
Stop blaming previous governments. Labor has been in
government for 14 of the last 18 years. Blaming
coalition governments just makes you look foolish.
Show some leadership and just get on with the job.

Sunbury electorate

The state government slugged Latrobe Valley
generators an extra $252 million in taxes just last year.
The Premier must explain how much of this money is
being spent on mental health support services for
Hazelwood workers, contractors and service providers.

Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) — (12 552) My question is
to the Treasurer. The 2017–18 Victorian budget
includes significant funding for two fantastic schools in
my electorate, Diggers Rest Primary School and
Sunbury Downs College. How do these investments
build on other investments in education made through
the 2016–17 and 2015–16 budgets in my electorate?

Yan Yean electorate

Eildon electorate

Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — (12 550) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Police.
Minister, what does Victoria Police have planned
leading up to the September opening of the new
Mernda police station to work with existing community
safety groups such as Whittlesea Neighbourhood
Watch and other community organisations? The
additional 45 police being provided for the Whittlesea
police service area by the Andrews Labor government,
along with the new police station opening in
September, have been very much welcomed by my
constituents. Both provide an opportunity for increased
resident involvement in community safety.

Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — (12 553) My question is
to the Minister for Roads and Road Safety. I refer to the
installation of centre wire rope barriers on the Goulburn
Valley Highway between Yea and Molesworth. I ask
the minister: is it intended to extend the installation of
barriers on the Goulburn Valley Highway beyond
Molesworth to Cathkin or Yarck? I ask this as I have
been approached by a number of constituents in the
area who have heard that this is going to be the case:
one, that they will be extended to Cathkin and another,
that they will be extended to Yarck. The communities
of Yea, Alexandra, Molesworth and beyond will
certainly be very interested in the response to this
question, and I look forward to hearing it.

Bass electorate
Mr PAYNTER (Bass) — (12 551) My question is
for the Minister for Education: will you make a trip to
Wonthaggi with the Treasurer and explain why a new
Wonthaggi Secondary College was not funded in the
latest budget?
Minister, you have continued to ignore the education
needs of the Wonthaggi region. Despite repeated pleas
and a desperate need for a new secondary school in

Carrum electorate
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — (12 554) My
constituency question is for the Minister for Public
Transport. Minister, residents in my electorate of
Carrum would like to know: what are the next steps in
the process to remove the level crossings at Bonbeach,
Carrum and Seaford, and how can they get involved?
My local community overwhelmingly endorses and
supports the removal of the level crossings in the
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Carrum electorate and all along the Frankston line,
having put up with these congested and dangerous level
crossings for far too long. This is an extraordinary
investment in the local area that will improve safety,
reduce congestion and create hundreds of jobs.
Minister, what are the next steps in the process to
remove these terrible death traps and relics of the past?

Polwarth electorate
Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) — (12 555) My
question is to the Minister for Energy, Environment
and Climate Change. Can the minister tell the
hardworking dairy farmers of my electorate what plans
her government has to upgrade the three-phase power
supply that is so desperately needed? This government
has made much of its commitment to clean, green
energy.
Across the northern plains of my electorate hundreds of
millions of dollars of taxpayers money is being spent so
international companies can build wind farms for the
new energy mix here in Victoria. At the same time
hundreds of millions of dollars are being spent to close
up coalmines, and to reduce the reliability of power
supply. It seems this government has an endless
chequebook when it comes to playing with the politics
of energy generation, but when it comes to generating
jobs, generating confidence and generating the
infrastructure needed to keep country communities
working, this government has gone sadly missing.
The dairy industry, like all industries, continues to
become more productive and more efficient. Like all
other industries, this requires state-of-the-art equipment
and technology. These industries will not work on a
Third World power supply and infrastructure. When
the government trumpets new, clean, green technology
to its inner Melbourne seats it cannot be taken seriously
when it is forcing viable dairy farms to go and buy
diesel generators just to keep their farm gates open.

Frankston electorate
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) — (12 556) My
constituency question is for the Special Minister of
State. I ask: could the minister answer as to how a
location will be determined for the location of the
Bayside Peninsula-based family violence support and
safety hub announced last week in the fantastic state
budget. This is more funding for the prevention of
family violence than the rest of the whole nation rolled
together. My community says no to violence against
women, and this new court and support and safety hub
will make a huge difference, not just changing lives but
saving them. Of course these are but some of the
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recommendations put forward by the Royal
Commission into Family Violence, but I am proud to
once again say we will be acting on them all.
Failure is a common theme for the opposition. As I was
announcing the new special family violence court and
the support and safety hub to address the biggest law and
order issue in Australia and some of the highest police
family violence call-out rates in metropolitan
Melbourne, what were the opposition doing? Where they
committing to bipartisan support to tackle the scourge of
family violence? No. Where they searching in vain for
any successful projects in Frankston? No.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
speaker is departing far from asking a question. It is in
order for him to provide information that is relevant to
his question. It is not an opportunity for him to debate
issues at large. I ask you to bring back to complying with
his obligation to actually ask a constituency question.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Frankston had asked his question and his time is
complete on the question, so I will not deal with that
point of order at this point.

AUDIT COMMITTEE
Review of members second residence allowance
The SPEAKER — Order! Before moving to
introduction of bills, I just wanted to make a few
remarks about the role of the Audit Committee. Last
week the last of the Parliament’s Audit Committee
reports on the second residence allowance was tabled in
both this chamber and in the Legislative Council. The
President of the Legislative Council and I have
discussed the role of the Audit Committee and the
circumstances that led to the reports that were recently
tabled. While we believe that the Audit Committee was
able to perform the reviews that it was asked to, it is
important that the role of the committee be clearly set
out for future reference.
The President and I agreed to make some comments in
our respective houses about the appropriate role of the
Audit Committee. In particular we note the Audit
Committee is an internal committee of the
parliamentary organisation. Its role is to advise the
Presiding Officers on matters of administration and risk
management to better administer the parliamentary
departments. It is not a committee set up by statute or
standing orders. It therefore has no formal investigative
powers, no parliamentary privilege, including
immunities, and no reporting framework.
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This means that any formal and publicly reported
investigation creates potential vulnerabilities for the
committee and the people it may seek to investigate
and report on. It similarly creates vulnerabilities for
the contracted auditors, who conduct the operational
inquiries on behalf of the committee in order to create
some independence of process from the Presiding
Officers.
There are other committees which are set up with
powers and reporting frameworks to investigate certain
matters. I ask members to take these matters into
consideration and in future circumstances to avoid
misplacing pressure on the Audit Committee to
publicly report. This will allow the committee to focus
on the important audit work that it was created to
undertake within parliamentary departments.
Mr Clark — I desire to move, by leave:
That the house take note of the Speaker’s statement on the
Audit Committee.

Leave refused.

CORRECTIONS LEGISLATION
MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENT
BILL 2017
Introduction and first reading
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to make
miscellaneous amendments to the Corrections Act 1986, the
Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 and the Serious Sex
Offenders (Detention and Supervision) Act 2009 and for
other purposes.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I ask the minister to
provide a brief explanation of the bill.
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — The bill will
amend the Corrections Act 1986 and the Serious Sex
Offenders (Detention and Supervision) Act 2009 and
make a range of improvements to the operation of the
corrections system and the serious sex offenders
scheme.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.
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CITY OF GREATER GEELONG
AMENDMENT BILL 2017
Introduction and first reading
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Local Government)
introduced a bill for an act to amend the City of
Greater Geelong Act 1993 to make amendments to
the method of election of the mayor and deputy
mayor of Greater Geelong City Council and the
constitution of that council and for other purposes.
Read first time.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Youth justice centres
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the Box Hill University of the Third Age
(U3A), 29 Strabane Avenue, Box Hill North Vic 3129, social
philosophy class, in the electorate of Box Hill, which receives
support from the municipality of Whitehorse from the state
government of Victoria, and personally, from local and state
representatives, draws to the attention of the house that for
many years Victoria’s approach to youth justice has been
guided by the United Nations Convention for the Rights of
the Child which recommends a strong emphasis on
rehabilitation, with the use of detention a last resort and for
minimal time. This approach, also adopted in the USA and
other overseas countries, has resulted in a clear decline in
youth crime in Victoria until the very recent criminal
activities of a small number of young offenders here.
The reasons for this appear complex. However, research and
experience demonstrate that putting young offenders in high
security detention without strong rehabilitation programs is
counterproductive, causing increased recidivism and turning
many into career criminals.
The government’s proposed project for a $228 million
high-security youth detention facility ‘to protect the public’,
when experience shows that the use of such facilities only
exacerbates the problem, will be wasteful, counterproductive,
and socially and morally wrong.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Assembly
of Victoria abandon the proposed project for a $228 million
high-security detention centre in favour of funding strong
rehabilitation programs such as diversionary and drug, alcohol
and mental health programs, intensive case management,
supervision and personal, family and community support
designed to break the cycle of youth crime.

By Mr CLARK (Box Hill) (26 signatures).

Reservoir Neighbourhood House
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents of Victoria and the Reservoir
Neighbourhood House draws to the attention of the house the
plight of the Reservoir Neighbourhood House (RNH) which

GEELONG CITIZENS JURY
1078

ASSEMBLY

receives only 20 hours of neighbourhood house coordination
program funding from the Department of Health and Human
Services.
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Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of approval
of amendments to the following planning schemes:
Bayside — C148

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Assembly
of Victoria request your assistance in supporting an increase in
core neighbourhood house coordination program funding for
Reservoir Neighbourhood House to 40 hours per week. We
want the Reservoir Neighbourhood House to be open and
staffed Monday to Friday to better support and respond to the
needs of the East Reservoir community.

Brimbank — GC46

We sign this petition in support of this request for an increase
in NHCP funding for RNH.

Greater Dandenong — C191

By Mr SCOTT (Preston) (453 signatures).

Boroondara — C230

Frankston — C113
Greater Bendigo — C224

Hume — GC46
Knox — C145

Tabled.
Melbourne — C273

GEELONG CITIZENS JURY
Final report
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Local Government),
by leave, presented report and government
response.

Moira — C84
Moorabool — C58
Port Phillip — C117
South Gippsland — C113
Stonnington — C225, C240

Tabled.

Whittlesea — C175

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 6
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) presented Alert
Digest No. 6 of 2017 on:
Appropriation (2017–2018) Bill 2017
Appropriation (Parliament 2017–2018) Bill 2017

Yarra — C173 Part 2, C197 Part 2, C240
Yarra Ranges — C162
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
Borrowing and Investment Powers Act 1987 — SR 25
County Court Act 1958 — SR 21
Dangerous Goods Act 1985 — SR 22
Equipment (Public Safety) Act 1994 — SR 23

together with appendices.

Occupational Health and Safety Act 2004 — SR 22

Tabled.

Supported Residential Services (Private Proprietors)
Act 2010 — SR 24

Ordered to be published.

Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under s 15
in relation to Statutory Rules 14, 15, 19, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25.

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981 —
Report 2016 under s 96
Financial Management Act 1994:
Report from the Minister for Training and Skills that she
had not received the reports 2015 and 2016 of
Federation Training, together with an explanation for
delay
Report from the Minister for Training and Skills that she
had not received the Report 2016 of Wodonga Institute
of TAFE, together with an explanation for the delay

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Standing orders
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — By
leave, I move:
That so much of standing orders be suspended so as to allow
each member to speak on the motion in relation to the 2017–18
budget papers for a maximum of 15 minutes.

Motion agreed to.
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Program
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I
move:
That, under standing order 94(2), the orders of the day,
government business, relating to the following bills be
considered and completed by 5.00 p.m. on Thursday,
11 May 2017:
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their priority bill and that they wish to see it taken into
consideration in detail.
Given those discussions and that a substantial part of
the week is being devoted to the budget bill to enable
members to speak, I remain an eternal optimist that
members of the chamber will support the government
business program and that this motion will be
supported by all members of the chamber.

Appropriation (2017–2018) Bill 2017
Appropriation (Parliament 2017–2018) Bill 2017
Family Violence Protection Amendment (Information
Sharing) Bill 2017
Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development)
Amendment (Latrobe Valley Mine Rehabilitation
Commissioner) Bill 2017.

In making a few observations on the motion that I have
just moved in relation to the government business
program, I would like to note that obviously the
government has added the appropriation bill — the
budget bill — to the government business program for
this week, and we will devote a significant proportion
of the time available to us this week to the
consideration of this bill. As the house will have noted,
I have just moved a motion to allow for a take-note
motion for the budget, which will allow members to
continue to discuss and debate the budget in this place
once it has passed formally to the Legislative Council
for their consideration. This is a practice that first
started under the previous government, and I think it is
a reasonable one because it certainly does allow time
for each and every member of this place, if they
choose, to speak on the budget. We should have
significant time available to us to address the budget.
As members will also recall, during the last sitting
week there were a number of contributions on the
Family Violence Protection Amendment (Information
Sharing) Bill 2017, so I would anticipate many of the
members who wanted the chance to speak have already
spoken on that one.
The other observation I would make is that following
discussions with the opposition coalition, through the
manager of opposition business, on Thursday it is our
aim to have the Mineral Resources (Sustainable
Development) Amendment (Latrobe Valley Mine
Rehabilitation Commissioner) Bill 2017 taken into
consideration in detail. Notwithstanding the need to
have a substantial amount of the week devoted to the
budget bill, there should be the opportunity to spend
time on that bill in the consideration-in-detail stage. It
has been indicated to me by the opposition that this is

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — Unfortunately there is
one key item that is missing from this government
business program, and that is provision for this house to
take action in relation to the rorting by the former
Speaker and Deputy Speaker of this house. That is the
elephant in the room that the government refuses to
acknowledge. We had the Premier in question time
failing to give any explanation or any justification to
this house as to why he is repeatedly blocking the
proposal for this house to take action to require the
member for Melton to repay all the money that he has
rorted, plus potentially a penalty plus interest, and to
hold both members properly to account for their
conduct — in other words, to refer this matter to a
select committee or to the Privileges Committee to
inquire into it and come back to this house with
recommendations and findings.
That was of course exactly what was done in relation to
the former member for Frankston in the previous
Parliament. It was something that the then Labor
opposition called for at great length, and it was
delivered by the then government. But when it is their
own members who need to be held to account, it is an
entirely different story. They are going to any lengths to
avoid any accountability or accept any responsibility,
indeed to the bizarre point earlier today in question
time where the Premier said that an arrangement
reached with the member for Melton, which he
announced at a press conference, was in fact nothing to
do with him. That just strains the bounds of credibility
and is yet another reason why this house should be
doing the right thing, which Westminster parliaments
have always done, in holding their own to account,
upholding their own standards and demonstrating to the
community that they are entitled to have confidence in
us, rather than continuing with this long string of Labor
rorts that we have experienced in recent times.
In relation to other matters, it is of course good practice,
as the Leader of the House referred to, that given the
timing of budgets there be a take-note motion and that
15 minutes be provided for members to speak on a
motion to take note of the budget papers and on the
budget itself. But I do emphasise to the Leader of the
House that it is important, whether it be in debate on
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the budget itself or on the take-note motion, that
sufficient time is allowed over coming weeks for all
members who want to make their contribution to do so.
It was a most unfortunate situation last year when
insufficient time was allowed at the time of the budget
for members to make their contributions. We had the
bizarre position of the take-note motion being brought
on too late in the calendar year to accord an opportunity
for some members to make their contribution, so I do
exhort the Leader of the House to ensure that that does
not occur.
In relation to consideration in detail, there are a number
of bills that would benefit from consideration in detail
this week. Probably at the top of the list is the one that
the Leader of the House referred to — the Mineral
Resources (Sustainable Development) Amendment
(Latrobe Valley Mine Rehabilitation Commissioner)
Bill 2017 — not because it is necessarily the most
important of the bills before the house but because it
raises a number of complex issues that need to be
explored in detail.
I should say that the Family Violence Protection
Amendment (Information Sharing) Bill 2017 is another
bill that we would be keen to have considered in detail in
this house. If it is not considered in detail in this house, I
expect it will go into the committee stage in the other
house, because information-sharing arrangements are
very complex. It is very important to get them right, and
if they are not right, then the legislation will not operate
in the beneficial way that we all hope it will operate.
While we appreciate the fact that time is being set aside
to deal with the mineral resources sustainable
development bill, it would be preferable for time to be
set aside to consider the family violence protection
amendment bill as well as the Appropriation
(Parliament 2017–2018) Bill 2017, where there are
aspects of the parliamentary appropriation that do
particularly, this year, deserve considerable scrutiny by
this house.
While some of the elements of this week’s government
business program are reasonable on the proviso, as I
said, that over the coming weeks sufficient time is
allowed for members to make their contribution on the
budget in particular, it remains disgraceful that the
government is refusing to face up to its responsibilities
to take action to hold to account the rorting by a former
Speaker and a former Deputy Speaker of this
Parliament, people who are supposed to uphold the
standards of this house rather than abuse them. For that
reason we oppose the government business program.
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Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — It gives me
great pleasure to speak on the government business
program for this week. It is great to be back in the
chamber after last Tuesday’s pretty successful budget,
which has been applauded by the community across the
board. Those on this side of the house have been out in
their communities talking to people about the budget
and what it means for them, and there is a lot to talk
about, such as schools, police, hospitals, ambulances, of
course, and the centrepiece: the $1.9 billion to
specifically address the 227 recommendations of
Australia’s first ever Royal Commission into Family
Violence. Where have those opposite been? This
group’s ‘woulda, coulda, shoulda’ press conferences
were all conducted within 50 metres of this building.
They have not left the parliamentary precinct.
Mr Paynter interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Bass
will come to order.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — All of the justifications in
their press conferences have happened out here. They
have not been to their communities.
Mr Paynter interjected.
Debate interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Bass
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Bass
will leave the chamber for half an hour.
Honourable member for Bass withdrew from
chamber.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Program
Debate resumed.
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — In fact if we
peek under the chairs here, I reckon we will find their
sleeping bags. They are too scared to go out into the
community. They have got nothing to say. They are
camping out in the parliamentary precinct. It is another
busy week on our side, and we are not going to be
distracted by the carping and the complaining and the
distractions of the other side. Did you see the Leader of
the Opposition in question time today — the alternative
leader of this state, the alternative Premier? I think not.
I cannot remember an angrier, more shouty Leader of
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the Opposition. In fact he is bordering on the unhinged.
This man seeks to be the Premier of Victoria. He must
be the angriest — —
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workers are looked after, and that is what this
government has done. The rehabilitation planning of
the three coalmines was a recommendation of the
inquiry into Hazelwood, as the house knows.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — The comment about him
being off his game — I think he has been off his game
since Ventnor, and in fact definitely since the
commencement of this term of Parliament. In contrast,
the stability this government provides — aside from the
distractions the others are trying to pull us into — is a
well-delivered, well-executed expenditure of $63 billion
which has a measurable impact on the lives of
Victorians. That is what we are about. In fact, as the
manager of government business has outlined, this is
another productive week with the government business
program. We will be continuing with, as has been stated,
the Family Violence Protection Amendment
(Information Sharing) Bill 2017, which we started last
week, and had it not been for the delaying tactics of
those opposite we would have proceeded further with
that.
I reflect back to last week when the Treasurer, in
delivering the budget — and it probably was not
captured by the cameras — got to the family violence
part of his speech. It speaks volumes about those
opposite that they turned their backs on him and were
talking and laughing. I would ask the Leader of the
Opposition, through you, Speaker, to re-examine those
tactics, because they looked very, very bad. To turn
your backs, laugh and have private conversations
during a speech on the most serious issue facing
Victoria looks very bad on the TV screens of
Victorians and looks bad in this chamber. It is actually
quite disgusting, and I think they would be well minded
to review those tactics.
Further on in the government business program, there
is the Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development)
Amendment (Latrobe Valley Mine Rehabilitation
Commissioner) Bill 2017, which will create the Latrobe
Valley mine rehabilitation commissioner to oversee the
rehabilitation planning of three Latrobe Valley
coalmines. This continues our significant investment in
regional Victoria. It is a flagship investment that was
announced in the Latrobe Valley prior to the budget. It
is this government, through the Minister for Industry
and Employment and through the Premier, that
secured — and I do not think this has existed
previously — the landmark worker exchange deal for
those coalmines so that workers are not left out in the
cold because of decisions made in corporations around
the world that we have no influence on. But what we do
have an influence on is actually making sure those

It is yet another busy week, and it is another week to
reflect on the achievements and the continued hard work
of this government and on the continued faith that the
Victorian community, which elected us in November
2014, holds. I commend the program to the house.
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — I rise to make a
contribution on the government business program of
this week. The member for Oakleigh was not in the
57th Parliament, but I was. If he wants to talk about an
angry, shouty man who regularly turned his back on the
government when they were talking about serious
matters, he should take a look at his own leader,
because he did that on a regular basis. The member was
not in the Parliament to see that, so I will give him the
benefit of the doubt, but he did that all of the time.
Before the member has a go at the Leader of the
Opposition, he had better have a look at his own side,
because if he actually had been a member in the
previous Parliament, he would have seen how low his
leader stooped on many occasions in this chamber and
on a regular basis.
On the government business program there is the
Appropriation (2017–2018) Bill 2017, which is a very
important bill for this state. Indeed I also implore the
manager of government business to allow everyone to
make a contribution on this in a timely manner. I had a
look back through Hansard and we had seven or eight
members make contributions in December on the
budget. It is the most important bill that comes before
this house, and I believe every member who wishes to
should get the opportunity to rise to their feet and speak
on the budget. It is the most important bill that we bring
before this house, and you want to be able to do that in
a timely manner.
The Liberal Party had eight members miss out on
speaking on the budget, and by my calculations there
would have been 15 or 16 members on the government
benches who also missed out on speaking on the
budget, which really is a very important bill for every
community around the state. So I ask the minister to
allow more debate and to have her legislative program
in order so that we can have fulsome debate on the
budget. It is a very critical bill, and I ask if that can be
done so that we do not have a repeat of last year, when
members on both sides of the house missed out on
speaking on the budget.
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There is also the Appropriation (Parliament 2017–
2018) Bill 2017 and the Family Violence Protection
Amendment (Information Sharing) Bill 2017, which is
continuing to be debated from last sitting week — if
you can call it a sitting ‘week’. It was the last sitting
day, with the government truncating the week in order
to gag debate on the budget. It is a bizarre tactic. I do
not know why the government is doing it. There should
be a full week of debate on the budget in budget week,
with the traditional response by the shadow Treasurer
on the Thursday. Why they want to gag debate on their
own budget, I have no idea. Then there is the Mineral
Resources (Sustainable Development) Amendment
(Latrobe Valley Mine Rehabilitation Commissioner)
Bill 2017, also to be debated.
As the manager of opposition business says, we would
like to debate particularly the matter of having the
member for Melton repay the money that he rorted
from the taxpayer. That is something that is very
important to the members. So far the member for
Melton has had two calls in this house as an
Independent — a members statement last week and a
call today on a constituency question, where he should
be standing up for the Melton electorate. He missed
both of those calls, and opposition members have had
to take the call because he is too embarrassed to stand
in this chamber after his activities and his shenanigans
in rorting the taxpayer. We feel that should be debated
and that it is an important debate for the people of
Victoria, as $174 000 is a significant amount of money
that has been rorted from the taxpayer.
As the manager of opposition business said, the coalition
will be opposing the government business program.
Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) — I am pleased to
speak in support of the government business program
for this week. As we have heard from other members, it
covers a number of vitally important bills, starting with
the Appropriation (2017–2018) Bill 2017 — the budget
bill — which I will be very pleased to speak about
when I get my opportunity, as will members right
through this house.
Certainly, as we know, the budget was well received, as
I will be able to report when I make my speech. I do
have the hope that when opposition members do speak
on the bill, they will recognise the great leadership
shown in the budget and will debate the bill with
sincerity, and not do the whingeing, whining, carping
political act that we have become used to in watching the
way the opposition members speak on so many bills.
As well as that, as other members have recognised, we
will be looking at the Family Violence Protection
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Amendment (Information Sharing) Bill 2017 this week,
and the government has bent over backwards in regard
to the Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development)
Amendment (Latrobe Valley Mine Rehabilitation
Commissioner) Bill 2017 by allowing time on
Thursday for this to be debated in committee. So again
the government has been very thorough this week in
presenting a range of important bills and in providing
good opportunity for debate.
I note the opposition members in opposing debate on
the government business program today are again
arguing that this place should be turned into some sort
of Star Chamber so that they can carry on in regard to
the activities of the members for Melton and Tarneit. I
am pleased to see that both members have been in the
house again today, and that I think is a pleasing thing,
because we know that these members have been
members of this house for many years — more than
40 years collectively — both in this house and, in the
case of the member for Melton, in the upper house.
They have served in so many roles in their time in
Parliament, and they deserve to be treated like
respected members in this chamber, recognising that
they have held high office. And even though they might
be criticised for misdemeanours, there is an appropriate
process to go through to investigate those.
We know that the Audit Committee looked over those
matters instead of turning this house into a Star
Chamber for the opposition to rant and rave and act like
they have in the past, when they have been like a pack
of jackals just baying for blood, not recognising that
they are dealing with members of this chamber of long
standing who deserve to be treated respectfully, and not
recognising that they have gone through challenging
life situations. Although we have the rough and tumble
of politics in this place, people do need to be aware that
they are dealing with humans who are vulnerable and
need to be dealt with appropriately. I make that point to
opposition members simply to remind that when they
are dealing with matters in regard to all members in this
chamber they can deal with the issues appropriately,
not like baying hounds using inappropriate measures.
We should allow them to follow through appropriately
the processes that they need to follow.
I certainly think that the way the government has
presented the government business program is
appropriate and is going to allow us to get on to a
number of matters that are vitally important to the
people of Victoria, whether they be the budget, as we
have said, the matters of family violence, which we
know are so important and on which this government
has shown such great leadership, and moving on with
other bills like the mineral resources bill. This is a
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matter of this place continuing to be one to deal with
matters that are important to the people of Victoria. It is
not about trying to turn it into a Star Chamber and
playing political games all the time in this house, but it
is about dealing appropriately with this matter and
matters of serious business for the people of Victoria. I
support this bill.
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — I also seek to speak on the
government business program. In doing so I support the
manager of opposition business. There are a number of
things that the government has done in this program that
are worthy of support. I think at last bringing the budget
on for debate is worthy of support. They should have
done it last week; we should have sat last week, as is the
tradition of the house and the Westminster system — to
not have a budget day, but a budget week. I see, though,
that this week the government are giving the opposition
the opportunity to debate the budget at last.
I also note that of the four bills before the house, one of
them is proposed for consideration-in-detail. This is a
far cry from it being the regular practice that was
promised by the now government when they were in
opposition. However, one bill is better than none, and
to have the Mineral Resources (Sustainable
Development) Amendment (Latrobe Valley Mine
Rehabilitation Commissioner) Bill 2017 proposed for
the consideration-in-detail stage is to be commended.
However, we still do not have an opportunity to
debate the absolutely major issue before this house
and before the government at the moment, which is
the rorting by the members for Melton and Tarneit.
The member for Buninyong just made an
extraordinary contribution. He told us that those
members who have been found to have rorted on this
epic scale have had more than 40 years experience in
this place. Well, if they have had more than 40 years
experience, then they should know better than to rort
taxpayers funds. But that is what they have done.
The member for Buninyong gets up and tells us that the
members deserve respect. I am sorry, member for
Buninyong, but I do not think the people of Victoria
think that two MPs who held the high offices of Speaker
and Deputy Speaker and who then went on to rort on the
hundreds-of-thousands-of-dollars scale as they did
deserve respect. They deserve investigation. They
deserve to be made to pay the money back. It is just
completely unconscionable that this government
continues to refuse to allow the motion standing in the
name of the Leader of the Opposition to establish a
select committee into their rorting to even be debated.
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We have previously said that we are open to other
mechanisms for the Parliament to investigate this
rorting. But the member for Buninyong seems to have
forgotten what happened in the previous Parliament
when people were pretty keen that the Parliament used
its powers against another member, suggesting instead,
‘No, there’s nothing to see here. These members are
longstanding and they deserve to be treated
respectfully’. Well, they deserve to pay the money
back, and this chamber should be forcing them to pay
the money back, which it has the power to do.
The fact that the Premier continues to stand up and say
that he does not have the power to force them to pay
the money back is utter garbage; it is just entirely
wrong. This chamber has that right. It should at least
debate that right, whereas this government will not go
there.
Why would that be? That would be because these are
Labor members who perpetrated this fraud on the
people of Victoria. So the Audit Committee report —
because that was the first excuse as to why we could
not have this — ‘We’ll wait for the Audit
Committee’ — has now come out. Surprise, surprise! It
was only two Labor members who rorted the rules, it
was only two Labor members who moved outside of
their electorates to claim a second residence
allowance — —
Ms Allan — On a point of order, Speaker, I
appreciate that the manager of opposition business
canvassed some of these issues in his contribution as an
alternate view about what could be included in this
sitting week, but the member for Ripon is straying far
and wide. She has touched on this issue, we have given
her the time to do that. However, she has now strayed
far and wide, and I would ask you to bring her back to
the motion.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 45
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Blandthorn, Ms
Bull, Mr J.
Carbines, Mr
Couzens, Ms
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr

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

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

Noes, 39
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Battin, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T.
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Gidley, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hibbins, Mr
Hodgett, Mr
Katos, Mr
Kealy, Ms
McCurdy, Mr
McLeish, Ms
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

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Betty Amsden
Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) — On 26 February
this year, Victoria lost its fairy godmother of the arts,
Betty Amsden, AO. A self-made businesswoman,
Betty made a difference to so many organisations and
individuals by being a patron, board member,
volunteer, donor and mentor. Some of her great loves
included the Arts Centre Melbourne, Melbourne
Theatre Company, Melbourne Recital Centre, Polyglot
Theatre, Melbourne Chamber Orchestra, Victorian
Opera, the Australian Ballet School, the Australian
Ballet, Orchestra Victoria, the RSPCA, Guide Dogs
Victoria — where I was yesterday seeing areas of the
organisation named in her honour — 3MBS, the Royal
Botanic Gardens and others.
In 2009 Betty established the Betty Amsden Arts
Education Endowment for Children with a $5 million
gift — one of the largest ever donations to Australian
performing arts. She provided another $1 million in
2013 for major public events and funded a scholarship
for leadership in arts management. Proudly, one of the
first events I was at in my capacity as Minister for
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Women’s Affairs was the Victorian Honour Roll of
Women in 2013, where I inducted Betty onto the roll.
Other recognition was not far behind, and in 2014 she
was declared an Officer of the Order of Australia.
I miss those phone calls where I would say, ‘Hello,
Miss Betty’, or she would call me and I would know
she was on the funding trail for something when I heard
her say, ‘Now, Heidi dear …’. In decades to come
people will see the Betty Amsden name all over
Melbourne and wonder who she was. I can proudly say
we were very special friends, and I will continue to
shed a tear whenever I see parts of her legacy. Some
tears are for the sadness I continue to feel; others are for
the happiness she brought to so many. Thank you for
everything, Betty.

Budget
Mr EREN (Minister for Tourism and Major
Events) — Congratulations to the Premier, the
Treasurer and my fellow government colleagues on yet
another fantastic budget for the state of Victoria. We
were honoured to have the Treasurer visit Geelong last
Friday and meet with local community groups,
stakeholders and business leaders to outline this budget
in further detail. Feedback was overwhelmingly
positive, and the response to the budget was very
supportive.
Yet again my electorate was a big winner in relation to
education. Congratulations to Hamlyn Banks Primary
School, which received $1.55 million for the
modernisation of existing school buildings. Lara Lake
Primary School received $1.8 million for
modernisation and upgrades. Importantly, the Corio
SES has received $1.6 million for the relocation of the
Corio SES.
The wider Geelong community will also benefit from
some massive investments thanks to this budget. It
includes $15 million for the Future Industries
Manufacturing Program, $15 million for the
Revitalising Central Geelong Action Plan, $3.9 million
to kickstart the planning and design for stage 5 of
Kardinia Park, a share in $9.7 million to acquire land in
the Barwon region to build a new residential drug
rehabilitation facility, $21.1 million for 15 school
upgrades across Geelong, $50 million to double the
first home owner grant to $20 000 for new homes in
regional areas, a payroll tax cut of 25 per cent for all
businesses operating substantially in regional Victoria
and $448.1 million to establish support and safety hubs.
It is a great budget with great outcomes for Geelong.
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Wild dogs
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — Here we are
approaching two and a half years since the 2014
election, and Labor’s much-touted wild dog
management advisory committee has not even been
formed, let alone had a meeting. It did not take the
minister long to sack the previous effective wild dog
committee, which included several landholders from
East Gippsland. Unfortunately her new committee,
announced with much fanfare, had the farmer
representation cut to one for the entire state, with her
explanation being that this new committee would be
‘higher level’. When you are talking wild dogs, I am
not sure you want a higher level bureaucratic
committee. You want people from the land who have to
deal with this problem on a day-to-day basis. To make
matters worse, one of the landholder positions has been
taken by a person involved in the welfare of the dogs.
In yet another complete botching, the minister
announced the new committee would be chaired by
upper house MP Harriet Shing, who I doubt would
have ever seen a wild dog. Not surprisingly, this rushed
announcement resulted in her realising this was
something she knew nothing about, and she resigned
before the committee even met.
So here we are in May with winter arriving, the time of
the year when the dogs come down from the high
country because of the cold and start to impact on
sheep and farmers more consistently, and we do not
even have a wild dog committee in place at all. It is a
disgrace, and this minister should be ashamed of her
complete botching of this and her disregard for the
farmers of East Gippsland.

Warrnambool May Racing Carnival
Mr T. BULL — It was a pleasure to attend the
three-day racing carnival at Warrnambool last week. I
give great credit to Peter Downs and his team from the
club for putting on another great week with some great
racing. It is a great carnival and very important to the
town. Long may it live.

Michael Gurr
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — Recently Michael
Gurr, a prominent playwright and speechwriter, passed
away, far too young at the age of just 55. I did not work
closely with Michael, but I remember him coming to
the opposition rooms in the late 1990s when he was
writing speeches for John Brumby and Steve Bracks.
Those were turbulent days — days when it felt like
climbing Mount Everest just because you went out and
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publicly opposed the direction former Premier Jeff
Kennett was taking Victoria, days when you felt like
you were an apologist for believing in the labour
movement and believing in a progressive government.
All oppositions have it tough — there is no doubt about
it — but what we experienced in Victoria was
something no opposition had ever experienced and,
frankly, I hope no opposition ever experiences again.
But it was into this environment that Michael entered,
and offered his talents and his services to the cause and
to the broader labour movement, at a time when many
felt it was all too hard and at a time when Victorian
Labor was seen as a spent force — people used to
suggest that the next Victorian Premier was not in
Parliament and was not even born. It was at that
moment that Michael came forward, and he helped
offer an alternative vision and articulated an alternative
vision for Victoria.
There is a famous story that Michael wrote Steve
Bracks three speeches for the night of the 1999 state
election. The first was suitable for a status quo result.
The second would address Labor’s gains, still short of
government. And the third was just one word on a
blank piece of paper that Michael pulled from his
pocket at Labor headquarters early in the evening.
Michael had a wonderful quote, which was, ‘Everyone
should — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Kilkenny) —
Time!

Berwick College
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — I rise on behalf of
Berwick College, formerly Berwick Secondary
College, where Kerri Bolch is the principal. We have
had a very good relationship in relation to the school
and while trying to grow the school. Kerri has had
many challenges in her time at the school, which are
also faced throughout the whole community and by
other schools in the local community. One of those
issues is around youth suicide.
As we all know, it affects so many people when
someone so young takes their life. As a community we
need to bond together, work together and ensure that
we have the best practices going forward to work
towards prevention for these young people. Some of
the issues that happen around youth suicide can be
anything from family violence to financial pressures to
other issues at school, including bullying. I think most
of us know some of the circumstances that can lead to a
young person getting to a position in their life that
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where they think it is better to take their life than trying
to work their way through those issues.
I was very disappointed this year when we looked
through the state budget after there was a phone call to
the school to basically tell them to keep quiet in relation
to the facility they wanted to put prevention programs
in place at Berwick College, particularly around a
health and wellbeing centre. They had calls from the
local Labor member who said to them, ‘We’ll be
looking at this. We’ll make sure we can get it through
for you’, only to find that it was not in the budget.
Kerri is exceptionally disappointed, and so is the school
and the whole community. We have faced this issue in
Berwick and through the surrounding areas in the
south-east for too long, and I am calling on the
government, specifically the Minister for Education, to
get the funding for this program because we need to
protect every young person’s life.

Anzac Day
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) — This year I had the
honour of attending our local Anzac Day ceremony,
held for the first time at the new war memorial in
Craigieburn, Craigieburn Anzac Park. Around
2000 local residents turned out for this year’s
ceremony, from hundreds of schoolchildren to
representatives from a range of cultures and religions.
In particular I wish to note the many local veterans who
were in attendance and thank them for their service,
including World War II veterans Bert Foster and
Robert Stokes, and Vietnam veteran Alec Mead, who
read the uniform resolution.
The new memorial is truly striking, measuring 4 metres
tall, and it is surrounded by gardens as an accessible,
permanent and public space for reflection and
remembrance. The completion of this project is the
product of years of dedication and hard work by the
Craigieburn War Memorial and Remembrance
Committee, led by Kevin O’Callaghan. Kevin works
tirelessly to encourage public awareness of the sacrifices
made by our servicemen and women. Our community
owes him a debt of gratitude for his initiative, leadership
and dedication in seeing this project through. I would
also like to thank John Lynch, a member of the war
memorial committee, for sharing with our community
the story of his service with the Royal Australian Navy
in my Anzac Day 2017 tribute notice.
The Andrews Labor government supported this new
memorial with a $25 000 grant through the Victoria
Remembers Grant program. I am also pleased that this
year’s budget included a $2.8 million boost over four
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years to educate younger generations about Australia’s
wartime history and to commemorate the sacrifices
made by our veterans.

Crime prevention
Mr WELLS (Rowville) — This statement
condemns the Andrews government’s reckless failure
to fund any responsible measure to address Victoria’s
crime wave in its recent budget. Crime has skyrocketed
20 per cent in less than two and a half years under this
Labor government, yet there is no funding in the budget
for new police stations or to reopen the stations that
have been shut or had their opening hours cut. After
two years of neglecting to fund more police there is
now a full-blown crisis in frontline police numbers at
police stations right across the state. Since November
2014 crime has blown out, with home invasions
happening every other day and carjackings now
commonplace in suburban streets. In that time,
Victoria’s population has increased by an extra
300 000 people but frontline police numbers have only
increased by 374. The Minister for Police and the
Premier have made grand announcements about new
police, but the reality is those new police will not be
deployed until March next year.
Sadly, this is no accident. Victoria’s crime wave is a
problem this government has left unchecked and has
turned away from with cold and deliberate calculation.
Victoria’s Attorney-General, days before the budget,
said the cost of introducing mandatory sentencing to
keep criminals who repeatedly offend off the streets
was too high for this government. The Premier should
be ashamed to look any Victorian in the eye if he is not
prepared to do what is an essential task of any
government — that is, to keep people safe.

Sunbury Downs College
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) — We promised to make
Victoria the Education State, and we are getting on
with the job. I was absolutely delighted to join principal
Maria Oddo, senior staff and students last Wednesday
at Sunbury Downs College to announce a massive
$3.92 million to upgrade and modernise the school.
There have been many wonderful highlights for me in
my time as the member for Sunbury, but I must say
seeing the reaction of the school community both in
person and online was truly humbling.
On Wednesday Ms Oddo told me that the money will
be vital for upgrading kitchens, the science wing and
the technology wing, and that she was delighted the
Andrews Labor government is supporting education
initiatives to support 21st-century learning. This is a
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vital upgrade and will ensure that the college has the
facilities and classrooms it needs to provide a first-class
education. Some online comments included:
Love it! Cannot wait!
On behalf of my two kids who go to this Sunbury Downs,
thank you …

Another constituent said the funding was amazing
news, and thanked us for supporting their great school
and that it’s great to see a local member aiding a
school and seeing it gets the proper funding. I want to
once again thank the Premier, the Treasurer and the
Minister for Education for continuing to deliver on the
education state.

Diggers Rest Primary School
Mr J. BULL — In further great news, the
community of Diggers Rest was thrilled to learn that the
primary school will be receiving $151 000 to modernise
the school. On Saturday I had the great opportunity to
share this news, doorknocking a number of streets and
talking to local residents about this vital upgrade. They
know how important it is that this government supports
them in the great work that they do.

Police numbers
Mr J. BULL — I am also very pleased that we will
begin to see the first of 300 frontline police officers on
our streets. Of these, 89 new police officers will be
deployed in the Fawkner division of Victoria Police.
Thirty-six of these officers will be assigned to the
Hume police service area, covering Sunbury.
Outstanding news!

Sunraysia Multicultural Festival
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — Congratulations to the
Sunraysia Mallee Ethnic Communities Council for
staging a great Sunraysia Multicultural Festival at the
weekend. Our communities need to be strong to be
resilient. Our communities also need to be inclusive to
be resilient, and festivals like this one run in Mildura
last weekend enhance inclusiveness because food,
dance and music are common passions, passion is a
conversation starter and conversations make for
understanding amongst the communities. Well done to
all those who make this a fantastic event.

Mildura electorate roads
Mr CRISP — The Hattah-Robinvale and
Robinvale-Sea Lake roads again have missed out on
funding in the 2017–18 budget. These roads are of
economic significance as they transport large
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quantities of almonds, citrus, wine grapes, olives,
table grapes and grain. These roads are also used in
part by school buses. The community and I have been
advocating for the widening of the bitumen seal on the
shoulders of these roads for some time to provide
adequate room for vehicles to pass and preserve the
shoulders from wear and tear. Sooner or later this
work will have to be done and the sooner it is done the
less money will need to be spent.

Mildura Airport
Mr CRISP — I thank those people at the Mildura
Airport for a tour of the works that are underway to
upgrade and extend the Mildura runway. This is a
project that I identified and fought for as a priority and
it is now becoming a reality. The Mildura Airport is
Victoria’s second busiest airport and the runway
upgrade comes after the rebuilding of the terminal that
occurred some years ago. With the extended runway,
Mildura can safely cater for larger aircraft in all
weather conditions and allow for the growing number
of passengers that use the airport.

Budget
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — Nurses in the
intensive care unit of Northern Hospital had tears of
gratitude and relief in their eyes when they heard the
Andrews Labor government would invest $163 million
to help them save lives. This investment is critical to
the care of families and individuals in Broadmeadows
and defines why Labor matters, because the coalition
failed to deliver. This is a great result and supports my
advocacy for increased hospital and health care
outlined in last year’s strategy Creating Opportunity:
Postcodes of Hope.
The commitment in this year’s budget adds to the
Labor government’s investment of almost $20 million
for a surgery in Broadmeadows, which is expected to
open within weeks. The major boost to health services
was a highlight of the 2016–17 Victorian budget, along
with record funding for frontline police to improve
public safety, more money for schools to increase
opportunity, and a commitment to the missing link in
the road system for Melbourne’s north that will create
more than 5000 new jobs. These investments are
designed to improve health and education, increase
public safety and deliver more jobs. The northern
suburbs will receive a significant allocation from
Victoria’s 300 new frontline police officers funded in
this year’s budget. The removal of the level crossing at
Camp Road, Broadmeadows, is expected to begin this
year and will provide an estimated 300 to 400 jobs,
which I am trying to maximise for local people. The
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budget also provides the first $100 million for the
north-east link, the money needed to complete critical
design, planning and preconstruction works before
contracts are signed in 2019.

Anzac Day
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) — I was pleased to attend
three Anzac commemorations in my electorate. I
commend Goulburn Valley Grammar School for the
tremendous work which went into the Anzac Day eve
presentation at their school, particularly honouring
Indigenous Australians’ contribution to the war effort. I
also attended the Anzac Day service at Mooroopna.
There are growing numbers each year at these services.
One of our local RSL veterans, Mr Robert Mathieson,
was a guest at the state Anzac Day luncheon held in
Melbourne. A Vietnam veteran, Mr Mathieson was
integral in fundraising and gaining grants for the
erection of the Robert Mactier, VC, memorial statue
and the surrounding garden upgrades in Tatura where I
also attended the Anzac Day memorial service.
Mr Mathieson was named a life member of the RSL
last year. I congratulate him on his continued
dedication to the returned services.

Shepparton electorate schools
Ms SHEED — Education remains high on my
agenda, and I was pleased with the million-dollar
prebudget announcement for a Shepparton education
plan and funding for six of our schools. The
announcement, as part of the Minister for Education’s
visit to my electorate, has sparked discussion around a
transformational change in the space of secondary
education in the Shepparton district, and then later
following through to primary and to early education
services. Our community is truly ready for this change.
It must happen, and happen quickly, to ensure
significant improvement in the education outcomes for
the children in our district.

Oakleigh electorate schools
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — Last Monday I
was back at Hughesdale Primary School in the electorate
of Oakleigh. It is always a special thing to visit my old
school. It was even better to be able to announce
$3.52 million, funded in this year’s Labor budget, for an
upgrade with a new two-storey building, eight
classrooms and an elevator. I think the elevator was the
most exciting thing for the kids when I announced it.
Last year we provided money for planning and a year
later funding. That is progress. It is a 93-year-old school,
and I recall under the Liberal government in the 1990s it
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was threatened with closure. It now has over
500 students. There was not a lot of forward thinking
with those school sites being sold off for development in
the 1990s. I thank principal Craig Tanner, president
Rozelle Azad, Sara-Jane, Angus and all members of the
school council, the teachers, parents and kids for
working with us closely over the last two years to get a
fantastic result for the Hughesdale community.
Last week I also visited the Carnegie Primary School,
another school that was threatened with closure by a
Liberal government. It was only just saved and now it
is almost at capacity. I was back there to announce an
extra $1.5 million in capital funding to make their
planned upgrade even better. In last year’s budget we
provided Carnegie Primary School with $4 million, so
that is now $5.5 million for this fantastic school. It will
mean a new gymnasium, a performing arts centre and
renovations to make a modern building for the prep
students. Well done to Linda Jones, Michael McCarthy,
school president Susan Harper, the school council,
parents and students. I am thrilled for the school. It will
continue to thrive with state-of-the-art facilities. I also
thank the Minister for Education and the Treasurer.

Point Nepean National Park
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — The proposed new
master plan for the former quarantine station at Point
Nepean has been through the public consultation
process. Residents, prospective users and activists are
all now asking when will the final master plan be
released and opened to expressions of interest. The
delay is causing a loss of confidence in the process, as
a lot of the community’s time and effort has gone into
the consultation and expectations are quite high, and
rightly so.

Balnarring traffic management
Mr DIXON — On another matter, the community
of Balnarring and its surrounds have long been
concerned about traffic management issues at the busy
and dangerous five-way junction in the township.
Increased population, more day visitors and unclear
road markings are worsening what is already a
dangerous situation. As well as road user confusion and
danger, pedestrian safety is highly compromised too. A
childcare centre, preschool, primary school, church and
regional shopping centre all feed pedestrian traffic
through the intersection. A short-term and urgent
solution would be improved line marking and
temporary traffic islands and refuges. Land has been set
aside for a roundabout and this really is the best
long-term option. I urge the Minister for Roads and
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Road Safety to address this matter before more injuries,
damage and accidents occur.

Family violence
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — Family violence is
the greatest challenge we are facing when it comes to
community safety. It is certainly a matter that has
escalated in a big way, unfortunately, in the electorate
of Cranbourne. Dealing with family violence is a
matter of interest to my constituents in Cranbourne.
It is pleasing to see that the Andrews government is at
the forefront in tackling this grave challenge. Three
years ago Victorian Labor announced plans to examine
our failing system from the ground up and to
recommend the changes that would save innocent lives.
Now the Andrews government has given a firm
commitment to implement all the
227 recommendations that the Royal Commission into
Family Violence produced.
Last year’s budget got on with the urgent changes —
$572 million for more counsellors, more prevention
programs, more support for children and more support
for emergency housing. Building upon that, this year’s
budget provides a further unprecedented $1.91 billion
investment by Labor. Labor will establish 17 support
and safety hubs across the state — places where
victims can go to protect their family and start their
recovery. Labor will also extend after-hours crisis
support, counselling and therapy for tens of thousands
of women and children. We are building more crisis
houses.

Vaisakhi festival
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) — Congratulations to the
Victorian Sikh Gurduaras Council on the Sikh festival
of Vaisakhi, Khalsa Day, held at Federation Square on
30 April. Australia has the world’s seventh largest Sikh
population, and in Victoria we have a very large
proportion of the Sikh community. It was very good
indeed to see the Blackburn Gurduara represented on
the day, serving my community of Ringwood. The day
was filled with colour, fabulous food, cultural activities,
demonstrations and musical performances for the
massive crowd. Thank you for a wonderful day of
culture and significance.

Crime prevention
Ms RYALL — In April my local community came
together for a crime, law and order forum to discuss
their concerns and talk about what is needed to deal
with the crime engulfing our state and streets. I would
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like to thank the Whitehorse, Forest Hill and
Maroondah Neighbourhood Watch teams for their
attendance as well as the victims of crime who were
present. They shared their tragedies that have engulfed
their lives and why they see it as vital that the erosion
and lack of confidence in law and order in Victoria be
restored. Justice must be strengthened — including
bail, sentencing and resourcing our police force — and
control of the streets regained.

Ringwood Secondary College
Ms RYALL — It was fabulous to visit Ringwood
Secondary College, meet with principal Michael
Phillips and see the excellent work being done on our
new year 7 and 8 education centre. We are delivering
on 21st century learning spaces to ensure that
Ringwood Secondary College students and their
teachers are afforded the best possible facilities to
deliver the outcomes our students are seeking to
achieve in these crucial early years of their secondary
education.

Ethical clothing production
Ms GARRETT (Brunswick) — I rise today to
acknowledge the commitment this Labor government
has shown to ensuring an ethically driven labour
market which supports local businesses and decent
jobs. On 30 March this year I was privileged to join the
Minister for Industry and Employment, Wade Noonan,
and Michelle O’Neill, the national secretary of the
Textile, Clothing and Footwear Union of Australia
(TCFUA), to announce the launch of a $3 million grant
for Ethical Clothing Australia (ECA) at the Otto &
Spike/LMB Knitwear factory in Brunswick.
Ethical Clothing Australia works with businesses and
manufacturers to ensure their supply chains and
operations are transparent, ethical and compliant with
the homeworkers code of practice. Otto & Spike is a
proud local Brunswick business — a family
company — that has been operating in the area for over
40 years to produce quality scarves and knitwear. ECA
supports Otto & Spike to run an ethical business model,
creating safe, secure and decent working conditions for
factory workers.
As a former lawyer who used to act for the TCFUA
and outworkers, I know just how important the work of
ECA is. To announce that $3 million grant that will
allow ECA to continue their critical work to ensure
ethical clothing production for workers and consumers
rights — to launch that in the heart of Brunswick,
which has such a proud history of textile

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
1090

ASSEMBLY

manufacturing — it was a great day for Brunswick and
a great day for those workers.

Phillip Island Golf Club fundraising event
Mr PAYNTER (Bass) — Playing golf and the
work of the Red Cross are not commonly mentioned in
the same sentence, but on a beautiful, sunny April
morning at Phillip Island Golf Club, golfers and the
Red Cross joined forces to raise much-needed funds for
local and overseas causes. My thanks go to the Phillip
Island Red Cross unit and the Phillip Island Golf Club,
in particular to Mrs Mary Whelan, for the invitation to
play and for conducting such a wonderful community
event.

Lakeside residents group
Mr PAYNTER — When it comes to local
community events, there is no more committed
residents group than the Lakeside residents. Ably led
by Wendy Andrews and the hardworking committee,
this group continues to hold fun events for local
residents. Easter was no exception. The Easter egg
hunt, egg-and-spoon races and loads of other
entertainment were enjoyed by hundreds of children
and parents in the local park. Congratulations to the
Lakeside residents group committee for their ongoing
dedication to the area. It is always easy to sit back and
wait for others to organise events, but this group
consistently dedicates their valuable time and energy
for others to enjoy. Their contribution to keeping our
community together should not be understated.

Yakkerboo Festival
Mr PAYNTER — The Yakkerboo Festival in
Pakenham continued its longstanding tradition of
bringing enjoyment to thousands of locals, with a
parade down Main Street followed by a market and
carnival in Bourke Park. This festival has taken pride
of place in Pakenham since 1976, and I congratulate
the hardworking and committed committee for
keeping it alive.

Michael Gurr
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — I was both shocked
and saddened to hear of the passing of Michael Gurr,
an extraordinary playwright, a very passionate and
committed human being and a constituent of mine in
the seat of Footscray. Michael, as we have heard
already, was a very active part of the community, and
he was certainly very active in my community. I did
not actually realise that he was a constituent until he
walked in to talk to me about Newells Paddock and the
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need to protect the native birdlife and ensure that we
create a proper wetland down there. He used to drop
into the office on and off. I have not seen Michael for a
couple of years now, and I certainly appreciated his
visits to the office. I only wish now that we had had
more time together and that we had seen him more in
the office.
He was a renowned playwright and an extraordinary
man. He won both the Victorian and the New South
Wales Premier’s literary awards for Sex Diaries of an
Infidel. He was a talented speechwriter for both Steve
Bracks and John Brumby. He was a man committed to
his community. I do want to pass on my commiserations
and condolences to his long-time partner, Brandon
Jones, to his siblings, Mary-Anne, Susan, Belinda and
Christopher, and as well to the many friends who have
supported him and were there for him at the end. I know
that he will be sadly missed by a whole range of people
and very sadly missed in Footscray.

Brother Kevin Tuck
Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) — I wish to honour a
man who will be remembered today in Colac at a
community memorial service, Brother Kevin Tuck.
Brother Tuck was a relatively young man when in the
mid-1960s he was given the task of starting a new
Catholic boys school in Colac, Trinity College Colac.
Starting a Catholic boys secondary school in the 1960s
was not like it would be today. It was founded by a
small band of men supported by a community keen to
have that choice available to their sons. It involved
large classes, next to no state or federal support and the
hard work and fundraising endeavours of parents
groups — and in the country it also usually involved a
bit of cattle trading to make ends meet.
Amongst his many achievements, Brother Tuck’s
school in only 50 years has managed to produce three
past and present members of this Parliament, including
my predecessor, Terry Mulder, and a member of the
other place, Bernie Finn. Brother Tuck would go on to
give service across western Victoria, devoting his
whole life to educating and supporting young people.
He decided to move back to Colac when he retired,
where he continued for many years in his retirement to
support the students of Colac and district and the school
he helped to create. A man not born of the electronic
age, it was remarkable to read the Facebook posts upon
the community learning of his death. He spoke to so
many people in so many ways and in many cases had
an effect on multiple generations of one family.
Brother Tuck was a wonderful example of the good
that was done by so many men and women who chose
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a monastic life, and in these sometimes doubtful times
it is good to recognise these people and their actions, as
the increasingly secular world we now live in is often
ready to forget the contributions that people like
Brother Tuck make.

Seaford community rally
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) — Two weeks ago
my daughter, Charli, and I joined the member for
Carrum, Emmaline Jones, Lana Nicholson, Frankston
city councillors and a united Seaford community in a
march to say that enough is enough and to show a
shattered young woman she is not alone. The rally was
prompted by the shocking sexual assault of a 19-year-old
as she walked home from Seaford railway station on
1 April. Thank you to this resilient community for
sending a strong message that this behaviour is not
acceptable, and thank you to the member for Carrum for
her important words on the night and her continuing
strong representation of her community.

Government achievements
Mr EDBROOKE — It is certainly a productive
2017–18 budget for Frankston. In many ways after four
years of literally nothing in Frankston we have been
working hard in the past two and a half years to ensure
that we are catching up and that Frankston is on the
move again. Over 10 schools have been funded in two
and a half years of Labor. That is around a 90 per cent
increase on the previous government’s performance.
Aldercourt Primary School received $352 000 for
modernisation and upgrades. It was great to visit that
school the other day. Frankston High School is also in
the budget. It was great to turn a sod on the $8 million
redevelopment there with school captains Lizette and
Jack last week. Mount Erin Secondary College is also
included in the budget, and so are planning funds for
the Frankston North education precinct, which is a
very, very important project for that area of the world.
It was also great to be at the $4 million Monterey
Secondary College project, funded by the Labor
government. It was certainly a pleasure to join principal
Stuart Jones, assistant principal Skye Columbine and
students to turn a sod to mark the start of construction.
There is a great learning culture at Monterey Secondary
College, and this is an exciting day for the Frankston
North community.
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STATE TAXATION ACTS AMENDMENT
BILL 2017
Statement of compatibility
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 (charter), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the State Taxation
Acts Amendment Bill 2017.
In my opinion, the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2017
(bill), as introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is
compatible with the human rights as set out in the charter. I
base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview
Part 2 of the bill makes various amendments to the Duties Act
2000 (Duties Act). In relation to sub-sales, a new division is
inserted into the Duties Act to bring to duty option
arrangements where additional consideration is given to acquire
a transfer right, and various technical amendments are made to
the existing provisions to ensure original policy intent is
achieved and the correct amount of duty can be charged.
The bill also amends three summary offences in the Duties
Act targeting the provision of false or misleading
information, or the omission of relevant information, to
increase the statutory maximum penalties and provide a
defence of reasonable excuse. Similar amendments are made
to the equivalent false and misleading offence provisions in
the Taxation Administration Act 1997 (Taxation
Administration Act), to ensure that the same penalties and
defences apply across the taxation laws.
The Duties Act is further amended to restrict the duty
concession provided for off-the-plan transactions so that it
applies only to properties acquired by owner-occupiers who
are eligible for the principal place of residence or first home
buyer concession. Similarly, amendments are made to the
exemption currently provided for the transfers of dutiable
property between spouses or domestic partners, so that this
exemption is only available for transfers of the parties’
principal place of residence, and not for transfers of
commercial or investment properties.
The bill amends the Land Tax Act 2005 (the Land Tax Act)
to provide for a new form of land tax, the vacant residential
land tax (the vacancy tax). The vacancy tax has been
introduced to encourage residential property owners currently
withholding their vacant residential properties from the
market to make them available for rent or sale. A new
division is inserted into part 2 of the Land Tax Act to set the
key parameters of the scheme, including the rate, the meaning
of the terms ‘residential’ and ‘vacant’, and the geographical
area in which the vacancy tax shall be imposed. A new
division is inserted into part 4 into the Land Tax Act to
provide various exemptions.
The bill makes consequential amendments to the Taxation
Administration Act to enable the new vacancy tax to be
administered under the same administrative framework as
other land taxes. The Taxation Administration Act is also
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amended to remove the current qualification on the permitted
use of information provided in relation to livestock duty
imposed under part 6 of the Livestock Disease Control Act
1994.
The bill further amends the Taxation Administration Act to
authorise the collection and disclosure of certain ‘reportable
information’ to the federal Commissioner of Taxation, and to
authorise disclosure to other Victorian public sector bodies
for data verification purposes.
The bill amends the Unclaimed Money Act 2008 (Unclaimed
Money Act) to insert a new offence targeting the false or
misleading information or omission of relevant information
in claims with the same defences and penalties as the
comparable provisions in the Duties Act and the Taxation
Administration Act. The existing false and misleading
offence relating to information supplied in lodgements of
unclaimed money is also being amended for consistency.
Human rights issues
The amendments outlined above arguably engage the
following charter rights: the right to property (section 20),
recognition and equality before the law (section 8), the right
to privacy (section 13), the right to a fair hearing (section 24),
certain rights in criminal proceedings, namely the
presumption of innocence and protection against
self-incrimination (section 25), freedom of movement
(section 12), and the protection afforded families and children
(section 17).
For the reasons outlined below, in my opinion, the bill is
compatible with each of these rights.
Right to property: section 20
Section 20 of the charter provides that a person must not be
deprived of his or her property other than in accordance with
law. This right is not limited where there is a law that
authorises a deprivation of property, and that law is
adequately accessible, clear and certain, and sufficiently
precise to enable a person to regulate their conduct.
Duties Act amendments
Limiting the operation of the spousal exemption on land
transfers will bring to duty transactions that would have
previously been exempt, such as the transfer of investment
properties or interests in landholder entities. To the extent that
a natural person will thus be liable for duty on such transfers,
the amendment engages the right to property.
However, the amendment is not an arbitrary deprivation of a
natural person’s property; it is precisely formulated to ensure
that the spousal exemption operates in accordance with public
policy relating to the protection of the ‘family home’, and is
aligned with provisions adopted in other Australian
jurisdictions.
Similarly, the sub-sale amendments, which bring to duty
option arrangements where additional consideration is given
to acquire a transfer right and close potential gaps in the
current provisions, engage the right to property to the extent
that a natural person may thereby become liable for duty that
was not previously charged.
Limiting the off-the-plan duty concession to properties
acquired by a person eligible for a principal place of
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residence or first home buyer duty concession also engages
the right to property to the extent that some acquirers who are
natural persons will no longer be entitled to that exemption.
The amendment is a housing affordability initiative designed
to provide the exemption to those who are purchasing a
residential property as their home.
Each of these amendments will be administered under the
Taxation Administration Act, which establishes the
commissioner’s powers and obligations, taxpayers rights of
objection, review, appeal and recovery, and provides a
framework to protect the confidentiality of tax-related
information. Therefore affected taxpayers will not be
deprived of their property other than in accordance with the
law. To the extent that there is any limitation on the right to
property with respect to these amendments, that limitation is
reasonable and justified.
The vacancy tax
The introduction of the vacancy tax makes the owner of such
a vacant property liable for tax in circumstances when
previously no tax was payable. To the extent that the
introduction of vacancy tax is payable by a natural person, the
right to property is engaged.
However, the imposition of the vacancy tax is not arbitrary
because it is precisely formulated and will be administered in
accordance with the Land Tax Act, which is a taxation law
that is adequately accessible, clear and certain, and
sufficiently precise to enable affected taxpayers to inform
themselves of their legal obligations and to regulate their
conduct accordingly. Furthermore, taxpayers will have the
protections provided by the Taxation Administration Act
including rights of objection, review, appeal and recovery.
As the vacancy tax will be administered under the Taxation
Administration Act, the powers of entry and search provided
in part 9 of that act may be exercised. The right in section 20
of the charter is relevant to powers authorising tax officers to
enter certain premises and to seize or take items. To the
extent that a natural person’s property may be entered and
certain items seized or taken in the investigation or
enforcement of the vacancy tax, the right to property is again
engaged.
The powers of an authorised officer include, under section 76
of the Taxation Administration Act, the power to seize a
document or thing where the officer has reason to believe or
suspect it is necessary to do so in order to prevent its
concealment, loss, destruction or alteration. Similarly,
section 83 of the Taxation Administration Act provides that
an authorised officer may seize a storage device and the
equipment necessary to access information on the device if
the officer believes, on reasonable grounds, that the storage
device contains information relevant to the administration of
a taxation law and it is not otherwise practicable to access the
information on the device.
However, the circumstances in which inspectors or authorised
persons are permitted to seize or take items or documents are
provided for by clear legislative provisions, and the powers
are strictly confined. The items that may be taken or seized
are relevant to and connected with enforcing compliance with
the vacancy tax. For instance, a magistrate may only issue a
search warrant if satisfied by evidence on oath or affidavit
that there are reasonable grounds for suspecting that there is,
or may be within the next 72 hours, a particular thing on the
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premises that may be relevant to the administration or
execution of a taxation law. Further, under section 77 of the
Taxation Administration Act, a document or thing may only
be searched for, seized or secured against interference if it is
described in the warrant issued by a magistrate.

amendments, the limitation of a foreign natural person’s
rights under section 8(3) is reasonable and justified in
accordance with section 7(2) of the charter. In my opinion,
the bill is compatible with the right to equality provided in
section 8(3) of the charter.

In my opinion, sections 76 and 83 of the Taxation
Administration Act, which will apply to the vacancy tax, do
not limit the right in section 20 of the charter because they are
sufficiently confined and structured, accessible and
formulated precisely such that any deprivation occurs in
accordance with the law.

Right to privacy: section 13(a)

Further, these provisions guard against any permanent
interference with property where no offence has been
committed. For example, the Taxation Administration Act
provides that reasonable steps must be taken to return a
document or thing that is seized if the reason for its seizure no
longer exists (section 84), and the document or thing seized
must be returned within the retention period of 60 days,
unless the retention period is extended by an order of the
Magistrates Court (section 85).
For the above reasons, in my opinion the provisions of the
bill are compatible with the right to property in section 20
of the charter.
Recognition and equality before the law — section 8(3)
Section 8(3) of the charter provides that every person is
equal before the law and is entitled to the equal protection
of the law without discrimination. Discrimination, under
section 6 of the Equal Opportunity Act 2010, includes
discrimination on the basis of race, which is defined to
include differentiation based on a person’s nationality or
national origin.
Collection of ‘reportable information’ and disclosure to
federal Commissioner of Taxation
Division 3 of part 6 of the bill amends the Taxation
Administration Act to authorise the commissioner of state
revenue to collect details relating to real property transfers
(i.e. ‘reportable information’) for the purpose of reporting that
information to the federal Commissioner of Taxation under
section 396-55 of the Taxation Administration Act 1953
(cth). ‘Reportable information’ includes personal details
relating to foreign natural persons who are transferees or
transferors. The federal commissioner requires this
information — some of which is not currently collected for
the purposes of the Victorian taxation laws — for the
administration of commonwealth tax and foreign acquisitions
laws.
The bill may therefore engage rights under section 8(3) to the
extent that the collection of reportable information pertains
specifically to foreign natural persons.
This information is sought for the administration and
enforcement of commonwealth taxes and laws relating to
foreign acquisitions. It is also relevant for the administration
and enforcement of existing Victorian taxes, namely the
foreign purchaser additional duty (imposed under the Duties
Act on foreign persons acquiring residential property). Such
differential treatment is therefore central to the purpose of
collecting reportable information specific to foreign persons.
In my view, there are no less restrictive means reasonably
available to achieve the purpose of the proposed

Section 13(a) of the charter provides that a person has the
right not to have his or her privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with.
This bill contains four initiatives that engage the right to
privacy to the extent that information being collected and/or
disclosed will include personal information.
The amendments to the Land Tax Act imposing the new
vacancy tax include an obligation, enforceable under
section 10 of the Taxation Administration Act, to notify
the commissioner of details needed for a proper
assessment of their liability (proposed new
section 34G). The commissioner and authorised tax
officers will also be able to utilise existing powers under
part 9 of the Taxation Administration Act to compel a
person to provide information and/or produce
documents or records (including personal information)
for the purposes of an investigation into a known or
suspected tax default.
The bill amends section 4(1) and (2) of the Taxation
Administration Act to enable part 6 of the Livestock
Diseases Control Act 1994 to become a taxation law
without qualification. Information on livestock duty
returns may thereby be used for the administration of
other taxation laws, thus permitting a taxpayer’s last
known contact details, for example, to be used for other
taxes payable by that person.
As noted above, a new division inserted in part 9 of the
Taxation Administration Act will enable the collection
and disclosure of ‘reportable information’ — which
includes details relating to foreign natural persons —
relating to real property transactions to the federal
Commissioner of Taxation pursuant to section 396-55 of
the Taxation Administration Act 1953 (cth).
A further amendment to part 9 authorises disclosures to
Victorian public sector bodies for the SRO’s own
data-verification purposes. The purpose of such a
disclosure will be to verify the accuracy or completeness
of the information held by the SRO.
While these measures provide for the collection and/or
disclosure of personal information, the collection, use,
retention and disclosure of such personal information will be
subject to and in accordance with the relevant provisions of
the relevant taxation laws and part 9 as amended of the
Taxation Administration Act. The existing secrecy provisions
in part 9 will apply to prohibit disclosure except for the
purposes and to the recipients expressly authorised in
section 92, which include for example a police officer,
various commonwealth, state and territory tax or law
enforcement agencies. Section 94 of the Taxation
Administration Act prohibits ‘secondary disclosure’, that is,
disclosure of any information provided under section 92,
unless it is for the purpose of enforcing a law or protecting
public revenue and the commissioner’s written consent is
provided. Further, section 95 provides that an authorised
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officer is not required to disclose or produce in court any such
information unless it is necessary for the purposes of the
administration of a taxation law, or to enable a person to
exercise a function imposed on the person by law.
Accordingly, to the extent that these investigation powers
could interfere with a person’s privacy, any interference
would not constitute an unlawful or arbitrary interference. For
these reasons, I am satisfied that the bill does not limit the
right to privacy under section 13.
Fair hearing — section 24(1)
Section 24 provides that a person charged with a criminal
offence or a party to a civil proceeding has the right to have
the charge or proceeding decided by a competent,
independent and impartial court or tribunal after a fair and
public hearing.
As noted above, the vacancy tax will be a form of land tax
under the Land Tax Act, and will thereby be administered
under the Taxation Administration Act.
The right to a fair hearing under section 24 is engaged to the
extent that the Taxation Administration Act limits the
jurisdiction of the Supreme Court or the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal from entertaining proceedings
involving a natural person in relation to the vacancy tax.
Clause 92 of the bill amends section 135 of the Taxation
Administration Act to provide that the bill intends sections 5,
12(4), 18(1), 96(2) and 100(4) of the Taxation Administration
Act to operate to alter or vary section 85 of the Constitution
Act 1975 in relation to the vacancy tax. These existing
provisions in the Taxation Administration Act limit the
jurisdiction of the Supreme Court and the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal, and it is the intention of this bill that
similar limitations should apply for the administration of the
vacancy tax.
To the extent that these provisions are used in vacancy tax
matters involving a natural person, the right to a fair hearing
under section 24(1) is engaged.
Sections 12(4) and 100(4) of the Taxation Administration Act
provide for non-reviewable decisions, defined in section 5 to
mean that no court has the jurisdiction or power to entertain
questions as to their validity or correctness. The reason for
limiting the jurisdiction of the courts in relation to a
compromise assessment under section 12(4) is that the
assessment has been issued by agreement between the
commissioner and the taxpayer as to the taxpayer’s liability.
The purpose of the section — to enable an assessment to be
made by agreement with the taxpayer rather than by the
commissioner alone — would not be achieved if the
compromise assessment ‘decision’ were reviewable.
Section 100 of the Taxation Administration Act provides the
commissioner with discretion to allow an objection to be
lodged out of time. This decision is non-reviewable to
provide finality in the administration of objections, so that
outstanding issues relating to assessments and decisions
referred to in section 96(1) can be concluded expeditiously.
Sections 96(2) and 18(1) of the Taxation Administration Act
combine to establish an exclusive code for the conduct of
objections, reviews, appeals and proceedings for recovery of
overpayments. Division 1 of part 10 of the Taxation
Administration Act establishes an exclusive code for dealing
with objections, and this division will also apply to the
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vacancy tax. The exclusive code establishes the rights of
objectors in a statutory framework and precludes any
collateral actions for judicial review of the commissioner’s
assessment or decision of a type referred to in section 96(1) of
the Taxation Administration Act. The objections and appeals
provisions of part 10 of the Taxation Administration Act
establish that review of matters amenable to objection under
section 96(1) is only to be undertaken in accordance with an
exclusive code identified in that part. The purpose of these
provisions would not be achieved if any question concerning
an assessment or decision referred to in section 96(1) was
subject to judicial review except such judicial review as
provided by division 2 of part 10 of the Taxation
Administration Act.
Similarly, section 18 of the Taxation Administration Act
provides that no proceedings may be taken in relation to a
claimed overpayment except as provided under part 4 of that
act. The purpose of the provisions is to give the commissioner
the opportunity to consider a refund application before any
collateral legal action can be taken. The purpose of these
provisions would not be achieved if the process established
under part 4 could be bypassed and proceedings commenced
outside the ambit of the Taxation Administration Act.
In this context, I am satisfied that, to the extent that limiting
the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court may limit a person’s
fair hearing rights as protected under section 24(1) of the
charter, any such limit would be demonstrably justified. The
classification of certain decisions under the Taxation
Administration Act as ‘non-reviewable’ is directly related to
the particular statutory purpose and context of those particular
decisions, and the exclusive code provided in the Taxation
Administration Act provides for objections, reviews and
appeals and proceedings relating to alleged overpayments, is
necessary for the efficient discharge of the commissioner’s
functions under the Taxation Administration Act, which will
now include the administration of the vacancy tax.
Presumption of innocence — section 25(1)
Section 25(1) of the charter provides that a person charged with
a criminal offence has the right to be presumed innocent until
proved guilty according to law. The right in section 25(1) is
engaged where a statutory provision shifts the burden of proof
onto an accused in a criminal proceeding, so that the accused is
required to prove matters to establish, or raise evidence to
suggest, that he or she is not guilty of an offence.
The presumption of innocence in section 25(1) is engaged
firstly, because the administration of the new vacancy tax
may involve the prosecution for offences in the Taxation Act
that shift the burden of proof onto the accused and secondly,
because the bill amends various offences prohibiting the
provision of false or misleading information to increase the
statutory maximum penalty and provide a defence of
reasonable excuse.
Application of existing offence provisions to the ‘vacancy tax’
and collection of ‘reportable information’
The right to be presumed innocent may also be considered
relevant to a number of existing offences under the Taxation
Administration Act that place an evidential burden on the
defendant, and that will apply to the vacancy tax and the
collection of ‘reportable information’ under the proposed new
division inserted in part 9 of the Taxation Administration Act
on enactment.
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As outlined above, section 73 of the Taxation Administration
Act empowers the commissioner to issue a written notice
requiring a person to provide information, produce a document
or thing, or give evidence. Section 73A provides that the
commissioner may certify to the Supreme Court that a person
has failed to comply with a requirement of a notice issued
under section 73. The Supreme Court may inquire into the case
and may order the person to comply with the requirement in the
notice. Section 73A(4) provides that a person who, without
reasonable excuse, fails to comply with an order of the
Supreme Court under s 73A(2), is guilty of an offence.
Section 88 of the Taxation Administration Act makes it an
offence for a person, without reasonable excuse, to refuse or
fail to comply with a requirement made or to answer a
question of an authorised officer asked in accordance with
sections 81 or 86 of the Taxation Administration Act.
Section 92 establishes a defence of reasonable compliance for
offences relating to the investigation powers of authorised tax
officers under part 9 of the Taxation Administration Act. It
provides that a person is not guilty of an offence if the court
hearing the charge is satisfied that the person could not, by
the exercise of reasonable diligence, have complied with the
requirement to which the charge relates, or that the person
complied with the requirement to the extent that he or she
was able to do so.
Although these provisions require a defendant to raise
evidence of a matter in order to rely on a defence, I am
satisfied that the provisions impose an evidential, rather than
legal burden. The defences and excuses provided relate to
matters within the knowledge of the defendant, which is
appropriate in circumstances where placing the onus on the
prosecution would involve the proof of a negative which
would be very difficult.
The right to be presumed innocent is also relevant to
section 130C of the Taxation Administration Act, which
establishes the criminal liability of an officer of a body
corporate for the failure to exercise due diligence in certain
circumstances. That section provides that if a body corporate
commits a specified offence, namely giving false or
misleading information to tax officers contrary to
section 57(1) or tax evasion contrary to section 61 of the
Taxation Administration Act, an officer of the body corporate
is also deemed to have committed the offence.
Section 130C(3) provides that it is a defence to a charge for
an officer of a body corporate to prove that he or she
exercised due diligence to prevent the commission of the
offence by the body corporate.
The defence in section 130C(3) of the Taxation
Administration Act imposes a legal burden on the defendant.
However, I am of the view that the imposition of a legal
burden to rely on the defence of due diligence is compatible
with the right to presumption of innocence in section 25(1) of
the charter, as any limit on the right will be reasonably
justified under section 7(2) of the charter. The provision
applies only to a narrow range of offences of dishonesty, and
only to officers of a body corporate as persons who carry on a
specific role and possess significant authority and influence
over the body corporate.
Further, a defence is available for the benefit of an accused to
escape liability where they have taken reasonable steps to
ensure compliance, in respect of what could otherwise be an
absolute or strict liability offence. Courts in other jurisdictions
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have held that the presumption of innocence may be subject
to limits particularly where, as here, the offence is of a
regulatory nature. Further, a defence is available for the
benefit of an accused to escape liability where they have
taken reasonable steps to ensure compliance, in respect of
what could otherwise be an absolute or strict liability offence.
The purpose of these provisions is to ensure compliance with
the taxation laws by deterring intentional acts of dishonesty.
A person who elects to undertake a position as officer of a
body corporate accepts that they will be subject to certain
requirements under the Taxation Administration Act, and will
be expected to be able to demonstrate their compliance with
these requirements. This includes the expectation that an
officer of a body corporate can demonstrate compliance with
a requirement to exercise due diligence to prevent the
commission of dishonesty offences by the body corporate.
Moreover, whether an officer of a body corporate has
exercised due diligence is a matter peculiarly within the
knowledge of that person. Such persons are best placed to
prove whether they exercised due diligence. Conversely, it
would be very difficult for the prosecution to prove the matter
in the negative.
Accordingly, I am of the view that section 130C(3) of the
Taxation Administration Act, as it will apply to the vacancy
tax or to the collection of reportable information, is
compatible with the charter’s right to the presumption of
innocence.
For the above reasons, I am satisfied that these provisions of
the Taxation Administration Act that will apply to the
vacancy tax and to the collection of reportable information,
do not limit the right to be presumed innocent in section 25(1)
of the charter.
Amendments to ‘false and misleading’ offence provisions
The bill amends the existing summary offences in the Duties
Act, the Taxation Administration Act and the Unclaimed
Money Act prohibiting the provision of false or misleading
information (or the omission of relevant information). A new
offence is also inserted in the Unclaimed Money Act to
address the provision of false or misleading information or
the omission of relevant information in claims made to the
registrar for amounts of unclaimed money. The provisions in
all three acts are standardised: current statutory maximum
penalties for individuals and bodies corporate are increased, a
defence of reasonable excuse is expressly provided and,
where a body corporate commits such an offence, an officer
of the body corporate may raise a defence of due diligence.
The false and misleading information offences in sections 24,
69D and 89O of the Duties Act and sections 52 and 57 of the
Taxation Administration Act support the proper use of an
online lodgement facility by which parties to real property
transfer may submit the required details to the SRO.
The insertion of the defence of ‘reasonable excuse’ does not
transfer the legal burden of proof from the prosecution to the
accused. Once the accused has adduced or pointed to some
evidence that would establish the excuse, the burden is on the
prosecution to prove — on the balance of probabilities — the
absence of the excuse raised, as well as each element(s) of the
offence (beyond reasonable doubt).
The matters that may form the basis of the defence of
reasonable excuse will be peculiarly within the accused’s
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knowledge. Furthermore, the burdens do not relate to
essential elements of the offences and are only imposed on
the accused to raise facts that support the existence of an
exception, defence or excuse.
These amendments will ensure that an accused person who
has a ‘reasonable excuse’ will escape liability for what would
otherwise be unlawful conduct. The provision of a reasonable
excuse defence operates as a protection against the strict
operation of these offence provisions. Therefore, the
amendments made by the bill to these provisions will not
limit the right to be presumed innocent until proved guilty
according to law.
To standardise the offences governing the criminal liability of
officers of a body corporate that commits a false or
misleading information offence, the bill removes a reverse
onus provision that currently applies to two such offences in
the Duties Act and provides instead a defence of due
diligence under section 130B of the Taxation Administration
Act. Section 130B of the Taxation Administration Act
provides that officers of a body corporate will be liable if the
body corporate commits an offence and they have failed to
exercise due diligence. Section 130B does not reverse the
onus of proof such that the accused must prove the defence
(that they exercised due diligence) on the balance of
probabilities.
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with the notice and any other requirements necessary to ensure
compliance. As an alternative to prosecution, if the
commissioner is satisfied that a person failed to comply with a
section 73 requirement without reasonable excuse, the
commissioner may, under section 73A, certify that failure to the
Supreme Court. The court may inquire and order the person to
comply with the requirement within a specified period.
Section 86 of the Taxation Administration Act similarly
provides that an authorised taxation officer may, in the
exercise a power of entry, require a person to give
information, produce or provide documents and things, and
give reasonable assistance, to the authorised officer. It is an
offence to fail to comply with a requirement made or to
answer a question under this section.
Section 87(1) limits the right to protection against
self-incrimination by providing that a person is not excused
from answering a question, providing information or
producing a document or thing on the ground that to do so
might tend to incriminate the person or make the person
liable to a penalty. Section 87(2) provides that, if a person
objects to answering a question, providing information or
producing a document or thing, the answer, information,
document or thing is not admissible in any criminal
proceeding other than proceedings for an offence against a
taxation law, or proceedings for an offence in the nature of
perjury.

Protection against self-incrimination — section 25(2)(k)
Section 25(2)(k) of the charter provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence is entitled not to be compelled to
testify against himself or herself or to confess guilt. The
Supreme Court has held that this right, as protected by the
charter, is at least as broad as the common law privilege
against self-incrimination. It applies to protect a charged
person against the admission in subsequent criminal
proceedings of incriminatory material obtained under
compulsion, regardless of whether the information was
obtained prior to or subsequent to the charge being laid. The
common law privilege includes an immunity against direct
and derivative use of compelled testimony.
The bill engages the privilege against self-incrimination to the
extent that the Taxation Administration Act, under which the
vacancy tax will be administered, contains investigative
powers (sections 73 and 86) that operate to limit the right of a
natural person to protection against self-incrimination. This
right is also engaged in respect of reportable information,
since the same investigative powers will apply to the
proposed new division inserted in part 9 of the Taxation
Administration Act.
Section 73 of the Taxation Administration Act provides the
commissioner and authorised tax officers with the power,
under a written notice, to compel a person, including a natural
person, to provide information, attend and give evidence
and/or the produce of specified documents and things in that
person’s custody or possession. Section 72 of the Taxation
Administration Act confines the powers under section 72 by
providing that it may be exercised ‘only for the purposes of a
taxation law’, which in the case of the vacancy tax, is the
Land Tax Act. In relation to reportable information, the
applicable taxation law is the Taxation Administration Act.
Failure to comply with a ‘section 73’ notice is a criminal
offence; additionally, where a person is convicted of an offence
under section 73, the court may order the person to comply

Given the commissioner’s reliance on information in the
possession or custody of the taxpayer for the correct
assessment of tax, I am satisfied that there are no less
restrictive means available to achieve the purpose of enabling
the administration of the vacancy tax. Similarly, given the
commissioner’s reliance on the taxpayer to provide reportable
information, I am satisfied that there are no less restrictive
means available to achieve the purpose of administering the
proposed new division inserted in part 9 of the Taxation
Administration Act.
In my view, section 87 of the Taxation Administration Act is
a reasonable limit on the right to protection against
self-incrimination under section 7(2) of the charter. The
ability of an authorised officer to require a person to give
information or answer questions is necessary for the proper
administration of the vacancy tax, and for the collection of
reportable information under the proposed new division
inserted in part 9 of the Taxation Administration Act. To this
end, I note that the information, answers or documents
obtained are only admissible in proceedings for an offence
relating to the proper administration of the vacancy tax or the
collection of reportable information, and section 87(2) of the
Taxation Administration Act otherwise preserves both the
direct use immunity and derivative use immunity.
With respect to the power of an authorised officer to require
the production of documents, I note that at common law, the
protection accorded to the compelled production of
pre-existing documents is considerably weaker than the
protection accorded to oral testimony or to documents
brought into existence to comply with a request for
information. This is particularly so in the context of tax
administration, where the commissioner relies on the
production of information contained in records or documents
in order to ensure the correct tax is imposed, and those
documents or records exist for the dominant purpose of
recording or evidencing facts relevant for taxation purposes.
In the context of tax administration, it is reasonable to expect
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persons to be subject to a duty to provide tax officers with
information, documents or records required for the purposes
of an investigation.
Further, it is desirable for there to be consistency in the
administration of the various laws that are subject to the
Taxation Administration Act, including, where applicable, the
exercise of powers under sections 73 and 86, and the
consequential limitations to the protection against
self-incrimination provided under section 87.
I therefore consider sections 73 and 87(2) of the Taxation
Administration Act are a reasonable limit on the right to
protection against self-incrimination, pursuant to section 7(2)
of the charter.
Accordingly, I consider that part 4 and division 3 of part 6 of
the bill are compatible with the right to protection against
self-incrimination in section 25(2)(k) of the charter.
Freedom of movement (section 12)
Section 12 of the charter provides that every person lawfully
within Victoria has the right to move freely within Victoria.
Vacancy tax — collection of reportable information —
exercise of investigative powers
As the vacancy tax will be administered under the Taxation
Administration Act, the administration of the vacancy tax
may involve the exercise of the investigative powers provided
in section 73 of the Taxation Administration Act. These
investigative powers may also be exercised in relation to the
collection of reportable information under the proposed new
division inserted in part 9 of the Taxation Administration Act.
Under section 73(5) the commissioner or an authorised tax
officer exercises their power to direct a natural person to
attend and give evidence in relation to that matter, a person’s
right to move freely within Victoria may be engaged.
Section 73(8) makes it an offence to refuse to comply with a
direction made under section 73(5). However, a person
required to attend and give evidence orally is to be paid
expenses in accordance with prescribed scale.
It is arguable that a person’s right to move freely within
Victoria may be engaged when the commissioner or an
authorised tax officer exercises their power under
section 73(5).
However, although the power to compel a person to attend a
particular place at a particular time technically limits that
person’ freedom to choose to be elsewhere at that time, this
differs qualitatively from the types of measures that Victorian
courts have regarded as engaging the right to freedom of
movement, such as restrictions placed on a person’s place of
residence, or ability to leave their residence, and police
powers to conduct a traffic stop.
To the extent that section 73 of the Taxation Administration
Act is capable of being considered to limit the right of
freedom of movement, I consider that any such limit is
demonstrably justified under section 7(2) of the charter, as the
commissioner’s power to compel a person’s attendance to
give evidence will in certain circumstances be essential to
obtain the information needed for the proper administration
of the vacancy tax, and for the collection of reportable
information.
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Marriage and domestic relationships exemption — Duties
Act
To the extent that the spousal exemption currently available
under section 43 of the Duties Act will only be applied to the
parties’ principal place of residence, it may be argued that a
person’s freedom of movement is engaged.
To the extent that the right is limited, I consider that any such
limitation is reasonable and justified because the amended
exemption will still apply to transfers involving the family
home, and will therefore not affect or inhibit a family’s
freedom to live in their chosen place of residence.
Protection of families and children — section 17
Marriage and domestic relationships exemption — Duties
Act
Under section 17 of the charter, families are recognised as a
fundamental group unit of society and are therefore entitled to
the state’s protection.
To the extent that this amendment will limit the spousal
exemption currently available under section 43 to the
principal place of residence of the parties only, it engages,
and arguably limits, section 17 of the charter.
The amendment ensures that the provision better reflects the
underlying public policy of the exemption, which is to
exempt the transfer of the family home between spouses and
domestic partners. The effect of the amendment is that the
exemption will no longer apply in relation to direct and
indirect transfers between spouses and domestic partners’
investment and commercial properties. The amended
provision will therefore continue operating as a safeguard in
respect of the family group unit. In my view, any limitation
placed on this right by amending the scope of the spousal
exemption is therefore reasonable and justifiable.
Tim Pallas, MP
Treasurer

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

Speech as follows, except for statement under
section 85(5) of the Constitution Act 1975,
incorporated into Hansard under standing orders:
I am pleased to introduce this bill which amends Victoria’s
taxation and valuation laws including the Duties Act 2000,
First Home Owner Grant Act 2000, Land Tax Act 2005,
Payroll Tax Act 2007, Taxation Administration Act 1997,
Unclaimed Money Act 2008, Planning and Environment Act
1987 and the Valuation of Land Act 1960.
This is an important bill for Victorians as it implements
various measures that will make buying a home in Victoria
easier by giving effect to vital elements of the government’s
‘Homes for Victorians’ strategy. The bill also delivers on a
range of budget initiatives guaranteeing that Victoria’s strong
economic position is maintained and it also makes minor
amendments to support the continuous improvement of
Victoria’s revenue laws.
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Homes for Victorians
We all know how difficult it is to purchase a home,
particularly for young Victorians, who are faced with ever
increasing house prices and the upfront costs associated with
buying a home, especially stamp duty. We also know that
first home buyers have to compete against investors, which is
made even more difficult by the Turnbull government’s tax
policies around negative gearing and capital gains tax, which
favour investors over home buyers. That is why this
government is committed to tackling housing affordability to
give every Victorian an opportunity to find a home. The
government’s ‘Homes for Victorians’ strategy takes a
coordinated approach that will make a difference by shifting
the balance back towards first home buyers and enabling
Victorians to enter the housing market.
This bill will abolish stamp duty for first-time buyers on
homes up to $600 000 and will provide stamp duty cuts on
homes valued up to $750 000. This measure alone will help
more than 25 000 people every year to purchase their first
home. At the same time, the First Home Owners Grant will
be doubled to $20 000 in regional Victoria, making it easier
for people to build a home and continue to live in their
communities. The government is committed to ensuring that
people in regional Victoria have the same opportunities as
everywhere else and these measures will deliver on that.
As part of the government’s strategy to re-balance the housing
market towards first home buyers, from 1 July 2017 the
off-the-plan stamp duty concession will only be available to
home buyers who intend to make the property their principal
place of residence, or to those that qualify for the first home
buyer stamp duty concession, which is also being introduced by
this bill. This measure will provide owner-occupiers and
genuine first home buyers a competitive advantage when
seeking to buy a home relative to investors, thus giving them
every opportunity to enter the housing market.
This bill will make necessary amendments to introduce a
vacant residential property tax to address the number of
properties being left empty across inner and middle suburbs
of Melbourne. Under the changes, owners who unreasonably
leave these properties vacant will instead be encouraged to
make them available for either purchase or rent.
Where a property has been left vacant for more than six
months in a calendar year, a rate of 1 per cent will be charged
on the property’s capital improved value. The vacant
residential property tax will target inner and middle areas of
Melbourne as these are the locations where issues of housing
affordability are most acute. Similar to land tax, liabilities will
be triggered on a calendar year basis beginning from
1 January 2018. By incentivising Melbourne’s current
housing stock to be put to its most efficient use, it will reduce
the pressure on house prices and rents and add to the
government’s overall housing affordability strategy.
The government recognises there are legitimate reasons why
some properties have been left unoccupied and sought
valuable input from industry stakeholders on the nature and
extent of the exemptions that will be required. Accordingly,
the bill provides a number of exemptions from the vacant
residential property tax, which includes exemptions for
holiday homes, city properties being occupied regularly for
work purposes, an exemption where a residence is being
renovated or rebuilt or where there has been a transfer of a
property. In addition, where a residential property qualifies
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for an exemption from general land tax, then the property will
not be liable to the vacant residential property tax.
I draw the members’ attention specifically to clause 92 of the
bill. This clause of the bill proposes to limit the jurisdiction of
the Supreme Court to ensure that the legislative regime under
the Taxation Administration Act 1997 applies to the vacant
residential property tax in the same way as it does in relation
to any other form of land tax. Accordingly, I will provide a
statement under section 85(5) of the Constitution Act 1975 of
the reasons for altering or varying that section by this bill.
Budget initiatives
This bill includes a number of measures that are part of the
Andrews Labor government’s third budget. These measures
will support Victorian businesses, better align some Victorian
taxing arrangements to create a fairer and more equitable tax
system in Victoria.
The Victorian government recognises the importance of
allowing businesses to grow and have a positive impact on
employment, especially in regional Victoria. As part of the
2016 state budget the Andrews government introduced a plan
to reduce the burden of regulation on small business, by
progressively raising the $550 000 payroll tax threshold by
$25 000 per year over four financial years to $650 000 in
2019–20. The Victorian government is bringing forward
these changes such that the threshold would reach $625 000
in 2017–18 and $650 000 in 2018–19.
Accordingly, in both 2017–18 and 2018–19, all businesses
with a payroll tax liability will benefit by these measures.
This initiative will support the development of new
businesses and the growth of existing ones by reducing the
financial and administrative burden of taxation for Victorian
businesses. For example, up to 1600 grouped businesses will
cease to be liable for payroll tax one year earlier. It also
reduces the number of small businesses that would otherwise
be required to register and pay payroll tax. By easing the
payroll tax burden on Victorian businesses, these measures
acknowledge the valuable role they play in the Victorian
economy by providing jobs and vital goods and services to
the community.
Regional Victorian businesses will now pay the lowest
payroll tax in the country. In an Australian first this bill will
also reduce the payroll tax rate paid by predominantly
regional Victorian businesses by 25 per cent to a rate of
3.65 per cent. This applies where at least 85 per cent of their
payroll goes to regional employees. This will encourage
regional employment opportunities building on the strong
regional employment growth already seen under the Andrews
Labor government. These payroll tax measures will apply
from 1 July 2017.
The government continues to be a strong supporter of the
Victorian agricultural sector and through this bill will deliver
even more benefits to regional Victoria by supporting our
farming communities through an exemption from insurance
duty on agricultural products. This will include insurance
covering different types of crops, livestock and for various
assets used as part of primary production activity. This
exemption from duty should reduce the disincentives to
insure against damage to crops, livestock and farming
equipment and provide financial savings to farmers through
reduced insurance premiums.
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This bill will also remove the stamp duty exemption for certain
transfers of property between spouses, closing a loophole that is
currently used for tax minimisation by investors.
This will limit the existing land transfer duty exemption for
transfers between spouses or domestic partners to a transfer
of the principal place of residence. Accordingly, the
exemption will no longer apply to transfers of interests
involving commercial and/or investment properties. The duty
exemption for transfers of property following a relationship
breakdown will continue to apply to all properties, including
investment and commercial properties.
This bill also means that new passenger vehicles will start
being charged the same duty rates as used passenger vehicles
from 1 July 2017. A small difference between the two duties
currently exists to encourage Victorians to buy new
locally-made cars. But despite the best efforts of state and
federal Labor governments to keep building cars in Victoria,
the federal Liberal government chased car manufacturers out
of the country, leaving no new cars being made in Victoria.
The realignment of the rates is consistent with the treatment
of new and used cars in other jurisdictions.
Through this bill, the Victorian government will centralise
Victoria’s valuation function with the valuer-general
Victoria and provide for valuations to be undertaken
annually. This decision will enhance Victoria’s valuation
and rating system and improve the efficiency, robustness
and cost effectiveness of rating authority valuations in
Victoria. This bill makes the necessary amendments to
make the Valuer-General the sole valuation authority that
will conduct general valuations of all lands.
General valuations are currently conducted biennially by local
councils or the Valuer-General and establish the value of
properties as at 1 January every second year. Supplementary
valuations are also completed during each cycle to account for
new properties and changes in the use of existing properties.
These valuations are used for the purposes of assessing council
rates, land tax and the fire services property levy. Undertaking
annual valuations will have the added benefit of smoothing out
the existing biennial increases in land tax for land owners. The
first annual revaluation under the new system will be
undertaken from 2019.
This bill also makes an important amendment to the First
Home Owner Grant by introducing an exemption for
Australian Defence Force personnel from the residency
requirement. Due to the nature of employment of defence force
personnel, there are instances where they may be unable to
fulfil the varied residency requirement due to a work
assignment. I would like to thank the member for Keysborough
and his constituent Mr Jonathan Ersch who brought this matter
to my attention. This is yet another example of Labor listening,
and getting on with the job.
General taxation amendments
This bill also makes a number of amendments aimed at
improving the general operation of Victoria’s revenue laws
by correcting technical or drafting defects, removing
anomalies and inconsistencies and addressing unintended
outcomes.
The State Revenue Office is moving towards a fully digital
environment which will require the conversion of numerous
paper forms used to collect property transfer information into
one online electronic form. This bill makes important
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amendments to the Duties Act 2000 to ensure this new
electronic form can be utilised for all property transactions. It
also updates provisions around providing false and
misleading information.
This bill also makes a number of other amendments to the
Duties Act 2000, including to the sub-sale provisions that
confirms their current operation and better aligns the
provisions with their underlying policy objective.
The amendments in this bill will confirm the existing policy
and practice that where a subsequent purchaser acquires only
a partial transfer right, duty will be payable on the respective
partial interests that are ultimately acquired. For example, if a
subsequent purchaser obtains a 25 per cent transfer right, duty
will be payable on that 25 per cent interest and on the first
purchaser’s remaining 75 per cent interest, thereby resulting
in a total of 100 per cent duty being payable.
The amendments in this bill also ensure that option
arrangements where additional consideration is given to
acquire a transfer right are also subject to duty. The bill also
makes other amendments to the sub-sale provisions to ensure
that a transfer cannot obtain multiple exemptions that result in
less than 100 per cent in duty being payable on the transfer.
These amendments will remove opportunities for
manipulation or avoidance of duty.
Currently any company or trust listed on an exchange of the
World Federation of Exchanges (WFE) gets the benefit of a
concessional rate of duty under the Victorian landholder
provisions when a relevant acquisition occurs. Recently, two
of the largest and most reputable exchanges in the world,
being the London Stock Exchange and New York Stock
Exchange, chose to cease their membership of the WFE. The
Victorian government acknowledges the importance of
providing certainty to businesses when making investment
decisions in Victoria. Accordingly, this bill makes
amendments that will recognise entities listed on the London
Stock Exchange and New York Stock Exchange as ‘listed
entities’ for the purposes of the landholder provisions.
Further, this bill will provide the ability for the commissioner
of state revenue to treat a company or trust as a public
landholder for the purposes of applying the concessional rate
if they are listed on an exchange that was previously a
member of the WFE and it is appropriate in the circumstances
to do so.
The bill also makes a number of important amendments to
the Taxation Administration Act 1997 (Taxation
Administration Act). In 2015, the commonwealth legislated
to require states and territories to provide data on all real
property transfers to the Australian Taxation Office (ATO)
from July 2017. Accordingly, this bill will amend the
Taxation Administration Act to enable the commissioner of
state revenue to collect the relevant additional information
which can then be provided to the federal Commissioner of
Taxation. The bill will provide express authority to the State
Revenue Office to be able to disclose bulk information for the
SRO’s own data-matching purposes. Recipients will be
prohibited from secondary disclosure of that data. The bill
also amends the Taxation Administration Act to enable the
commissioner of state revenue to use information obtained in
livestock duty returns for cross-matching with information
obtained through other revenue lines such as payroll tax and
land tax.
The metropolitan planning levy is a levy imposed when
making a leviable planning permit application, where the
estimated cost of the development exceeds the ‘threshold
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amount’. The threshold amount was set at $1 million for the
2015–16 financial year and is indexed by CPI each
subsequent financial year. In order to simplify administration
of the levy this bill includes an amendment to the Planning
and Environment Act 1987 to enable rounding of the indexed
threshold amount to the nearest $1000. For example, an
adjusted threshold amount of $1 033 966.03 would be
rounded to $1 034 000.
The passage of this bill will enable more Victorians to
purchase their first home by ensuring they get a competitive
advantage relative to property investors. Moreover, it is a bill
that gives effect to this government’s 2017 budget measures
including important payroll tax cuts that will support
Victorian businesses and Victorian jobs. Finally, this bill
ensures that Victoria’s tax system is modern, fair and
equitable.

Section 85(5) of the Constitution Act 1975
Mr PALLAS — I wish to make a statement under
section 85(5) of the Constitution Act 1975 of the
reasons for altering or varying that section by this bill.
Section 85 of the Constitution Act 1975 vests the
judicial power of Victoria in the Supreme Court and
requires a statement to be made when legislation that
directly or indirectly repeals, alters or varies the court’s
jurisdiction is introduced.
Clause 92 of the bill inserts a new subsection (7) into
section 135 of the Taxation Administration Act to
provide that it is the intention of sections 5, 12(4),
18(1), 96(2) and 100(4) of the Taxation Administration
Act, as those sections apply after the commencement of
clause 92, to alter or vary section 85 of the Constitution
Act 1975.
Part 4 of the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2017
amends the Land Tax Act 2005 to provide for a new
form of land tax, vacant residential land tax. Division 5
of part 7 of the bill makes consequential amendments
to the Taxation Administration Act to enable vacant
residential land tax, consistent with other forms of land
tax, to be administered under the Taxation
Administration Act and any regulations made under it.
The Supreme Court’s jurisdiction is altered to the
extent that the Taxation Administration Act provides
for certain non-reviewable decisions and establishes an
exclusive code that prevents proceedings concerning an
assessment or refund or recovery of tax being
commenced except as provided by it. It is desirable that
the legislative regime under the Taxation
Administration Act applies to vacant residential land
tax in the same way as it does in relation to any other
form of land tax. Accordingly, in order to ensure that
the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court is limited in
relation to vacant residential land tax in the same way
as it is in relation to other forms of land tax, it is
necessary to provide that it is the intention of this bill
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for the relevant provisions of the Taxation
Administration Act to apply in the administration of the
proposed tax, and for the jurisdiction of the Supreme
Court to be altered accordingly.
Section 5 of the Taxation Administration Act defines
the meaning of non-reviewable decision in relation to
that act, which will also apply to vacant residential land
tax. No court, including the Supreme Court, has
jurisdiction or power to entertain any question as to the
validity or correctness of a non-reviewable decision.
Section 12(4) of the Taxation Administration Act
provides that the making of a compromise assessment
is a non-reviewable decision. Similarly, section 100(4)
provides that a decision by the commissioner not to
permit an objection to be lodged out of time is a
non-reviewable decision. Decisions may be made under
section 12(4) or section 100(4) in relation to the
collection of vacant residential land tax.
Section 18(1) of the Taxation Administration Act
prevents proceedings being commenced in the Supreme
Court for the refund or recovery of a tax except as
provided in part 4 of that act. As vacant residential land
tax is a form of land tax for the purposes of
section 18(1), proceedings for its refund or recovery
would be similarly limited.
Section 96(2) of the Taxation Administration Act
prevents a court (including the Supreme Court)
considering any question concerning an assessment of a
tax except as provided by part 10 of that act. As vacant
residential land tax is a form of land tax for the
purposes of section 96(2), proceedings in relation to an
assessment of vacant residential land tax would be
similarly limited.
Accordingly, in order to ensure that the jurisdiction of
the Supreme Court is limited in relation to vacant
residential land tax in the same way as it is in relation to
other forms of land tax, it is necessary to provide that it
is the intention of sections 5, 12(4), 18(1), 96(2) and
100(4) of the Taxation Administration Act to alter or
vary section 85 of the Constitution Act 1975.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr M. O’BRIEN
(Malvern).
Debate adjourned until Tuesday, 23 May.
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APPROPRIATION (2017–2018) BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 2 May; motion of
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer).
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — You have to ask
yourself, ‘Why are we responding to this budget today,
a week after it was handed down, on federal budget
day?’. The Treasurer may have brought down a budget
with a red stripe across the front, but it should have
been brought down with a yellow streak down the spine
because this is a cowardly budget from a cowardly
Treasurer in a cowardly government. What other
government would think fit to deny the opposition, to
deny the Greens and to deny the Independents the
opportunity to respond to the budget in budget week?
This is a weak budget from a weak government too
afraid of scrutiny. It decided to deny us the opportunity
to debate this budget last week, to respond to this
budget last week and to ask questions. We heard the
Treasurer in question time today desperately saying,
‘Where are the questions to me?’. As soon as the
member for Prahran actually asked him one question
about the budget, he went to water — he had no idea.
He was a robot that had the wrong program put in
place. There was a meltdown. There was smoke
coming out of his head.
This is a cowardly budget from a government which
has got a lot to hide. It is anti-democratic. It does not
respect this chamber. It does not respect the people of
Victoria — and that is not just in the way it has dealt
with this budget but what it has put inside this budget.
This budget provides no cost-of-living relief for
ordinary Victorian families whatsoever. We have a
Treasurer who is boasting about the size of his
surplus — which, I should say, is less than what he
inherited — while he is jacking up taxes and charges
and making life harder for Victorians.
This government came to office with a very clear
promise, about the only thing it was very clear about
promising before the election. The now Premier of
Victoria was out there on the steps of Parliament the
night before the election, being interviewed by Peter
Mitchell from Channel 7 news, and it was very, very
clear. Mitchell asked him, and I quote:
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?
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And the man who is now the Premier of this state
looked down the barrel of that camera, he looked
Victorians in the eye, and he said:
I make that promise, Peter, to every single Victorian.

What an absolute lie. What an absolute fraud that has
proven to be on the people of this state, because this
Premier and this Treasurer have not increased or
introduced new taxes once or twice or three or four or
five times — they have done it 10 times. There are
10 new taxes and charges under this government, with
an eleventh to come. We have gone through the detail
and there, buried away in the fine print of budget
paper 5, is another new tax on the way, a point of
consumption wagering tax, so they will get to 11.
Before I return to taxes let me just address a matter,
because it is pressing to this side of the house and indeed
to some of the minor parties and crossbenchers. The
budget is supposed to be where a government is
accountable to the public for where the public’s money
is being spent. But when it comes to the member for
Melton, there is no accountability by this government.
Instead we get a grubby, secret backroom deal between
this Premier and the disgraced Labor member for
Melton: he gets to keep over $75 000 of rorted money —
or should I say, the public’s money that he rorted.
You have to ask yourself why this man, the Labor
member for Melton, is such a protected species. I think
I have an answer. This deal is all about protecting the
Premier from his own Labor MPs. Here is the deal: let
me off all that money from when I was living in
Wendouree but pretending to live in my electorate, or I
will quit and force a by-election. That is the threat,
because when Labor loses that by-election in a
heartland seat because of the disgust that the public will
show for the rorting and the neglect of the Labor Party
for that area, we all know what happens then. If Labor
loses a by-election in Melton or Tarneit, the Premier
will not last the week. He will be cut down faster than
you can say ‘special caucus meeting’. He will be gone.
Premier, it is time to stop putting your interests before
those of the public you swore to serve. It is time to stop
treating the member for Melton like he is a protected
species. Stop covering up for the rorting member for
Melton like he is the golden child. To paraphrase the
famous words of Monty Python, the member for
Melton is not the Messiah, he is a very rorty boy.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr M. OBRIEN — I appreciate the support from
my colleagues for that. Come for the economic
analysis, stay for the comedy. We have seen state taxes
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go up by over 22 per cent since Labor has occupied the
Treasury benches. That is $4 billion of extra tax burden
that Victorian families, Victorian households and
Victorian businesses are now facing. We have seen
land tax up 35 per cent, or $615 million, since the
election. Stamp duty is up $1.7 billion, or 39.4 per cent.
We have seen the fire services property levy up 11 per
cent, the growth areas infrastructure contribution up
127 per cent and the duty on vehicle registrations and
transfers up $210 million, or nearly 30 per cent, since
the election.
We often hear a lot of moral posturing from members
opposite, particularly from this Premier and this
Treasurer. The increased tax on new cars is not only a
clear broken promise and one that will hurt Victorian
families and hurt Victorian businesses — and the
Victorian Automobile Chamber of Commerce (VACC)
came out and attacked the Premier and the government
for breaking that promise, and I credit the VACC for
doing this in the papers last weekend — but this is
something which could potentially cost lives. This is a
government that talks about its commitment to its
Towards Zero road safety strategy, something that
should be a bipartisan issue, but we know that the
Transport Accident Commission has said there is a
direct link between the age of cars and the incidence of
serious injuries and deaths in road accidents.
So if you make it harder and you make it more
expensive for people to upgrade to a new car, and if
people are then forced to hold onto their older car for
that much longer, they are putting themselves at much
greater risk on the road. This is a government decision
that is not just a broken promise, not just hurting
families and hurting businesses, but a broken promise
which could put Victorians at serious risk of injury or
death. You can go to the Australasian New Car
Assessment Program figures, and again they will tell
you that there is a clear link between the age of vehicles
and vehicles involved in fatal crashes. Fatal crashes
will have a much older vehicle profile than other
vehicles on the road; they are more dangerous. By
singling out new cars for an extra tax slug in this
budget Labor is not just breaking a promise and making
life harder, but they are putting lives at risk, and they
should be absolutely condemned for that.
There are a few other little rorts in this budget. We see
that the government has moved to go to annual
valuation of land for land tax purposes. This was a
surprise to many people. It was a surprise to the City of
Greater Bendigo, which said in the Bendigo Advertiser,
that the valuation plan was a ‘surprise’. Councils are
very worried about what this means for them. But more
importantly people who pay land tax and people who
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pay council rates and people who pay the fire services
property levy, which is basically all of us, should all be
concerned about what this means. It means that
Victorians who pay land tax or rates or the fire services
property levy will be paying higher levels every single
year. It used to be that you would have a revaluation
year — rates would go up — and then you would get a
year’s breathing space. You do not get breathing space
anymore under Labor. You pay higher taxes every
single year with these annual revaluations. This is just
another sneaky little tax rort to increase the level of tax
that Victorians have to pay so that the government can
spend it on its own projects.
When you look at some of these infrastructure projects
that the government claims to be spending this money
on, you do have to ask some serious questions. I have
got here an old document, which Labor members might
forget but were very keen to wave around at the time,
called Project 10 000. Remember that? Project 10 000
had all their programs for government and all their
costings. They had a project for the Melbourne Metro
rail, which was going to cost $9 billion according to
this plan. Now we see an article in the Herald Sun of
8 May headed ‘Metro tunnel costs surge’ saying:
The cost of Melbourne’s Metro rail tunnel has surged to
$11.03 billion.

To actually miss your target not just by a few per cent,
not just by a few million dollars but by over $2 billion,
to get the numbers so wrong that you have had a cost
blowout of over $2 billion is just extraordinary. This is
a Labor Party government that cannot manage major
projects, that cannot manage money, and despite
having blown out that cost there is no guarantee it will
not get even worse.
The other part of Project 10 000 which I will refer to
today is of course the level crossing removal program.
Labor said, ‘This is going to be fully funded by the
proceeds from the lease of the port of Melbourne’, and
they said the estimated cost was $5 billion to $6 billion.
Parking to one side the fact that it is going to blow out
beyond that, thanks to the former government and the
structure it had set up the Labor government actually
had a significant windfall of $9.7 billion on the lease of
the port of Melbourne. So that more than pays for all
the level crossing removals. Yet when the government
was trying to explain to Victorians why it has put debt
up by so much in this budget — and I will come to the
amounts in a minute — all the government could say is,
‘Look, we’re really bringing forward a lot of
infrastructure. We’re bringing forward infrastructure
that wouldn’t have otherwise been done’.
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What was the main item of infrastructure the
government relied on to say, ‘This is why we’re jacking
up debt’?. It was level crossing removals. The
government having said, ‘Level crossings — the whole
lot will cost $5 billion to $6 billion’, having secured
over $9 billion, closer to $10 billion from the lease of
the port of Melbourne, then said, ‘We can’t afford to
actually pay for those out of the port of Melbourne
proceeds. We have to rack up debt’. What is this
government actually spending money on? With the
north-east link they tried $35 million in planning
money last year. They upped it to $100 million in
planning money this year. Where is the money to
actually build it? It is absolutely nowhere to be seen.
We have got the regional rail rort, where the Premier
said, ‘There’s $1.45 billion of shiny new railway for
regional Victoria. What a great promise. It’s a very
important thing. I’m committed to this, except I’m not
going to pay for it’. His idea is to say, ‘I’ve got a wish
list and I’m going to send the bill to Malcolm, and if
Malcolm doesn’t pay for it, then that’s Malcolm fault’.
That is not a promise. That is not a commitment. How
that even got into the budget papers is beyond me. I
have got to ask: has Treasury completely given up
trying to hold the government accountable? Have they
absolutely given up? We know that Treasury were
caught out and embarrassed when this Treasurer tried
to claim the east–west link money and put it in the
surplus, and the Auditor-General blew the whistle and
said, ‘Sorry Sunshine, you put Victoria into deficit’. So
we know that Treasury has been bullied by this
government in the past, and as somebody who used to
be the relevant minister, I am very sorry to see that
again Treasury looks like it is allowing the Labor
Party’s political commitments to be put into budget
papers rather than anything where accounting standards
should allow it to be. So regional Victoria gets nothing
because $1.45 billion for regional rail is all dependent
on Malcolm Turnbull paying for it.
Mr Hodgett — Next thing he’ll be saying he’s
going to build a wall.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — Indeed, member for Croydon.
In fact I got into trouble the other day because at a press
conference I said that the Premier was channelling
Donald Trump when he said that he was going to build
a beautiful railway line and Canberra was going to pay
for it. I did get an email that night when that appeared
on the TV, and it was from Prahran, so I thought,
‘Marginal seat. I better have a read of this’. Somebody
was very upset. Writing on behalf of their wife, they
said they thought I was very unfair comparing the
Premier to Donald Trump — Donald Trump actually
gets things done — and how dare I attack the President
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of the United States! I was admonished, and I wrote
back apologising for daring to compare Donald Trump
to the Premier.
This is really a budget where you have to say taxes are
up massively on top of the surpluses Labor inherited
from us. They have also had the wind blowing at their
backs. GST receipts are up $13 billion over the four
years compared to what we had in our term of
government, so they have got all this extra GST money.
You have put taxes up by $4 billion. You have had
$9.7 billion for the lease of the port of Melbourne. You
would think that is going to have to come down, would
you not? Would not debt have to fall? But no, debt is
blowing out by $10 billion. This is making the Cain
and Kirner governments look like responsible
managers.
Mr Walsh — It’s a big call.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — It is a big call, Leader of The
Nationals, but I am just about prepared to make it
because this is just extraordinary.
How you could actually have so much money with so
little to show for it is beyond me, but that is what
Victorians know from this budget and from this
government. They know they are paying more than
ever but they are getting less and less. There is less and
less to show for it. Even when this Treasurer is offered
a free kick he will not even take the opportunity.
The federal Treasurer recently came out and said that
he wanted to undertake an inquiry into the GST. There
have been some issues with the GST that Victorians
have had legitimate concerns about for many years.
One example is that we have a much higher proportion
of non-English-speaking migrants coming to Victoria
than other states. To me, that is a positive thing for us
and it has been part of our multicultural mix, but there
is also no doubt that having that larger proportion does
put greater pressure on government services to service
that element of the community. We have been arguing
for years that the GST distribution formula should
account for that and should give us a little bit extra on
that basis. Here was the perfect chance for the
Treasurer to argue that case. Instead, as soon as the
federal Treasurer announced this inquiry he came out
and bagged it. The headline read: ‘Victoria, SA
suspicious of GST inquiry’.
I have never seen a Treasurer who is more interested in
scoring a point at the expense of achieving a goal. He is
more interested in the day-to-day politics and having a
whack at the federal government than actually achieving
outcomes for Victoria. This is a budget that has really let
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Victorians down badly. Look at law and order: I am
happy to say that we support significant investment in
preventing family violence, but for all of the
government’s rhetoric about wanting to make it a
bipartisan issue, every time the government raises it, it is
to attack us. If the government was serious about it being
a bipartisan issue, it would treat it as a bipartisan issue.
The shadow Minister for the Prevention of Family
Violence, Georgie Crozier, has rightly asked questions
about whether some of the money that is being
allocated in the budget could not be better used to more
directly help victims of family violence. That is
something which people of good conscience should be
able to discuss, question and debate — but no. This
government wants to shut down any discussion of
where the investments in family violence are going. I
think that is the wrong way to go. This government
does itself and it does those who care about the issue —
which is all Victorians, as far as I am concerned — no
favours by trying to politicise the issue and shut down
debate on it.
This is a budget which is, as I said, the denouement of
Labor’s broken tax promises. We got up to 10 and have
another one on the way. Let us go through them so that
they are on the parliamentary record. Having promised
no new taxes and no tax increases, let us look at what
the Premier did. There was the energy tax on brown
coal, where he tripled the royalties on brown coal. He
did it in the budget last year, and we warned him at the
time. We said, ‘This will send generators to the
wall’ — but no, the Premier knows better. Does he not?
The Premier knows better. Well, lo and behold, what
happened? Hazelwood in just the last 12 months has
closed down. Hundreds of workers are out of a job. The
local pub is now closing down as a direct result of that
as well. It is having ripple effects right throughout the
community, and Labor says, ‘We’ll put some money
back into the valley’.
Mr Northe — It’s not their money; it’s the
generators’ money.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — Correct. Labor has caused the
problem, taxed Hazelwood out of business, taxed those
workers out of a job and now wants to come up with
the ambulance and say, ‘We’ll fix your problems’, but
all they have done is employ highly paid Labor Party
bureaucrats. Unless you are the former president of the
local Labor Party branch in the Latrobe Valley, they are
not interested in finding a job for you — only for Labor
mates. So that is number one: the tripling of the brown
coal royalty.
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They have got the new $2 tax on every taxi and Uber
fare. Imagine people who might want to get out and
about — again, people who maybe do not want to drive
because they want to have a drink. ‘Let’s make it
harder for them. Let’s discourage them from doing the
safe thing. Let’s whack a $2 tax on them each way’.
What about the pensioner who needs to go down to the
doctor? You have effectively introduced a
$4 co-payment for a visit to a GP. That is what Labor
has done. This $2 tax each way — $2 extra to go down
to the doctor and $2 extra to get home — is a
$4 co-payment, thanks to Labor. There is the new land
tax surcharge for absentee owners, which was
introduced in their first budget and then increased in
their second budget. There is the stamp duty surcharge
for foreign property purchases introduced in their first
budget and then increased in their second budget. The
fire services property levy has been hiked under this
government. There is the new 1 per cent increase in
stamp duty on new cars.
There is also a new stamp duty for off-the-plan
purchases. If you are wanting to buy an apartment off
the plan and you are not planning to live in it yourself
straightaway, all of a sudden you now cop a huge
stamp duty impost. Speaking to people in the property
market, they say that this will mean that fewer
developments will get off the ground because a lot of
property developments need to be presold before the
banks will finance them. You need 60 to 70 per cent or
more of the potential apartments sold before the banks
will lend. By saying to everyone except
owner-occupiers, ‘You miss out; you have got to pay
extra stamp duty’, what the government is doing is
reducing the number of people willing to buy early.
That means that these projects will not get off the
ground. That means fewer jobs and less supply, and
just in case Labor does not understand this: when you
reduce supply in an area of high demand, prices go up.
So this will actually have the opposite effect to what the
government intends.
There is a new stamp duty on property transfers
between spouses. Labor would have you believe that
this is about clamping down on some sort of tax dodge.
I tell you: I have spoken to accountants. They say that
the people who most use this current exemption are
small business people or people wanting to establish a
small business. It might be a tradie like a plumber who
has been working for someone else and wants to strike
out on their own and set up their own plumbing
business. They might have a holiday unit or they might
have one investment unit, and in order to try and
protect that investment or protect that holiday
apartment they say, ‘I’ll transfer that to my partner so
that it’s in his or her name instead of my name because
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I’m setting up this new business, otherwise all of my
assets will be exposed’. What the government is saying
now is: ‘Sorry, you can’t do that without paying a huge
amount of stamp duty’. Basically, if you have ever
thought about setting up your own business, forget
about it, because Labor is not interested in small
business people. Labor is not interested in people
wanting to have a go. No, it is more important for the
Treasurer to clip the ticket and get more stamp duty out
of you than it is to let you have a go, set up your own
business and help grow this state.
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Mr M. O’BRIEN — As the member for
Sandringham points out, we heard a lot about the West
Heidelberg police station. Speaker, I see that little smile
across your lips; you know we heard a lot about the
West Heidelberg police station, but it has gone very
quiet over the last two and a half years, has it not? It has
gone very quiet now.
There have been a lot of promises in this budget but so
little delivery. Not only has this government increased
taxes and charges, but we are seeing the effects of what
Labor has done. In just the last quarter — the March
2017 quarter — gas and electricity bills are up nearly
8 per cent in Melbourne. St Vincent de Paul says the
forced closure of Hazelwood will increase energy
power bills by $300 this year. This is what we see time
and time again from this government.

I have already mentioned the new annual property
valuations to increase land tax. Then of course there is
the new vacant home tax. I look forward to seeing the
detail in this particular bill about what this vacant home
tax is. Labor wants to have us believe that it is all about
rich foreign investors who leave properties empty. I
think this is probably going to affect farmers who might
have a unit in Melbourne, because if you do not occupy
it every six months, all of a sudden you have got to pay
a huge annual levy on it. You might be a farmer up in
Mildura or somewhere like that and you might have a
small unit down here that you get to occasionally,
maybe to come down to see a footy match or to see the
grandkids in a school play or to come down to get some
specialist medical treatment. However, Labor knows
how you should use your property better than you do,
so if you are not in that property every six months, they
are going to hit you with a huge new tax — a huge new
tax because you dare to own a bit of property and are
not using it in the way the Premier wants you to use it.

Labor does not just sit by and watch while bad things
happen to Victorians. Labor makes it happen. Labor did
not have to tax Hazelwood out of business, but it did,
and now power bills are going up as a result and there
is no cost-of-living relief in this budget. When it comes
to crime waves, this was not a government that sat back
and did nothing. They came to office promising no new
police, and that is what they have delivered so far. They
weakened bail laws — they weakened juvenile bail
laws. They stripped police of public order powers.
Again this is not a government that just watches while
bad things happen; it contributes to it. They make it
happen, and that is why this has been such an appalling
budget from this government.

That is 10 new taxes, and there is another one on the
way with the so-called point-of-consumption wagering
tax, so we will see another hit, another way of getting
money out of Victorians.

We are seeing a blowout in taxes, a blowout in debt.
How a government could have so much money rolling
in with so little infrastructure to show for it and still
blow out debt by $10 billion is just extraordinary.

With talk about law and order and the crisis we have
got in this state — the crime tsunami that we are
experiencing here in Victoria — you would have
thought that the government would have done a bit
more in the budget. They announced too late, too little,
some new police late last year. You would have
thought there would have been something extra in this
budget to actually deal with the crisis they have created,
but no, there is not. Having let the Parkville detention
centre get absolutely trashed — apparently they could
not get enough pizzas, ice cream and soft drink to keep
them happy so they trashed the place — we are now
getting a new detention centre, but apart from that is
there any money to reopen any of the police stations
that closed on Labor’s watch? No, not at all.

In conclusion let me make this point. A third budget is
the equivalent of the premiership quarter in football; it
is supposed to be where the team on the field really
steps up and really demonstrates that it is serious about
taking control of the game. This was the one chance
this government had to reset the clock from its two
years of failures, to show that it was going to actually
not just talk about infrastructure but deliver it, not just
talk about cost-of-living relief for families but deliver
it, not just talk about tackling the crime wave it helped
bring about but actually do something about it, and in
all that we have seen nothing. This has been an empty
budget from a hollow treasurer. This has been a budget
in which the government has not just blown its
promises but has blown its chance to re-establish faith
with Victorians as a result.

Mr Thompson — What about West Heidelberg
police station?
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The only positive thing you can say about this budget is
that Victorians only have to endure one more of them
before the next election when they have the chance to
return Victoria back to good management under a
Guy-Walsh coalition government.
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — I am
proud to speak on the Appropriation (2017–2018) Bill
2017. In following the shadow Treasurer, he is a
shadow Treasurer who in the week following the
budget cannot get a question up in question time. There
has not been one question on the budget from the
shadow Treasurer.
He made a contribution on infrastructure and on debt.
On infrastructure, in this budget in 2017–18, there is
$10.1 billion in infrastructure — $9.6 billion over the
forward estimates. In terms of debt, debt levels are less
than those that we inherited from the Liberal-Nationals
coalition government, less as a percentage of gross state
product than that which we inherited from those
opposite. These are very strong budget
fundamentals — a strong budget surplus, debt less than
that which we inherited and an infrastructure program
that is the largest this state has ever seen.
In my contribution I would like to focus on my
portfolio areas of education and emergency services. In
schools we are continuing to invest in bricks and
mortar, as well as in our teachers and our students. This
budget includes $685 million for school infrastructure.
We know that a great education starts with a great
school, and that is why we are building and upgrading
even more schools to give our Victorian students the
best start in life.
I was listening carefully and I note that not once did the
shadow Treasurer mention the words education or
schools, and that is no surprise because when they are in
government they cut funding to education and when they
are out of government they do not talk about it at all.
Under our budget a funding boost of $685 million in this
year’s budget means a further 13 new schools, three new
early childhood centres and scores of schools getting
upgrades and new buildings. This year’s continued
funding in the bricks and mortar of the education state
follows the unprecedented investment of $1.8 billion in
school infrastructure announced in our last two budgets.
With Victoria’s population continuing to boom, this year
we are investing a further $265 million to plan, acquire
land for and build new schools.
It will also be easier for families to send their kids to
kinder because we are putting $10 million towards
planning and building three new early childhood
centres across Victoria. The $195 million to upgrade
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and modernise means that students at 59 rural and
regional schools and 49 metropolitan schools will have
the facilities that they deserve, and that continues our
investment and focus on ensuring that rural and
regional kids get as much if not more out of the
education funding pie than students in metropolitan
Melbourne, and they need that.
Students at six special schools will benefit from
upgrades thanks to a further $44.4 million investment.
Schools with increasing enrolments will be able to meet
immediate demand thanks to $75 million for new
relocatable classrooms. This huge investment in our
schools and kids brings the state government’s
investment in school infrastructure to $2.5 billion and
means 56 new schools are now in the pipeline. We
have already opened 10 of those 56 new schools.
Mr Walsh interjected.
Mr MERLINO — I will come to that. I have seen a
lot of commentary from members opposite over recent
days about why some schools did not receive funding.
Let us be very clear about this. The coalition left us
with an unprecedented backlog of schools in poor
condition. The average funding for school
infrastructure under those opposite was a dismal
$203 million in their first three budgets. Compare that
to our first three budgets — an investment of
$843 million; $843 million on average is a hell of a lot
bigger than $200 million.
When we were elected, there were more than
400 schools across the state in poor condition. Our
government is methodically working through this
backlog. But it is not just this backlog of schools that
are in need of urgent upgrades; it is also meeting and
addressing the demand. I have said many times: we
need to accommodate 90 000 additional students over
the next five years. When you look at our total capital
program — looking at the last three budgets and what
we inherited — there is capacity now for 70 000
additional students. We are meeting the enrolment
pressures and we are addressing the backlog of schools
in poor condition.
When you have well over 1500 government schools
across Victoria there will be some schools that will be
disappointed that they are not in this year’s budget, but
I promise those schools — I promise schools right
across Victoria — that we are methodically working
through every single need for schools across Victoria.
You cannot do it all in one budget; you need sustained,
significant investment budget after budget after budget,
and that is exactly what the Andrews Labor
government is delivering.
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But schools are far more than bricks and mortar, as
you would know, Acting Speaker Kilkenny. The true
spirit of a school is in its teachers, its students and its
school community. That is why in this budget the
Andrews Labor government has invested over
$450 million in additional funding to our schools,
maintaining our track record of significant and
continued investment in building the education state,
and ensuring that each and every student, no matter
what their postcode, is supported.
Again, as I mentioned earlier in question time, we are
meeting in full our obligations under the original
Gonski national agreement. Each and every year of this
government — 2015, 2016, 2017 and 2018 — we are
meeting our obligations for that needs-based funding.
We made this commitment on the same day the
Turnbull government announced that they were
delivering for Victorian students — Victorian schools,
government schools, Catholic schools, independent
schools — a massive shortfall of $630 million.
This is not just a line item in a budget; it makes a huge
difference in the classroom. This needs-based funding
would deliver additional teachers, literacy support for
kids falling behind, numeracy experts, psychologists
and speech pathologists. This funding is an investment
in the future of our children. The Liberal Party — those
opposite and their mates in Canberra — should be
ashamed of themselves. I mentioned that it is all about
the kids.
It is not just government schools that those opposite
care little about; it is also the local Catholic parish
primary school. Every parish primary school under
Malcolm Turnbull’s plan will be forced to increase fees
for those parents who choose to send their children to
local Catholic primary schools or regional Catholic
secondary schools. So I would say to the shadow
Treasurer and to members opposite that they should
speak with their Catholic schools. They should speak
with their government schools. They should talk to
them about the funding that has been cut courtesy of
the Turnbull government.
In addition to this we have invested in a broad range of
initiatives aimed at supporting students. There is
$9.2 million to support swimming in schools as part of
the Victorian curriculum. We made it a compulsory
part of the curriculum. We have listened to government
and Catholic schools in this budget. We are providing
funding to those schools so they can support and fund
their swimming programs. There is $7.8 million to
extend the successful navigator student re-engagement
pilot to an additional 1700 students who are risk of
dropping out of education. There is $1.7 million to
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expand student mentoring to a further 800 students.
There is $5.7 million more for schools to better enable
them to accept late student enrolments. Again, we are
looking at ways that we can keep kids engaged in
education, because it makes a difference for their entire
lives. If we can keep them at school right through
year 12 it makes a difference socially, financially and in
terms of their health for the rest of their lives.
In terms of IT, there is a great focus on providing IT
support, internet access and bandwidth, with almost
$68 million for better IT support for schools and
students. Importantly for rural and regional schools,
there is $16.4 million to increase bandwidth and digital
connectivity, lifting them up to the same speeds as their
metropolitan counterparts. This is a good investment.
On the rare occasion those opposite talk about
education they exclaim about the need to invest in the
basics. But what did they do when they were in
government? They ripped $1 billion out of the
education system. We are doing the very opposite. We
are working with our teachers, reaching an enterprise
bargaining agreement (EBA) settlement for the first
time in 20 years without industrial action. The EBA
means not only a fair outcome in terms of wages and
entitlements, but 3000 additional learning specialists
across the system. These are leaders who do not want
to go down the path of assistant principal to principal;
they want to be leaders and stay in the classroom,
coaching their colleagues — 3000 across the system.
There are 2500 contract teachers and 5000 support staff
who will move from uncertain employment to ongoing
permanent positions, making a massive difference in
their lives and the lives of their families.
Principals are rewarded for their leadership, as are
support staff, who are so often the heart and soul of our
schools, allowing teachers time out of the classroom to
focus on professional development and planning,
collaboration, peer review and working with each other.
We know the single most important thing we can do to
improve student outcomes is to improve the quality of
teaching. We have turnaround teams, executive
principals and two leading teachers working with more
than 300 struggling schools coaching and embedding
practice to improve student outcomes. We have highly
capable executive principals working in hard-to-staff
schools. The list goes on, but time does not allow me to
talk any further about education.
In emergency services there is $112 million to upgrade
facilities and invest in new equipment and training for
emergency services across the state. This is a
significant investment in our state emergency services,
a service that has been neglected for far too long.
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Victoria State Emergency Service has not received any
additional capital funding for five years, but this year
we are investing $34.3 million for new trucks, boats
and trailers; and modernising buildings, including
$2.8 million for the Chelsea and Broadmeadows
depots. We are building new units at Caroline
Springs-Plumpton, Clyde, Craigieburn North,
Cranbourne, Officer and Point Cook.
What is important in government, what is important in
politics, is not what you promise, not what you say you
will do, but what you deliver when you have the
privilege of serving on the government benches. Those
opposite delivered nothing for Emerald State
Emergency Service (SES) when they were in
government for four years. This is one of the busiest
SES units in the state. They delivered nothing —
Mr T. Bull — Acting Speaker, I direct your
attention to the state of the house.
Quorum formed.
Mr MERLINO — We will rebuild Emerald SES.
Those opposite did nothing in the four years they were
on the government benches. Then they made promises.
But what is important for the volunteers at Emerald —
who service my electorate and the broader community
in the Yarra Ranges, one of the busiest in the state — is
what you deliver when you have the opportunity.
In the 20 seconds remaining to me, as a local member, I
will mention Monbulk College, Upwey High, a
fantastic park at Olinda, new playgrounds and a second
oval for the hilltop communities and our local sporting
clubs. This is a great outcome locally and a wonderful
budget for education and emergency services.
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — I rise to make my
contribution on the budget. Before the Deputy Premier
and Minister for Education leaves, I might actually
remind him to have a look budget paper 3, page 59,
where he talks about his record investment in
education. If you actually look at it, there has been an
$87 million reduction in rural and regional school
upgrades. So despite what the minister was just saying,
there is actually an $87 million cut in rural and regional
school upgrades.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr WALSH — It is not wrong; it is there in black
and white. That is why he did not come back to answer
where the money is for Echuca Specialist School, or
where the money is for the Kyabram P–12, or where
the money is for the Swan Hill secondary school,
because it has actually been cut out of the budget —
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$87 million cut out of the rural and regional schools
upgrade program.
So this budget taxes Victorians more than ever, but
they are actually getting less than ever. Particularly if
you are a country Victorian, you are getting less than
less. I think in some ways the Labor Party — the
Andrews government — have stopped even trying to
pretend that they are going to govern for all of Victoria.
They are actually not doing that at all. They are only
governing for their union mates.
Like the Treasurer, can I bring the members of the
house back to election eve on 28 November 2014. The
then Leader of the Opposition, now Premier, stood in
front of the television cameras and was asked the
question:
Daniel Andrews, 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?

As we know, that was a blatant lie. It was a blatant lie
to all Victorians that they would not increase taxes and
would not introduce new taxes. As has already been
said, we have had the coal tax — $253 million in extra
taxes on the coal industry. The coal tax has tripled.
What has that done to Victorians? It has forced up
household power bills. It has increased cost-of-living
pressures on all Victorians. It has forced up power
prices for businesses. There are many food processing
businesses I have spoken to who have power prices
increasing by something like 25 per cent — a 25 per
cent increase in their power prices.
We have got the Uber tax — $2 on every taxi ride
whether you live in Melbourne or whether you live in
the country. So every pensioner, every person in a
country town that has not got public transport, that
needs to go to the doctor or the supermarket to go
shopping is going to pay $4 more. When I talk to the
taxi operators in my electorate, they say the miserable,
mean compensation they will get out of this program
will be raised in less than 12 months. So after that we
will actually be raising $2 a trip, or $4 a round trip, tax
to send money to Melbourne to pay for this
government’s stuff-ups around that particular issue.
Particularly for river towns, where there are taxis on
both sides of the river, with New South Wales licences
on one side and Victorian licences on the other side,
who pays and who does not pay? Do you pay on a New
South Wales trip or do you not pay on a New South
Wales trip? All those things have not been resolved,
and the taxi operators are not happy about that at all. It
is just a straight tax on country Victorians, and
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particularly a tax on those who can least afford it, to
pay for the Premier’s policy here in Melbourne.

improve freight efficiency here there is $58 million
sitting in the budget.

We have the fire services levy up again just to pay for
the United Firefighters Union (UFU) demands in this
state. If you talk about the UFU or you talk about the
Country Fire Authority, which is funded out of that fire
services levy, we have a government that has
absolutely trashed one of the best volunteer firefighter
services anywhere in the world. It has been trashed by
this government.

The doozy of all the capital projects is the Echuca
bridge — $51 million of federal money has just
disappeared out of the budget. A total of $51 million of
federal money has just gone — poof! — out of the
budget. In 2014 $96 million was in there from the then
Victorian government, and $97 million was put into the
budget by the commonwealth earlier this year. When
you look at the budget papers, $51 million of that
money has disappeared. It is in Victoria’s bank. It is
sitting in consolidated revenue. It is propping up the
surplus here in Victoria.

There are increased taxes on buying a new car. Country
Victorians rely on their cars, they rely on their utes,
they rely on their vehicles, and we have increased taxes
on them. There has been something like $4 billion in
extra taxes since we had the Premier promise he would
not increase taxes over the life of this government. The
only thing rising faster than the crime rate here in
Victoria is the tax rate. Crime in this state is up 20.2 per
cent since the election. The tax take is up 22.2 per cent.
If I go to the community of Kyabram, one of the
communities in my electorate, the crime rate is up
55 per cent over the last two years. The people in
Kyabram are paying the 20.2 per cent increase in taxes,
but they are not actually getting any additional police
into that community. They are paying the extra 22.2 per
cent increase in taxes, but there is not any money in the
state budget for investment in capital for the Kyabram
P–12 building that was pulled down because it was
riddled with white ants. Even though the Minister for
Education says there has been investment, if you look
at the budget papers, there has been an $87 million
reduction in investment in schools in country Victoria.
If you go to the budget papers, there is proof that the
government cannot manage major projects.
The Murray Basin rail project, an upgrade and
standardisation of the freight lines in northern Victoria
to the ports of Portland, Geelong and Melbourne was
actually funded in the May 2014 budget. Work to
standardise those lines has still not started. That was a
game changing project for that part of Victoria. It has
been three years since it was funded, and we are still
waiting for something to happen on that.
If you go to that same budget, the 2014–15 budget,
there was the port rail shuttle project. It included
$58 million to build a rail shuttle into the port. It has
still not started. That project was there to get trucks off
suburban roads and increase the freight efficiency for
containers into the port. That project has still not
started. If you go to the current budget papers, all you
see in the forward estimates is ‘TBC’. That project is
not going anywhere at all. For a key project that would

It is no wonder the commonwealth government does not
trust the Andrews government when it comes to funding
infrastructure projects here in Victoria. Let us remember
that it was this Premier who spent $1.3 billion not to
build a road. A thing that was not going to cost $1 ended
up costing $1.3 billion. We have the $1.45 billion Santa
wish list for the regional rail rorts in the budget. That
could have actually been funded by the $1.3 billion that
was spent tearing up a contract.
From the commonwealth’s point of view, they actually
need a government-to-government discussion. They
actually need business cases. They need to know how
that money is going to be spent. You do not
communicate to get $1.45 billion out of the
commonwealth by putting it on the front page of a
weekend paper. That is not how you do business. That
is not how you show courtesy. That is not how you
show decency. Stamping your feet and saying ‘It’s our
money’ is not actually right. It is actually taxpayers
money, and it is important that the commonwealth
ensures that money is spent properly and responsibly,
not like the $1.3 billion not to build a road. What we do
not want is a sweetheart wages deal with the
Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union like
there was for the white elephant desalination plant
project — and we know what a great project that has
been over time.
Many country communities have got less out of this
budget than the member for Melton. The member for
Melton has effectively been gifted $76 000 by the
Premier. A lot of country communities — a lot of
community groups in country towns — would love to
have the $76 000 to spend in their community that the
member for Melton has been gifted. I just do not know;
you shake your head at that.
The Andrews government does not care about the
issues that affect country Victorians. If you think about
the wild dog control program, there is no advisory
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committee there because the department could not be
bothered to set up a panel to assess the applicants. The
chair of that committee, Harriet Shing in the other
place, resigned before it was even set up, saying she
was too busy — just too busy to actually help the
people who are in her electorate.
But I suppose the doozy of all is that we have actually
had a recent announcement from the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change saying that
the African wild dogs at the Melbourne Zoo are the
beneficiary of a $9 million investment in a new
enclosure for them to share out there. There is
$9 million to spend on the African wild dogs at
Melbourne Zoo but no extra money for a wild dog
control program here in Victoria — no extra money for
a wild dog program to actually save our small
marsupials and to save our native fauna, no money for
a wild dog program around the fact that — —
Mr Richardson — The DL is ready to go.
Mr WALSH — The DL is not going. It is just a
straight-out fact that you care more about the African
wild dogs at the zoo than you actually do about the wild
dog program in the high country. When it comes to
rural Victoria there is very little in this, and there is a
very — —
Ms Neville interjected.
Mr WALSH — The minister interjects. Perhaps she
should talk to Rob Gersch, who is the chair of Rural
Councils Victoria. Rural Councils Victoria said in its
media release:
… the state government has overlooked the needs of rural
communities in its 2017–18 budget …

Rob Gersch is quoted as saying:
Increased support from the state government is vital to
continuing service delivery, to keeping libraries open, to
maintaining safety at school crossings, managing
environmental weeds and pests, and building and maintaining
roads and bridges.

The minister at the table needs to actually talk to Rural
Councils Victoria. She would find out the truth. What
she is saying is not believed by country Victorians at all.
There is $87 million in cuts to country school
programs. That is why there is no money in this budget
for Echuca Specialist School. That school is all
portables and has significant issues with drainage
around the site — and we know how much rain we
have had in recent times. It has significant issues where
the sewerage services actually do not work
appropriately for that school. That school is desperately
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in need of funding so it can become part of the school
regeneration project in Echuca West. There is no
money for that, and there is $87 million in cuts to
country schools.
The people of Kyabram are paying that 22.2 per cent
increase in taxes but not getting anything for their P–
12. There is no money there for Swan Hill College.
There was money for Kerang Technical High School in
2014; this year they are finally spending it after the
Department of Education and Training argued and
argued about whether it should raid that money to do
the asbestos program. After the Deputy Premier, the
Minister for Education, said, ‘That’s all funded’, the
department came back and tried to raid a previous
commitment for that to make them do that, so this is
very much a hollow promise.
There is nothing in it for jobs. The 750 people at
Hazelwood are no better off. The 260 people at
Heyfield are running the risk of losing their jobs. The
7000 people downstream of the timber mill, who are
reliant on the timber to have their jobs, have nothing in
this budget for that. There is a small amount to set up a
plantation industry, but I remind the government it
takes decades to grow plantation trees, if they are ever
grown, for sawlogs.
I suppose the biggest thing of all is that you have the
government and the minister talking about the
importance of agriculture. We have them talking about
the importance of food and fibre exports out of the
state, and we have the government talking about how
important the agriculture industry is for regional jobs.
So what do we find with the agriculture budget? If you
read the budget papers, you will see there is actually a
$32 million cut in the agriculture budget. One of the
fears that everyone had when the agriculture super
department was set up was that it would lose its way —
the government would lose focus on it and it would be
worse off over time. What you see with this budget,
with a $32 million cut in the agriculture budget, is that
unfortunately that has come true. This government just
does not care about regional and rural Victoria and this
budget proves that. They are paying more and getting
less.
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — I am very
pleased today to join the discussion on this year’s state
budget. It is a budget that delivers record investment in
community safety, it is a budget that continues record
investment in water security in Victoria — and I notice
that the shadow Minister for Water did not mention
water, other than his pet topic — and of course it is a
budget that continues to deliver for regional Victoria. In
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fact it makes the biggest ever investment in the history
of regional Victoria. Similarly, it makes the biggest
ever investment in the history of Victoria Police.
I want to start by focusing a little bit on my region —
on my communities of Geelong and Bellarine. On the
morning after the budget, the Geelong Advertiser really
summed it up with the headline ‘We mean business’.
This is a budget that is about luring businesses and jobs
with new tax cuts, an injection in our CBD and money
for local primary schools. It is a critical budget that is
about building for Geelong’s future. The Bellarine
Times ran the headline ‘Bellarine gets a boost in
budget’. School investments, for example, in Bellarine
continue, so on top of Ocean Grove, Barwon Heads,
Portarlington, St Ignatius, Drysdale and Bellarine
Secondary College, we have got funding for Leopold
Primary School and Queenscliff Primary School.
In road investment, on top of the money we have
announced for the Drysdale bypass, there is planning
for the duplication of Barwon Heads Road and also
planning for the continuation of the ring-road. There is
money for a new roundabout at Barwon Heads and
Black Rock roads and also for improvements along
Lower Duneed Road between the Surf Coast Highway
and Barwon Heads Road. We have got an upgrade to
the Bellarine bus network, again particularly focused
on enhancing the bus services for the Portarlington
community.
We have also announced a new ambulance station for
Bellarine, servicing the Queenscliff, St Leonards,
Indented Head and Portarlington communities. We
have got money for the Point Lonsdale Surf Life
Saving Club — $1.5 million, a long-awaited boost. As
the president said, that is a fantastic boost for the club.
This is of course on top of the Ocean Grove Surf Life
Saving Club and the footy and netball upgrades in
Drysdale, Barwon Heads, Ocean Grove and
Queenscliff.
Importantly, we have made a really significant
investment in tax cuts for our community, both for our
first home buyers and for businesses in the region.
These cuts will bring us down to the lowest taxes in the
country. There are also stamp duty grants for new
homes. These are really important to drive population
growth and also to ensure we can grow businesses and
jobs in our region.
There is money of course for planning the next stage of
Kardinia Park. We started this project. We have funded
every single stage of this project at Kardinia Park and
now we have the money to design the final stage.
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We have got money for the revitalisation of Geelong. If
you have been to Geelong recently and looked down
Little Malop Street, we are really revitalising those
laneways. There are new businesses and renovated
businesses. We have got the Green Spine, Johnstone
Park, the Geelong Performing Arts Centre — all
critical investments.
I will now move on to the water portfolio. Again there
are record investments in water in this budget, which
have continued over two years — in this budget and the
last budget — with $584 million invested in water
security for Victoria. It is about the expansion of the
water grid and new irrigation infrastructure. The
previous speaker talked about there being nothing for
agriculture. Water is absolutely critical to our
agriculture industry and for our regional communities.
Whether it is extending the water pipeline to
Wedderburn, whether it is the connections project that
this government has got back on track, whether it is the
Macalister irrigation district or whether it is Werribee
and Bacchus Marsh, we are getting on with ensuring
that we have a modern system that supports irrigators
right across the state and secures many of those
regional communities that we know will struggle with
climate change over time.
In this particular budget there is an additional allocation
of $116 million. For example, there is a further
$13 million, almost $14 million, to realise the potential
of the water grid and markets to enhance and share the
benefits of water security; over $12 million to ensure
our cities are resilient and able to deal with climate
change and drought conditions; and $7 million to
protect the iconic Cranbourne and Melbourne botanic
gardens from drought, with an upgrade of their
irrigation using recycled water — again, just to touch
on what we are doing in the water space.
On community safety, again we have heard today as we
heard last week the ridiculous notion that there is no
money for community safety. Let me put very clearly
on the record that there is $2 billion in this budget,
which is delivering the biggest increase in the budget of
Victoria Police since they were established. It is the
biggest ever budget, with a 30 per cent increase in one
go. What does that mean? What that means is record
police numbers. What that means is new equipment,
modernising the Victorian police force. From those
opposite we heard that there is nothing for community
safety. That may be how they operated, and I remember
there was a budget — I think it was the 2012–13
budget — they brought down in which they had a
whole $700 000 for Victoria Police, which was for new
lockers. That did not put another police officer on the
street — it was $700 000 for lockers.
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This is a record boost in funding. Over the three
budgets that we have brought down we have delivered
almost $3 billion, we have funded 4200 police
personnel — new frontline police and police custody
officers, which are freeing up over 50 000 shifts of
police officers now, before we have even completed the
full rollout of new personnel. We have also delivered
new forensic staff and new specialist staff — our public
order staff, our counterterrorism staff and our gang
team — all of that delivered over the last three budgets.
When those opposite say, ‘Let’s get more police out
there more quickly’, I would love to do that. But what
we cannot do is make up for the fact that there was not
one new police officer funded in their term of
government. The 2010–11 budget — the last budget of
the Brumby government — was the last budget that
funded 1966 police. Then you can look through the
later budgets and what you will see is that by the time
the 2014–15 budget was brought down we were seeing
the lowest number of police going through the academy
in over a decade. Not only were those opposite not
recruiting new police, they were not even maintaining
the attrition rate. The attrition rate was over 3 per cent
and they were recruiting at below 3 per cent. Not only
were we not putting new police through the academy,
we were not even keeping up with the police who were
leaving the police force at that time.
We have reached a historic deal with Police
Association Victoria and Victoria Police to fund police
according to an allocation model. What that will mean,
certainly while we are in government — I am not sure
about those opposite because they seem to question the
allocation model — is that never will we have a
situation where there is a bust and boom in police
numbers. Never will we have a situation where over
two or three years no new police are coming out and
we then have to catch up. Despite the claims by the
Leader of the Opposition that somehow they would do
it quicker, it takes a year from start to finish to get a
police officer out there.
The Chief Commissioner of Police has been absolutely
clear about this. He will not accept a downgrade of the
training to put people out quicker. If you are
downgrading, you may as well just have protective
services officers (PSOs). We are not going to
downgrade the training. It is absolutely critical in this
day and age, with the counterterrorism issues that we
face, with security issues and with the complexity of
some of the crimes and the intelligence work that needs
to happen, that we ensure we have the best people
recruited and we have the best training that we can
deliver for our police officers.
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When the Premier, the chief commissioner and I
recently announced 300 of the first lot of police officers
we funded in last year’s budget — the 300 that are
going out to communities in Hume, Moonee Valley,
Moreland, Maribyrnong, Wyndham, Melton,
Brimbank, Whittlesea, Geelong, Casey and
Dandenong, for example — we heard some interesting
comments from those opposite, comments that seemed
to suggest that what they are wanting is for us to
intervene in and make determinations of where police
officers should go. So when in Geelong, it is ‘Oh, we
need more than 10’. Well, you either accept an
allocation model — —
Mr Katos interjected.
Ms NEVILLE — If the member for South Barwon
would care to listen, then he would know that the police
association completely supported the allocation of the
300 police officers and where they were going, because
it is based on a model of need, not just population
growth but crime rates — it takes account of
27 different crimes across the state — traffic accidents
and a whole range of data that is fed in to provide the
most sophisticated method to determine not only how
many police we need in future but also where they are
allocated. So either those opposite are going to support
this allocation model that the police association, the
government and the chief commissioner have signed up
to, or they are not and they are going to determine it
based on the politics rather than on community safety
needs and the needs of the community.
But of course the $2 billion community safety
investment is not just about police numbers. We have
got over 3000 police coming on board, but it is more
than that. There are 100 new PSOs to provide hotspot
support in our transport system. There is a dedicated
24-hour police assistance line and online reporting. We
have got money for community engagement programs
and local community safety networks. We are rolling
out automatic numberplate recognition technology to
all our highway patrol officers. We have got $2 million
to improve mental health literacy among police. We
have got funding for a new training facility for the
special operations group. Of course we are rolling out
and modernising all the technology — the iPads, the
smart technology — to all our police officers as well.
We have got money for youth crime prevention grants
and expanding the Victoria Police Kokoda youth
engagement program. We have got money to
modernise and expand the air wing, a new helicopter
and a new fixed-wing aircraft. We are replacing
10 police stations. We have got another 33 that we are
doing as well, so we are doing 43 with replacement and
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major upgrades of police stations across the state,
compared to 14 by the previous government. I think the
new police station that the previous government tried to
build, the so-called 24-hour Waurn Ponds police
station, never actually quite made it to 24 hours. That
was their example of them delivering a new station,
unlike us with the delivery of the Mernda police station,
which has already got an allocation of an additional
45 police to make sure it can operate fully in that local
and growing community.
We have got money for youth resource workers. We
have got money for streamlining of DNA testing. We
have got trials for new technology around numberplate
theft. We have got other promises and commitments
we have made through the community safety statement
to bring in new laws around cash for scrap metal, DNA
testing, firearm laws and youth control orders. We have
put in place a record investment in Victoria Police.
In addition to that, we have also invested the biggest
amount of money ever into tackling family violence. I
know that those opposite continued to say last week
that there was no investment in community safety.
Well, that investment goes to the heart of the biggest
law and order issue in this state, and that is the crime of
violence against women and children in their homes
that results in huge harm and injury and unfortunately
too many deaths of women and children. So we are
putting in place the biggest ever investment, not just a
large amount of money but money targeted to those
things that we know that the Royal Commission into
Family Violence has identified as things that will make
a massive difference.
I know from talking to police officers right around the
state that family violence still has the biggest impact
on their workload: 40 to 60 per cent of their workload
is family violence issues. I was recently at the
Dandenong multidisciplinary centre, where the police
indicate that they can have anywhere from 30 to
40 calls about family violence overnight. That
indicates the extent and the seriousness of this issue.
So the combination of more police, a community
safety statement with new laws and new obligations
on government and police, combined with a
significant and the biggest investment in family
violence prevention that this state — this country —
has seen, is about ensuring that our community is safe,
that we have the right measures in place to not just
bring down the crime rate but to actually bring down
the harm that is inflicted against the community. So
whether you are at home or on the street, these are
packages that are about improving community safety
for all Victorians. I commend the budget.
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Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I rise to speak on the
budget on behalf of the Victorian Greens. It is
unfortunate that this budget has been handed down
under a cloud — over this government and over this
Parliament — because of this government’s failure to
do what is necessary and what is right about the rorting
of the second home allowance by the former Speaker
and Deputy Speaker.
There was a clear course of action available before
them to refer those members to the Privileges
Committee — just as there was with the former
member for Frankston in a former government — and
for that committee to investigate the matter further, to
propose any sanction and for this house to vote on it.
They have chosen not to do this in their attempt to
avoid further scrutiny and further sanction, which is
unfortunate particularly when a budget is being handed
down. It is clear that the government’s actions in regard
to this matter are driven purely by politics, and that
makes the need for an independent parliamentary
standards commissioner all the more necessary. The
government’s proposed reforms still leave enforcement
in the hands of MPs, and it simply is not good enough.
This is a clear pattern of behaviour from this
government, whose actions are not the actions of a
government with integrity.
We have seen it with the rorts for votes allegations of
using electorate office staff to campaign during the
election — the staff members, who supposedly never
met the MP they were supposed to be working for,
donning red shirts and campaigning for the Labor
Party, funded by the taxpayer. The government are
going to every length to delay and to obstruct or stop
the investigations in the Supreme Court and the High
Court — losing both times — and now they are
resorting to moving motions in this house to protect
their MPs.
We have seen it with their cosy deals with Crown
Casino, which make it clear that in this state what
Crown Casino wants in Victoria, Crown Casino gets
from this Labor government, without a whimper from
this Liberal opposition. First it was with Crown’s
licence extension that would put the state at risk of
paying compensation should the government dare act in
the public interest that would affect Crown’s profits.
This time we have the Minister for Planning — the
member for Richmond, who is out of his seat —
changing the planning scheme to allow Crown to build
Melbourne’s tallest building while dudding the
taxpayer out of millions of dollars in public
contributions that it should be paying. It is dudding the
state out of millions of dollars.
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We see it in the government’s failure to act on
political donations by still accepting donations from
property developers and lobbyists, still refusing to
lower the disclosure amount, and still refusing to
implement a real-time donations register. This
Premier has said that he believes the current
arrangements are adequate. Premier, the current
system is not adequate. It needs to change.
We have seen it with the government’s cosy deals with
Transurban, which they are putting in charge of
transport planning for the state, and putting
Transurban’s profits before people. This state needs a
real plan to keep Victoria livable in the face of
population growth. This government puts Transurban,
Crown Casino and property developers first. It has got
its priorities wrong.
This budget means overcrowding on public transport is
going to get worse, not better. Train patronage will
grow by 2 per cent but services by just 1 per cent. Tram
patronage will grow by 4 per cent but services by just
1 per cent. V/Line patronage will grow by 4 per cent
but services by just 0.5 per cent. If your train or tram is
overcrowded now, it is more than likely that it will get
worse, just as it has every year under this
government — all while the government is spending
billions on new toll roads.
The West Gate tunnel is just another dodgy
multibillion-dollar toll road that does not stack up, just
like the east–west link, this time to be paid for by
extending tolls for well over a decade. What a
sweetheart deal. Transurban gets to continue making
profits off Victorians, Victoria gets a road we do not
need, and $1 billion is spent that could have been used
to actually reduce congestion. There is increased traffic
pouring into the CBD and the urban renewal area
E-gate is ruined.
This is not the project that Melbourne needs. It is not
even the project that Labor took to the last election. If
they really wanted to get trucks off the streets and
trucks off the West Gate, they would have built the
original West Gate off-ramps. That project could
actually be built now for half a billion dollars, not
$5.5 billion. The truck ban on residential streets could
be in place now. The port rail shuttle costing
$58 million to shift freight to rail could be built now.
The completion of the Federation bike trail could be
done now.
We do not need another multibillion-dollar tollway
creating more traffic and diverting funding away from
the projects we really need — and what hypocrisy to
want to sign the contracts before the next election. We
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have the north-east link, which is going to go through
some of our most environmentally sensitive areas. We
have got the Minister for Roads and Road Safety
spruiking this project, saying that you will be able to
travel from Frankston to Altona without stopping at any
traffic lights. I lived in Frankston, and you would be
lucky to get anywhere without stopping at any traffic
lights. My sister lived in Altona, and I can tell you that
you would not travel from Frankston to Altona by
travelling through Greensborough. The only vehicle
that is going to make that trip is the orbital SmartBus.
This government is calling it the missing link. The real
missing link is airport rail. The real missing link is
Doncaster rail. The real missing link is Rowville rail.
Communities around Australia have stood up against
expensive toll roads — east–west link here in
Melbourne, the Perth freight link and WestConnex in
Sydney. We know the Liberals want to waste
$22 billion on the east–west link and destroy the inner
city. No party that has the east–west link as a policy can
have any credibility on public transport, as is the case
with the Liberals.
The government does like to point to its public
transport projects: ‘Look over there, you can’t criticise
us’. They get very offended: ‘Look at what we’re
doing, we’re doing more than the Liberals’ which, to be
fair, is true, but to be honest, is not that hard.
It is worth looking back at the Liberal record on public
transport. After promises on feasibility studies for new
rail lines they finalised the alignment of Melbourne
Metro — without a South Yarra connection, I might
add. Then nothing. They devoted all our money to the
east–west link and put the airport, Doncaster and
Rowville rail in the too-hard basket. No new trams
were ordered and barely any trains were built. Only a
cent was given to Melbourne Metro before it was
scrapped, to be replaced by the back-of-a-napkin
plan — the Melbourne rail link — just months out from
the state election which, whilst it did stop at South
Yarra, did not connect to Flinders Street, did not
connect to Melbourne’s busiest train lines and did not
include high-capacity trains. So it is no wonder that
Victorians have so little trust in the Liberals when it
comes to public transport.
This government is building Melbourne Metro, but it is
not going to be built until 2026. This is not the silver
bullet that is going to solve all our public transport
problems. It is supposed to free up capacity for new
train lines and new services. The planning and
construction needs to start now or else we will end up
with a situation like we had following the completion
of the regional rail link, where this government did not
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increase peak-hour services despite the extra capacity
on the network. We have been promised a new
timetable every year since this government came to
office but they still have not delivered.
In terms of new trains and trams the new E-class trams
only continue the existing production levels of 10 trams
per year when production could double to 20 trams per
year. The new high-capacity trains are only being built
for Melbourne Metro. According to the government’s
rolling stock strategy, high-capacity trains will not be
on any other line until two elections away, and whilst
the trial for high-capacity signalling continues, this
government has no plan to roll that out across the entire
network and no plan to fill in the missing links on our
tram network.
In Prahran we have a number of pressing needs on our
public transport network, which is overcrowded. South
Yarra station has been neglected again. This
government is following on from previous Liberal and
Labor governments by not spending a cent to upgrade
South Yarra station. It is a station that is bursting at the
seams. High-rises are going up next door — —
Mr Pearson interjected.
Mr HIBBINS — I want to just get on the record
that the member for Essendon is saying that it is a
perfectly good station. Please jump on the train and
head down to South Yarra station and tell the
commuters at South Yarra station that, and tell the
residents who are living in Forest Hill that is the case.
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peak-hour services with trains too full to get on, and
with express services passing the station. It is time this
government increased peak-hour services at those
stations. Commuters on the Sandringham line are not
faring any better. One-fifth of all services are
overcrowded. No new peak-hour service has been
added for many years and there are waits of 15 to
20 minutes during off-peak and at weekends.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr HIBBINS — Again I take up that interjection.
Sandringham runs on its own line. This guy does not
know what he is talking about. Sandringham does not
run through the city loop. It is very simple to run
trains every 10 minutes during the weekend at
off-peak; it is actually catered for in Public Transport
Victoria’s network development plan. It was supposed
to be implemented years ago. This government has
not done anything.
Once again it is very disappointing to see that there is
nothing for bikes. The government promised
$100 million for bikes and pedestrians at the last
election, but we have seen nothing. We are still waiting
for the St Kilda Road separated bike lanes to be
announced, and this government has rejected a 1-metre
minimum passing distance despite all other states
accepting it. It is unfortunate that this government is
going all out on toll roads when we need to get cars off
our roads with public transport and cycling.
Mr Pearson interjected.

My recent survey found that commuters
overwhelmingly want the connection with Melbourne
Metro rail, a second entrance with a platform overpass,
a safer Yarra Street crossing, and of course the heritage
character maintained. I urge the government to actually
start listening to South Yarra commuters and upgrade
South Yarra station and, if they are so determined not
to connect to the Melbourne Metro rail project, at least
follow through and ensure that it can be built at some
point in the future.

Mr HIBBINS — I note that as per usual the
member for Essendon was silent during the shadow
Treasurer’s contribution, yet he interjects when the
Greens are speaking. I will just give him a word of
advice: do not worry about interjecting when I am
speaking. Interject when your best mate in here, the
member for Melton, is rorting the taxpayer. Will we
ever hear that yes-man speak up against his best mate
in here, the member for Melton? You will not hear him
ever say that.

I see the Liberals are keen to adopt the Greens policy of
including South Yarra in Melbourne Metro and now,
having done absolutely nothing to build it or to fix the
station during their term in government, they are trying
to convince people that they can just conjure up a
station using the planning scheme. It is not a planning
motion that connects South Yarra to Melbourne Metro;
it takes a government to build it. It is something the
Liberals failed to do during their term in office.

No plan for action on climate change can have any
credibility if it does not plan for the end of coal. This
budget is a lost opportunity to put in place an orderly
transition away from coal and a plan to phase out
coal-fired power stations and transition their workforce
and communities. After a long campaign our most
polluting coal-fired power station, Hazelwood, has
closed, and front and centre of this campaign has
always been a just transition for workers and the
community. Everyone saw this closure coming. Coal is

Passengers at Hawksburn, Toorak and Armadale
stations are still waiting over 10 minutes during
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on the way out. Companies are divesting themselves of
coal-fired power. It is a bad bet.
But just like with Anglesea, this government did not
have a plan in place — and what hypocrisy! After
spending the best part of two years criticising the
Greens, including my colleague the member for
Melbourne for urging the government to act on
Hazelwood and transition its workforce — I think the
Attorney-General once said we could not shut
Hazelwood because the TV would stop working and
he could not watch the footy — they changed their
tune once it closed. Now they have had to belatedly
put a transition plan in place that is still being put
together months after Hazelwood shut, leaving
workers in the lurch.
This government does not want to take the political
heat or take responsibility for the closure of Hazelwood
and other coal-fired power stations, but it wants to
swoop in as the saviour at the last minute. This
government has a choice: put in place an orderly
transition plan for workers in the phase-out of
coal-fired power stations or simply leave it up to the
market, which is getting out of coal, and leave workers
in the lurch.
You could not find a more reckless energy policy than
that of the opposition and the Liberals. It goes like this:
scrap the Victorian renewable energy target and spend
untold millions on propping up polluting coal-fired
power stations. Having privatised the power stations in
the 1990s, the Liberals now want to go to them with a
blank cheque and pay them whatever it takes to keep
their ageing plants open. The Leader of the Opposition
has said he wants to have a conversation with the
owners of brown coal plants about what kind of support
they need to stay open. I thought Tony Abbott’s ‘pay
the polluters’ policy was bad, where the government
would pay polluters to pollute less instead of having a
price on carbon pollution, but this policy is even worse.
It pays polluters to keep polluting. This cash-for-coal
policy makes it clear what a future Liberal government
would mean: no action on climate change, paying
polluters to pollute more, a dangerous climate, no
transition plan for workers and standing in the way of
jobs in renewable energy and other clean industries.
The Greens have a clear plan for 90 per cent
renewables by 2030: a strong Victorian renewable
energy target; investment in solar and wind battery
storage that can deliver clean, reliable, affordable
energy; a one-for-one feed-in tariff so people with
household solar can get a fair price for the energy they
produce instead of getting ripped off by power
companies; and a plan to phase out coal-fired power
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stations and transition workers and their communities at
a time when the nation’s energy market is broken. It is
now time for a plan that works. We know coal-fired
power stations are going to close. The question is when
and what is in place for those workers and those
communities.
This budget is also a missed opportunity for our
environment. The failure of Labor and the coalition to
transition the logging industry away from native forests
to plantations is destroying our native forests and
costing jobs. As usual, the lies and misinformation is
spread by the native logging proponents, who are now
lobbying to scrap the protections for the Leadbeater’s
possum. It is mismanagement by VicForests that has
caused job losses, not the protection of the Leadbeater’s
possum, and again this government is scrambling at the
last minute with the announcement that it is going to
buy the Heyfield plant.
In this budget we finally have an admission that
plantations are the way to go, with $110 million to
establish a timber plantation in Gippsland. Where was
this decades ago? Labor went to the last election
without an environment policy. The Liberals and The
Nationals went to the last election with a ‘no new
national parks’ policy. The Premier has set up a native
logging task force, which to date has just resulted in
business as usual — logging our native forests.
The Greens have a clear policy to transition away from
native forest logging to plantations; to create the great
forest national park on Melbourne’s doorstep, which
will create jobs in regional communities, tourism,
conservation and science; to create resilient forests that
reduce the risk of bushfires; to protect our water
catchments; and to protect the Leadbeater’s possum
and other endangered species. Two years ago the then
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water
said she hoped the great forest national park would
become a reality in this term of government. Time is
running out. Now is the time to create the great forest
national park.
Plastic pollution is choking our waterways and killing
our sea life. The Greens and communities across
Victoria are calling for a ban on plastic bags and
microbeads to stop plastic ending up in our oceans and
waterways. This government is opposed to that ban,
and all it is doing is sticking up for the supermarket’s
bottom line. Local communities in other states are all
getting on board with this change. The Greens have
legislation before this Parliament. It is time for this
government to get on board too and ban plastic bags
and microbeads.
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Mr Dimopoulos interjected.
Mr HIBBINS — I would simply urge the
government, including the member for Oakleigh, if he
is not familiar with the Greens’ bill to ban plastic bags,
to familiarise themselves with that. Perhaps the
member can urge his colleagues to support that
particular bill.
In regard to education, the Prahran community
absolutely welcomes the extra funding for Prahran
High School — an extra $37 million — to take that
school’s funding to a total of $62 million. This is a big
win for local families, who can be confident that they
can access high-quality public education. I love living
in the inner city and raising my family there. More and
more families are deciding to stay in the inner city,
sending their kids to the local primary schools and then
on to the local secondary schools. It was incredibly
short-sighted of the Kennett government to close down
and sell off inner-city schools. Local primary schools
are experiencing a massive growth in enrolments. We
now need transparency around future enrolment data so
communities can have confidence that their schools
will be upgraded and that new schools will be built as
their populations grow. This information is held by the
Department of Education and Training. The Greens
have called for its release, and that is also supported by
Infrastructure Victoria.
It is time for transparency in funding for vocational
education and training as well. The TAFE reforms that
were put in place by the former Brumby government
and continued by the previous Liberal government
turned our training system into a get-rich-quick scheme
for shonks and profiteers. We need to know how much
money is going to these for-profit private providers and
what return we as Victorians are getting for our
investment in terms of quality and course completion.
Yes, there are extra funds for TAFE, and yes, there are
tighter rules for private providers, but we need a
long-term plan that delivers the vast majority of our
vocational education budget for recurrent funding to go
towards our trusted, high-quality TAFEs.
In regard to community safety neither this government
nor the opposition have a plan to prevent crime. The
government sees the need for a political fix. The
opposition sees a political opportunity. We are serious
about crime prevention, reducing reoffending rates and
investing in communities.
Let us be clear: the coalition’s plan for crime will result
in more crime. Their changes to sentencing just shut the
gate after the horse has bolted. This will simply lead to
increased reoffending and more money spent on
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prisons with a revolving door. The Labor Party has
followed them down the rabbit hole, implementing the
opposition’s policies. Where has that got us? We were
told creating new offences for acts that were already
illegal was going to reduce crime. It did not. We were
told that having mandatory minimums would help. It
has not. If the coalition’s approach to crime worked, it
would already be working now because the
government keeps implementing their policies.
The government’s handling of youth justice has been
shameful. This is a crisis that could have been avoided
had this government taken the right action. Both this
government and the previous government ignored
warnings that our youth justice facilities were like
tinderboxes. Decisions made have led to an increase in
children being remanded in custody, not enough staff to
cope and the increase in the use of lockdowns and
solitary confinement.
The government’s response was to illegally transfer
children to adult jails. We had this so-called
progressive Premier out there telling everyone that
adult prison was where these children deserved to be —
children who were Indigenous, part of the child
protection system, suffering mental illness and with
disabilities — and the government’s response was to
act unlawfully. We know there is a small cohort of
young violent offenders, and this issue needs to be dealt
with. But these measures — locking kids up in a
prison-style institution — are going to make this
problem worse, and it will not make our community
safer.
The government’s response has been to transfer
responsibility of youth justice to the corrections
department. It is clear where this is heading; it is
heading to another Don Dale situation. This
government needs to change course. It needs to invest
in justice diversionary programs and intensive
therapeutic programs for those young people who need
it, and it needs to address the systemic issues in our
communities and our state.
In my portfolio area of LGBTI, I certainly welcome the
funding for health and wellbeing for LGBTI Victorians,
even though there is little detail as to what that actually
is. It has been incredibly disappointing over this term in
Parliament to see the path that the Liberal Party has
taken in opposing laws that were so critical to the
transgender community and its proposal to scrap the
Safe Schools program.
We still need further legislative reform in this term of
Parliament to protect workers, students and service
users from the discrimination that is still allowed under
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our Equal Opportunity Act 2010. Both the government
and the opposition opposed the Greens equality for
students bill, and I would urge them to rethink their
opposition to changes to the Equal Opportunity Act.
There is still so much more to be done, particularly in
the area of LGBTI homelessness, where there is a far
too great over-representation There are issues facing
the intersex community and with gay conversion
therapy and the ex-gay movement, which still occur.
In terms of revenue, this government is continuing its
sell-off agenda, flogging every asset that is not nailed
down, handing control of key public assets to the
private sector and driving up costs for Victorians.
Following the sell-off of the port of Melbourne, which
Labor railed against in the 1990s when Kennett started
asset sales, we now see the land titles office up for
grabs. The result is simple: a short-term hit of cash, the
state loses regular income from dividends of the asset
and we hand over control of that asset to the private
sector. The private owners try to squeeze more water
from the rock, driving up costs for users while service
levels drop.
The government is wanting to raise taxes but is doing
so at a time when local councils are being hit by a rate
cap. For some councils that is essentially a million
dollars out of services and infrastructure — what
hypocrisy. This policy of course will hit rural councils
most of all, and the coalition just rolled over and let it
happen. This is when the government is spending
billions on new toll roads, a billion dollars for the
Melbourne grand prix, promoting duck shooting and
propping up VicForests.
To conclude, this budget is a missed opportunity to
keep Victoria livable. We need to invest more in public
transport to reduce overcrowding and traffic
congestion. We need to plan to phase out coal and
replace it with clean energy and new jobs. We need to
create a great forest national park and ban plastic bags
to prevent plastic pollution. We need to stand up to One
Nation Islamophobia, not pander to it like the
opposition. We need to change the Equal Opportunity
Act so that all LGBTI Victorians are protected by the
law from discrimination. We need to make sure that
health and school funding goes to where it is needed
most. We need to be investing in communities to
reform our youth justice system and child protection
system. We need to ensure that transparency, integrity
and accountability are at the heart of all our decisions.
With this budget the government has shown it is
incapable of doing this. The Greens have a plan to
make it happen.
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Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — I am extremely
proud to be able to speak on the Appropriation (2017–
2018) Bill 2017, a very important bill for all Victorians.
As a member of the Andrews Labor government, I am
extremely proud to be delivering this budget — a
budget, as I said, for all Victorians. I sat here and
listened to the member for Malvern, and all I could
think was how those opposite would love to be
delivering this kind of budget. They can complain, they
can criticise, they can shout it down, but they know in
their heart of hearts that this is a budget for all
Victorians. It is a truly great budget. It recognises the
true potential of this state and delivers on what is
important for all Victorians.
We know this is a fiscally responsible budget. It is good
for business, it is good for business confidence and it
creates thousands of jobs. This budget is about
strengthening our communities and making them safe,
particularly for women and children. This budget is
about giving our kids, through education and schools,
all of the opportunities that they so rightfully deserve.
This is what fair, responsible and smart budgets look
like, and only Labor governments can deliver these
types of budgets.
I would like to congratulate the Treasurer and the
Minister for Finance and their respective teams, as
well as the Premier, on an outstanding budget. It is a
budget that builds on the extraordinary amount of
work that we have already done over the past two
budgets, and a budget that is going to position
Victoria for a future full of opportunities. This budget
says to Victorian communities that we are about
making Victoria stronger, safer, healthier and prouder.
We know that our prosperity in Victoria depends upon
all of us prospering, and this budget does just that; it
does not leave anyone behind. It charts a clear path
forward and it makes sure everyone is on board. This
budget continues the Andrews Labor government’s
impeccable and undeniable track record of strong
financial management. There can be no doubt about it.
It is this Andrews Labor government that is growing
the economy and creating thousands of jobs for our
future.
We have maintained our AAA credit rating. We will
have an estimated surplus this year of $1.2 billion, with
operating surpluses totalling $8.3 billion over four
years. This is an extraordinary position to be in. It is a
very strong financial position, and we are continuing on
the back of that position to create jobs. More than
250 jobs every day are being created. We are the envy
of all the states and territories, and frankly, who would
not want to move to this great state of ours?
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With this budget we are seeing record investment in
infrastructure, health, education, and police and
community safety. Of course the centrepiece of this
year’s state budget, the very heart of this year’s budget,
is the historic and life-changing investment to end
family violence. I must say I am so immensely proud to
see this level of unprecedented investment in family
violence — more than $1.9 billion. This investment
will help implement every single recommendation put
forward by the Royal Commission into Family
Violence, all 227 of them.
We can never underestimate the devastation, the
fallout, the financial impact, the shame and the disgrace
that comes from family violence. When we talk about
law and order, we have to remember that this is our
number one issue. Family violence is a national
emergency; it is a national shame. The more we talk
about it, the more reports there are. It is everywhere.
The Andrews Labor government promised to do
everything in its power to stop it. That is exactly what
we are doing, and this budget is delivering on that. We
are a government committed to ending family violence.
With this investment we are going to save lives, and we
are going to give back dignity. We are showing the rest
of Australia what needs to be done to address this
shame: how to respond to victims and survivors, how to
keep them and their children safe, how to hold
perpetrators to account and ultimately how to end the
insidious gender inequality which is the driver of
family violence throughout Australia.
We have heard that as part of the investment we are
going to build 17 support and safety hubs across the
state, costing more than $448 million. We are also
going to create five specialist family violence courts to
make our justice system more responsive to victims’
needs. I am very proud to see that one of these courts
will be located in Frankston. This is an area of immense
need, and we have a lot of work to do there to tackle
family violence. We are extending after-hours crisis
support, counselling and therapy for many women and
children, and we are building much more crisis
housing. We will also be helping authorities to share
information so that perpetrators can be tracked.
Ultimately in leading the way to stopping family
violence we will be building one of the world’s first
family violence prevention agencies. More than
$50 million has been allocated to establish Victoria’s
new prevention agency.
The Andrews Labor government does not just want to
reduce family violence; it ultimately wants to stop it
before it starts. We must prevent it, so our prevention
will continue to be grounded in the knowledge that
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family violence is and remains a deeply gendered issue.
Our investment will go towards challenging and
breaking down the gender norms, stereotypes, attitudes
and behaviours that underpin gender inequality. After
last week’s historic budget announcement of the
investment to end family violence, I posted on social
media and received a response from a woman in my
electorate. I will read what she wrote:
This leaves me so happy, so contented, to know this will help
victims still caught in this demeaning, lonely life of isolation.
Victims need to know help, hope and more outlets are out
there. It is wonderful to see everyone is seeing domestic
violence as it is — a crime — and funding is important. Today
is a good day, a start of hope. As a survivor I’m humbled to see
this crime is becoming noticeable, as it should be.

It truly makes me so proud and honoured to realise that
our investments, through this budget, are actually
having an impact and making a real difference to
people in our communities. Obviously this is just the
start, and we have got a lot of work to do, but this
budget, with this extraordinary investment of
$1.9 billion, is clear evidence of our steadfast and
unwavering commitment to end family violence for all
Victorians.
Further on community safety, no other government in
the history of Victoria can point to the level of
investment we are making in police and community
safety. This is meaningful, genuine and tangible
investment. We are providing police with funding of
more than $2 billion. This money will deliver more
than 2700 new sworn police officers, 100 new
protective services officers and upgrades at police
stations across the state.
The former Liberal government did not fund one
additional police officer during their four-year term.
The opposition has no credibility on police and
community safety. They can never be trusted to
properly fund our police or programs that will address
and prevent crime to keep our communities safe. We
have heard them whinge and complain about
inadequate investment in law and order and crime
prevention. They can continue making all the
misleading claims they like, but those opposite are the
problem. The recidivism rate reached a record high
under their watch in 2014. Years of inadequate funding
for police and justice services and no clear plan on how
to prevent crime and create a safer Victoria have put us
in this position.
Locking up individual offenders does not prevent
crime. Unless steps are taken to address the causes of
crime and reduce reoffending, every time you lock up
one offender, another one will step forward to take his
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or her place. We owe it to our community to take a
much smarter approach and give a better response to
crime and law and order issues than that peddled by
those opposite, and frankly, we need to listen to all of
the experts, and that includes Victoria Police. When
Victoria Police say to us which resources and powers
they need, we will deliver them. Only Labor can be
trusted to properly resource our police to lead the
charge and to deliver results in community safety.
I would also like to briefly talk about jobs, because it
has always been my personal view that jobs are one of
the greatest forms of social justice and the greatest way
that we can grow and strengthen our economy. This
budget continues the Andrews Labor government’s
sustained, unrelenting focus on jobs growth and jobs
creation. Our massive infrastructure investments will
grow our economy, create jobs and benefit our
communities for generations to come. When we think
about jobs and when we think about infrastructure and
investments in infrastructure and capital works, we will
think about the Andrews Labor government.
We have heard that this budget includes projects such
as the north-east link, a project that will be the missing
link in Victoria’s road network. It will finally complete
the Metropolitan Ring Road and will significantly
relieve congestion in our north-eastern suburbs. We are
also going to see a $300 million investment for the
construction of the Mordialloc bypass, finally linking
the end of the Mornington Peninsula Freeway with the
Dingley bypass. I know that this is going to have a real
and significant effect for so many residents in the
south-eastern suburbs and in my electorate and the
neighbouring electorate of Mordialloc.
The budget continues to build on our major investments
in public transport, including the building of the Metro
Tunnel and the removal of 50 of our most dangerous
level crossings. Last year’s budget included
$12.8 billion to build our public transport infrastructure,
and this year’s budget will grow that investment. At a
local level we are going to be delivering additional bus
service extensions to improve bus network coverage
and help people in my electorate get to connecting train
services at Carrum station. Expressions of interest for
the removal of the level crossings at Seaford Road and
at Carrum were released last week. This budget
includes more than $180 million to relocate the current
train stables at Carrum and to build new train stables at
Kananook on the Frankston line. This is a massive
project that will not only help meet future community
needs and expectations around train reliability and
performance on our network but create hundreds of
jobs down in the south-east.
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We have also heard how we are going to continue our
investment in the network to provide 24-hour public
transport on weekends. I have so much still to talk
about in this budget, but I would like to finish with
education because to me education is one of the most
important things we can do in government — that is, to
provide our children with every opportunity through
education and educational facilities.
This budget builds on our commitment towards
education and our commitment to build the education
state in Victoria. We have $1.3 billion allocated in the
budget towards this, and I note that more than
$58 million has been allocated to support students with
disabilities to attend schools and more than
$680 million has been put towards improving school
infrastructure. Schools in my electorate are going to
proudly share in this funding. Seaford North Primary
School will receive more than $5 million towards a
new gym and hall. Carrum Downs Secondary College
will receive more than $3 million for a new gym and
community space. Seaford Primary School will receive
funding for master planning, and Rowellyn Park
Primary School will receive $275 000 to cover its
basketball courts so that whole-of-school assemblies
can take place under cover anytime of the year.
This is a defining budget, and it clearly sets out our
priorities — that is, about safe, healthy and prosperous
communities. We should be very proud of this budget.
We have committed to ending family violence and
gender inequality. We have committed to giving every
child the best start in life, and we have committed to
building the infrastructure that this state needs now and
into the future. I again want to congratulate the
Treasurer, the finance minister and the Premier on
delivering this budget — a superb and outstanding
budget — for all Victorians. I commend the bill.
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — I am pleased to be
able to speak on the Appropriation (2017–2018) Bill
2017 this afternoon. You can make all the promises you
like, but sooner or later political reality catches up with
you and the verdicts start rolling in. I am going to speak
a little bit about the justice side of this budget. Then I
will talk about my own electorate of Hawthorn, which
has been completely ignored in this budget.
Back in 2015–16 this government allocated around
$5.5 billion across the justice portfolio, and since that
time we come to this year’s budget and the government
is projecting to spend $6.8 billion on justice across the
entire portfolio. That would be good if you could look
back on the last two and a half years and say for that
extra $1.5 billion or thereabouts there have been results,
that the government has delivered a safer community,
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more secure streets and Victorian communities that feel
safer. You would think that, with such an amount of
money, those would be the results that would start
rolling in. It will be even more than $1.5 billion by the
time you receive the expected full financial results for
this next year, so call it $2 billion, maybe even more
than $2 billion since this government’s first budget.
Let us look at the results. Have Victorians actually seen
the results of the extra money that the government has
allocated across the justice portfolio? Let us look at the
crime statistics. They are developed independently,
collated by the crime stats agency. In the two years of
this government common assaults are up by 31 per
cent. That is not a good start. Armed robbery, equally a
31 per cent increase in the two years of this
government. Aggravated burglary — wait for this
one — in the two years of this government is up by
65 per cent. And car thefts are up by 44 per cent. Not
only are these among the worst results for any
government across the country, these are the worst
increases our state has ever seen. On crime statistics, an
independently collated system of data, it is a damning
indictment of this government’s performance. We have
not got value for that extra $2 billion on the issue of
crime stats.
Next let us look at the key indicator of reoffending. Let
us look at community correction orders. These are
orders given to people who avoid jail and are given
non-custodial sentences. In the 2013–14 year — the
last full year of the Napthine government — do you
know what the reoffending rate was? That is, the rate of
return to corrective services of somebody who is
discharged from a community correction order within
two years? The reoffending rate was 20 per cent in
2013–14. Let us come to 2016–17 — this year. Do you
know what the reoffending rate is for non-custodial
sentences in this state, Acting Speaker? It is 33 per
cent. That is a 60 per cent increase in the rate of
reoffending by people who are given non-custodial
orders, so we have a real problem. Those people on
community correction orders are increasingly
breaching those orders and returning to corrective
services, but let us look also at those who are given
custodial sentences — those who go to jail.
In the 2013–14 year do you know what the rate of
return to prison was? In the budget papers for the
2013–14 year it was 39.5 per cent. Do you know what
that rate has gone up to in the 2016–17 year? That rate
has gone up to 43 per cent, a nearly 5 per cent increase
in the rate of reoffending in this state. That is not a
good start, so I am not getting a lot of confidence that
the government’s extra $2 billion on top of what it first
budgeted for in the 2015–16 budget is delivering results
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for the Victorian people. Victorians are less safe, and
these reoffending rates ought to be an alarm bell for this
government that things are not working in this state.
Let us look at some of the anecdotal evidence on
whether the extra investments this government has
made in justice are delivering results. Why is it that
people in areas like the amazing growth corridor of
Pakenham and people out in Caroline Springs have had
their communities featured in the media in recent
weeks? Do you know why, Acting Speaker? They have
been featured in the media because they are fortifying
their homes, they are strengthening their communities,
and sadly they feel compelled to buy weapons to
defend themselves from home invaders, carjackers,
armed robbers and burglars. They should not be doing
that and they should not have to do it. Nobody should
have to buy weapons to protect themselves and their
families or to fortify their homes. That is the first job of
any government — to protect the community.
When we see Victorians with so little confidence in the
law and order abilities of this government to keep them
safe, we have a third measure which is indicating that
the government’s management of law and order is
falling apart — and also the perceptions. We saw
recently some polling by Galaxy that showed that an
overwhelming majority of Victorians feel less safe two
years into this government than they did two years ago.
They feel less safe, and that was taken some months
ago. You can only imagine just how much it has
deteriorated in the time since.
What is it about this budget that we can talk about? Has
it dealt with the crisis of confidence, the outbreak in
crime vindicated by the crime stats? Does this budget
address those problems? Sadly, no, it does not address
those problems. Just yesterday we had a report from a
former Director of Public Prosecutions and former
Supreme Court judge, Paul Coghlan, on bail. It is a
lengthy report which the government has said it will
implement to change our bail laws. Is there anything in
the budget papers that demonstrates the government is
planning for what the results of some tougher measures
in bail might be? We have made the criticism — and I
stand by our criticisms — that the government is not
going to go far enough. Its statements so far indicate it
will not implement the full length and breadth of the
bail changes that our community needs. While the
report is to be welcomed given it is by a fairly
well-respected figure in Paul Coghlan, sadly the report
is rather modest.
We have been calling for a change in the law and
culture around bail. This report is incremental. It is
building on a system which we maintain is broken. The
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government in the budget papers released last week
makes no mention of what it is going to do in
anticipation of implementing this report — none
whatsoever. It got the first report from Coghlan some
time ago — many weeks ago. The budget papers have
nothing by way of financial projections. When asked
yesterday the Attorney-General just said, ‘Well, we’ll
make provision in future budgets’. There is nothing in
the budget papers that foreshadows the effect on
numbers of people on remand as a result of any
changes to bail. The budget fails to plan for the impact
of any changes to bail, one of the most pressing and
urgent issues our community faces.
On sentencing, the government has said that in a
number of weeks time it will bring in changes to
sentencing. We understand it will be a standard
sentencing scheme off the back of a Sentencing
Advisory Council report. Is there anything in the
budget about the cost of those sentencing changes? Is
there anything about forecasting extra numbers? There
is nothing, because all the government is about in this
area is spin. It wants to make announcements. There is
no genuine planning around what is going to happen if
and when any of these changes are made. We anticipate
that whatever changes the government makes will be
modest and superficial — just enough to quell
community anger and dismay at what is happening
around our state — but that is not going to protect the
government ultimately. They are going to have to face
up to this fact. We have nothing on those matters.
There is nothing in the budget papers that addresses the
reoffending crisis that I just spoke of a few minutes
ago. These are alarming increases in the rates of
reoffending, not just for people coming out of prison
but for people who are on community correction
orders — non-custodial orders — who are going back
into the system. There is nothing in the budget papers
that demonstrates that the government has any purchase
on this issue, any understanding of this issue or any
commitment to address this issue. So on the key crises
facing our community the budget falls flat and we end
up with an increase in justice spending across the
portfolio in the order of about $2 billion over three
budgets. Do we have something to show for it? No. We
have gone backwards. On all independent measures we
are going backwards as a state.
We have said as an opposition preparing hopefully for
government that we will change our system in
profound ways. We have said that on bail we will
reverse the government’s reckless change to legalise
the breaching of bail for people under 18. We will
introduce a ‘one strike, you’re out’ policy. If you
breach bail, you will not get it again. Yesterday’s report
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does not commit to that. It makes some very small and
minor steps towards it, but it does not embrace it. We
will have a genuine presumption of remand for
violence offences, which will clearly result in more
people who are charged with serious violence offences
facing remand and not bail.
A couple of weeks ago, when the Leader of the
Opposition and I announced the mandatory sentencing
policy, which will profoundly change our system and
make Victorians far safer than they are now, it was
interesting to hear the Attorney-General come out and
say: ‘It is not costed. There is no provision for it. There
is no impact on numbers. There is nothing in this
announcement’. Yet he went out yesterday and
committed to the Coghlan report. When asked about
budgeting and forecasting for the impact on numbers,
he had nothing more to say than that the government
will make provision in their future budgets. What
hypocrisy from the government! But true to form they
have done that before — on the north-east link. They
committed to that without any kind of budgeting or
funding. I am sad to say that in terms of justice issues
and the law and order crisis that Victorians know exists,
this budget fails them completely. That is very sad.
I just want to turn to my electorate of Hawthorn. I was
very proud when I stood as a candidate in 2014 and
made the commitment that a re-elected Napthine
government would commit around $18 million of
funding for local schools and sporting facilities. Sadly,
we did not win the election and I was not in a position
to fulfil those commitments, but I had hoped that the
government would show some spirit of generosity to
the people of my electorate. However, in all the budgets
that they have delivered they have only made one
commitment. They have not allocated one new
dollar — at all — to the people of my electorate.
Schools like Auburn High School, Hawthorn West
Primary School, Camberwell High School, which has
done reasonably well so far, Camberwell Primary,
School, Auburn South Primary School, Canterbury
Primary School and Glenferrie Primary School
desperately need capital support and recurrent support.
There are community and sporting groups in my
electorate that desperately need support. We are an area
that is facing the full brunt of population growth — as
much as any other area — as higher density housing
goes up, thanks to this government winding back the
protections that the previous coalition government had
put in place to protect the character and amenity of our
area. Did they get one new dollar from this government
this year? Not one. I cannot believe that this
government has dudded the people of the Hawthorn
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electorate, who I am very proud to represent, by not
giving them one extra cent.

Yean, and they delivered in spades, which is why we
have a big job to catch up.

All the government has done in its two and a bit years
in office is allocate some money to Camberwell High
School. That is something I welcome. It is not enough,
but I at least welcome that amount of money. But since
December 2014 this government has not given a cent to
the people of my electorate, and I have to ask on their
behalf: what did they do to the Premier to not get any
money? There are people across the chamber who are
wandering around their electorates — proudly, I might
say, in fairness to them — talking up the government’s
commitment of money for their people, but for my
people, the people I represent, all I can say to them is:
‘This government has had nothing for you three years
in a row. It has nothing for the people of Hawthorn’.

But we are not shying away from that responsibility of
delivering to the Yan Yean electorate. This budget
again brings home the bacon for that electorate. On
roads we are including $100 million to build the
north-east link, the missing link in our road network
that will finally complete the Metropolitan Ring Road.
Those of us who represent communities along the
Hurstbridge line know that we suffer the brunt of the
congestion and traffic that travels through our
residential streets. It is this government that is going to
deliver on this, and $100 million is an absolutely
fantastic start.

On a justice portfolio basis and on a local electorate
basis this budget is a huge disappointment. The
Victorian people are looking for leadership in this
space. If anything, what this budget does is highlight
the profound importance of the decision the Victorian
people will make next year on who they want to govern
this state. This budget is a sad indictment on the failure
of this government to deliver for law and order.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — It gives me great
pleasure to speak on yet another brilliant budget from
the Treasurer. As he would say, this budget has the
Premier’s hallmarks all over it.
I had already made a decision in talking about this
year’s state budget to focus on population growth and
what that means for my electorate. I am speaking after
the member for Hawthorn, who said — and I could not
believe he said it with a straight face — that his
electorate of Hawthorn is copping the brunt of
population growth. They really do not get out much, do
they? His neighbour, the member for Kew, is
undertaking a vanity project as their great expert on
population growth. If the member for Kew and the
member for Hawthorn are the brains trust of the Liberal
and National parties’ population growth policy, well, I
pity Victoria if that lot get back onto the government
benches because they have no idea or concept of
population growth.
The member for Hawthorn said that his well-heeled
electorate had not done very well in the budget, but I
would point out to him that the most populous and
fastest growing electorate in this state in the last term,
in the term before that and in the current term is the
Yan Yean electorate. Those opposite went to the 2010
election making not one capital commitment to Yan

There is also $700 million for the M80 ring-road to be
upgraded between Princes Freeway and Western
Highway, Sydney Road and Edgars Road and,
importantly, Plenty Road to Greensborough Highway.
Work on the 2.4-kilometre Plenty Road to
Greensborough Highway section will include an extra
lane in each direction and upgrades to the interchanges
in Hurstbridge at Greensborough Highway and Plenty
Road as well.
As well as that, another north-south road has been
congested and the subject of much discussion and angst
for a long time. People have questioned why, in our
first budget allocation, the $134 million for the current
section of the current project for Yan Yean Road
finished at Kurrak Road. The reason is that it was the
only part we could contribute to and could begin in our
first budget — the previous government had not
transferred responsibility for any section north of
Kurrak Road for Yan Yean Road. But we have done
that now, and there is a further $96 million in the
budget so that we can relieve congestion on that road.
Also, in a real victory for community activism, the
township of Whittlesea is going to have an amazing
end to what has been a significant problem for a long
time. That is the intersection out the front of Whittlesea
Primary School: of Macmeikan Street and Laurel Street
or Whittlesea-Yea Road, and Wallan-Whittlesea
Road — a very difficult intersection which will now be
signalised so children will be safer. I really want to
commend Krissy Richmond and other supporters in the
Whittlesea community who have been out there
collecting signatures and growing that campaign. That
is now going to be delivered.
In education, a new school is going to be built near
Yarrambat Park. It is near Yarrambat Park but is actually
in the postcode of Doreen, south of Bridge Inn Road. So
that whole community in a growing suburb will now
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have their own local school and will not have to get out
onto busy arterial roads. They will actually be able to
walk their children to school should they choose to do
that. That is in addition to the two schools we already
opened this year in Mernda Central College and Mernda
Park Primary School as well as the upgrades we are
doing to Hazel Glen College and to Wallan Secondary
College. Education is our number one priority, and that
is why we are called the Education State.
I heard the Minister for Education only today saying
that the average spend over four years of the previous
government on school capital — building new schools
and upgrades — was $350 million across our state.
Across our first three budgets our average spend is
$850 million. That is nearly three times as much to
make up for the neglect. We are seeing that spend with
the Yarrambat Park primary school.
In Beveridge, they are overjoyed after the pressure
experienced by the Beveridge Primary School, which is
bursting at the seams, is eased. The school is in a bad
state of disrepair because it had a rural upgrade that we
actually funded in 2010 that was then cancelled by
those opposite — cruelly cancelled. When the Leader
of the Opposition was the then minister for planning,
they not only cancelled the school building upgrade but
they shifted the urban growth boundary, which meant
that Beveridge Primary School was inside the urban
growth boundary. Then they said, ‘Thank you very
much, we will not give you rurality funding anymore,
you are a city school now’, ignoring the fact that they
are not on the sewerage system and they are not on
reticulated water. They have to provide their own water
for firefighting and have all the pressures any country
school would have. Plus they have the pressures of
population growth. We are easing the squeeze on that
school by funding land in the Mandalay estate to build
a brand-new school on that side of the Hume for that
new community.
Just outside Wallan, Wandong Primary School is also
going to be upgraded with $1.2 million for planning
and upgrades. I commend the member for Northern
Victoria, Jaclyn Symes, in another place for her work in
advocating for this. Jaclyn Symes and I did a transport
forum for the Wallan community only a couple of
weeks ago. The Minister for Public Transport came and
spoke to our community and engaged with them about
their growing need for transport, whether it be rail or
whether it be buses. They told us very strongly that
they needed improvement in the local bus network.
They are going to benefit from part of a share in a
$17 million investment for better bus services across
growing suburbs because, unlike those opposite, we
understand that Wallan is now like a growing suburb. It
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has the values and the attributes of a great little country
town, but the needs of a growing suburb.
We have also allocated $40 million in the budget for
station and signalling upgrades on the Seymour line. It
includes $20 million worth of upgrades to Wallan and
Donnybrook stations, and $20 million for improved
signalling and other infrastructure to prepare the
north-east line for the next generation of trains we are
building in Victoria.
I also went out to the Northern Hospital with the
Minister for Health, who I am pleased to say is in the
chamber, along with the member for Broadmeadows
and the member for Thomastown. There were tears —
absolute tears — on that visit because some of the
theatre nurses could not believe that what they have
been waiting for in their great work of servicing
growing communities is in this budget.
Northern Hospital will receive $162.7 million for the
expansion of its inpatient services and the completion
of the 7-storey tower which will contain 96 new
inpatient beds, three new operating theatres and more
treatment rooms. This comes on top of the great work
done by Ambulance Victoria. I am really proud that we
are the first government to actually have a Minister for
Ambulance Services. That is how important we see
ambulance services in this state. We have got the best
performance data in a very, very long time: 80 per cent
of code 1 incidents were responded to within
15 minutes in the last quarter, and that is the best figure
in seven years.
There is additional support for improving response
times and rebuilding our ambulance services, and I am
pleased that there will be a new 24-hour branch built on
land just acquired on the border of Diamond Creek and
Wattle Glen. I know the member for Eltham and I very
much welcome the fact that Nillumbik will be getting
its first 24-hour ambulance branch. In the community
of Mernda they are getting an ambulance branch there
as well. It is always Labor that delivers ambulance
services in the north. We delivered the 24-hour
ambulance station in the Whittlesea township. We
delivered ambulance services to Kinglake, we delivered
ambulance services to Wallan and now we are doing
the same for Mernda.
On community safety, I know the member for
Hawthorn was trying to mount a case that nothing had
been done on community safety, but there is
$1.9 billion for the number one law and order problem
in this state: family violence. Forty per cent of crime is
actually related to family violence. One woman a week
dies from the scourge of family violence, and lives,
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particularly children’s lives, are turned upside down, so
$1.9 billion is an amazing amount of money. What
Victoria is spending on responding to family violence
is greater than that of every other jurisdiction in the
country; every other state and the commonwealth put
together do not spend as much on attacking this
problem. As part of that, there will be a family violence
hub in the north-east of Melbourne to provide support
and to keep women and children safe. It will help
anyone who is escaping family violence, it will help
them get back on their feet, it will help get them into
safer accommodation — or to remain in their own
homes while the perpetrators are removed — and it will
help get them back into employment. It will provide
counselling for the children to calm the little adrenaline
rush that has been happening with them and help them
get back to focusing on being kids again and being
involved with and being successful at school, sport and
whatever else they might want to do.
I am also pleased to see, and I know the local police in
the Whittlesea police service area are absolutely
cock-a-hoop to see, 45 additional police. They are not
replacing those who have gone on leave or those who
have retired; this is 45 additional police for the
Whittlesea police service area, and they will be on duty
from next month. That is almost three months ahead of
the opening of the new Mernda police station that is
also being built by this government.
On jobs and growth, the member for Kew seems to be
the in-house expert for those opposite on population
and having a population policy. Let me tell you the
best thing that has been done to spread the population
and to grow jobs in regional Victoria — and that is
what provides sound population, not shutting down
services like those opposite did. The Leader of The
Nationals closed down numerous former Department
of Primary Industries offices, which caused
immeasurable harm to local economies in regional
Victoria. Now those local councils are going to have
businesses beating a path to their door to establish and
expand in regional Victoria. It is actually going to
assist outer suburban people as well, because rather
than adding to the queue of people heading into town
by car or to the queue of people on the train heading
into town, with growth and support for businesses in
peri-urban areas like Wallan, like Beveridge, like the
Macedon Ranges and like Moorabool shire, workers
will be able to travel in the opposite direction. Empty
carriages are travelling in the opposite direction, and
on the other side of the road — the north-heading
side, which is quite empty in the morning peak —
people will be able to go and get jobs there.
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Across the board it is a fantastic budget — I commend
the work of the Treasurer and everyone who helped
along the way — and it is delivering for my
community. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — I rise to speak on the
Appropriation (2017–2018) Bill 2017. I have been in
the chamber for a bit, and before that I was also
listening to the debate. It would be true to say that what
I have heard is a lot of members of the government
getting up and talking about what is being delivered for
their electorates. The previous speaker, the member for
Yan Yean, was incredibly breathless in her delivery
because there was so much to get through. What none
of them seem to be focusing on are the taxes that are
being raised to pay for these promises. Of course taxes
are up 22 per cent since Labor was elected, and that is
an average of $2000 per every Victorian household.
But when we look at my part of the world — when we
look at country Victoria and Ripon in particular — we
cannot even do the old ‘Look what’s being delivered
here’ side of it, because Labor has cut $32 million from
agriculture in the 2017–18 state budget. They have no
new capital investments for our country hospitals.
Ripon’s hospitals get no new capital funds. There is no
new money for police stations across Ripon, despite the
fact of the statewide crime crisis.
Ms Green interjected.
Ms STALEY — I have got to tell you that the one
that is being yelled about over there is already in play;
it is not new money. The country roads and bridges
program still has not been restored despite the
incredibly poor state of our country roads. Of course
too many schools have missed out on funding. There is
one school in Ripon that has had some money put
towards it this year, and that is planning for a new
primary school in Lucas. I have got to say that was a
key election promise of mine; it has taken Labor two or
three years to get with the program. It is a shame that
they have been so slow in delivering a school to the
fastest growing area in Ballarat.
While we are talking about education I think it is
important that we note that this budget is cutting
spending on rural and regional schools by $87 million
this year — $87 million coming out of rural and
regional schools. When you see that, perhaps you
should think about what other governments might be
doing. There is a very useful website that has been set
up that details what Gonski 2.0 is going to deliver for
every school in Australia, and I have taken the
opportunity to have a look at non-government schools
in Ripon. There are nine of them. Over the next decade
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those schools will see an increase — this is not total
funds, this is an increase — of $46 252 100. In
addition, every government school in Ripon will also
get substantial funding.

Minister: The value of this package of works is more than
$1 billion.

I have got to say that it is time to end the school
funding wars. I am a strong advocate for needs-based
funding. I am a fully signed-up member of Gonski 2.0.
This is a needs-based funding model that will deliver
real money, not made-up promises, that is fair and
equitable across all sectors. Many of my schools are in
incredibly low socio-economic areas where parents
have very few resources. Having a needs-based funding
model for rural schools, particularly low-income rural
schools, is something I welcome. I think it is an
absolute disgrace that Labor nationally cannot move
away from their hidebound, ideological position and
embrace something that they have wanted for years.
They have wanted Gonski for years, they get given
Gonski — but no, somehow Gonski is not Gonski
anymore.

Minister: Werribee? Four trains. (Turns to adviser) How
many trains?

I move on now to country roads and bridges. The
budget claims to allocate more than $500 million to
regional roads. When I go through the budget papers I
see that there are two minor roads projects in Ripon and
one bridge. By contrast, we still do not have the
$28 million worth of country roads and bridges funding
that the Andrews Labor government ripped out of
Ripon. They have not put it back.
Ms Britnell interjected.
Ms STALEY — It was the first thing they did —
thank you, member for South-West Coast — and they
have not put it back. We get little crumbs back on
individual, incredibly dangerous roads. We also have a
major rail project going on in Ripon; it is the Murray
Basin rail project. It seems to me that one of the things
about this project that is particularly pertinent to the
budget and some of the commentary around the budget
is that there are over 100 level crossings along the
Ararat to Maryborough line. The approach that Labor is
taking to these level crossings is to close over half of
them, stranding landholders and putting safety at risk in
fires or emergencies. That is the approach of this
government.
But it seems that for others there is a different
approach. On 4 May the Minister for Public Transport
announced that contracts had been signed for the
removal of some level crossings, including one in
Werribee Street, Werribee. There was a media
conference about this. I read into Hansard the transcript
of that:

Journalist: But among them, this crossing in Werribee Street
in Werribee. How many trains use it each day?

Adviser: Four.
Minister: Four. There you go, four. Four trains a day.

Of course this is the Treasurer’s seat — the Treasurer
who lives about 20 kilometres away in Williamstown. I
think it is probably not unrelated that a recent Galaxy
poll in that seat found that the Treasurer’s primary vote
has dropped to 29 per cent, about half of what it was in
the 2014 election. Three out of four people in the seat
believe he is doing a poor job of representing them.
What we see in Ripon, where we have freight trains —
and these are the kinds of trains that are going through
the Werribee level crossing — is that they close the
level crossings, strand people and create a fire risk. But
when it is Werribee, when it is the Treasurer’s seat and
when it is four trains a day, oh no, that is all right, we
will do a grade separation. We will spend millions.
That is the Labor way.
That brings me to the regional rail package. Various
government members have spoken about the regional
rail package. The trouble with this package is that the
government has refused to spend money to fund it. It is
a media stunt. There is no business plan. There is
nothing. They have just put a huge IOU out to the
Prime Minister. They brand this as a huge investment.
It is not their investment; if anyone is paying for it, it is
the federal government. Let us compare and contrast
that to the Metro Tunnel. The Metro Tunnel project is
now costing $11.03 billion — $2 billion more than
when it was originally costed by Labor. Of course
Labor cannot cost anything properly. It will cost
$11.03 billion to build that rail tunnel. That is state
government money, but we do not get any. Clearly with
this government there is nothing for regional Victoria,
so we will just ask the feds. We would just ask them
because we are not going to pay for anything. Clearly
we are second class compared to the Metro Tunnel.
There is one other crucial thing in the budget that,
bizarrely, the government has not talked about, and that
is in budget paper 4, page 10, and the section headed
‘Regional projects funded from the sale of Port of
Melbourne’. It says:
As part of the commitments made by the government
regarding the use of the proceeds from the medium-term
lease of Port of Melbourne, the government set aside
$973 million for use on regional projects. Table 3 provides an
acquittal of projects …
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What are these projects? There is $435 million for the
regional rail revival in Gippsland. There are what they
call ‘more regional trains’, and that turns out to be
some more VLocity carriages to deal with the
population growth between Ballarat and Geelong and
Melbourne. There is the Shepparton line upgrade and
additional services. Then there is $300 million for
maintenance on regional rail. So the government has
spent farmers’ and country people’s proceeds from the
port that we forced the government to negotiate to
deliver — but no, they have not asked country people
what they might want. They have not delivered it as a
package of works that will deliver productivity growth
for country people — no. They have spent it on
ordinary maintenance. This is a disgrace. This is an
utter disgrace.
I note that of the money, they are spending some of it
on V/Line classic fleet trains. I would have thought
they needed maintenance. The word ‘classic’ in the title
might give you an indication that they are old and need
maintenance. The port of Melbourne was a
once-in-50-year sale. The value of the port of
Melbourne was built on the grain growers and the dairy
farmers of western Victoria, yet not one dollar is going
to western Victoria. On top of that, $300 million of this
package is going to routine maintenance.
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know they have dudded country Victorians. They have
done it deliberately. They do not care about us, and
again and again we have seen this.
I think by now it is fairly clear that this budget has done
more than abandon my seat and country Victoria. It has
been wilful in ignoring us and in denying us the future
investment that we need. Our farmers built the port.
The dairy industry is the single largest exporter through
the port. The dairy industry gets absolutely nothing out
of the port of Melbourne sale. The grains industry, of
which I am a part, gets nothing. This is disgraceful.
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Industry and
Employment) — It is a real pleasure to rise and speak
on this budget. I have been in this place since 2007, so I
have had an opportunity to speak both in government
and opposition. Of course this debate takes a
predictable form, I suppose, in terms of those things
that we talk positively about and those things that do
not come through in the budget. I do want to say one
thing, and that is that I think budgets are a reflection of
your values. I want to touch on two key areas before I
go on to speak about some of my portfolio areas,
because I think that they really do speak positively
about Labor values.

This is a disgrace. No wonder Premier Andrews has
kept this secret. We have not seen media releases about
how they have spent the port of Melbourne money.
They buried it because there is nothing in this for the
farmers who built the port’s value. The western
Victoria region has been completely betrayed by
Premier Andrews in his allocating this money to
ordinary maintenance and projects in other regions.
This should have gone to transformative projects —
projects that will set up western Victoria and country
Victoria more generally for the future to drive our
economic growth, to drive serious productivity, to drive
hope for our regions and to deliver jobs and futures for
our people.

The first one is ambulance services. I remember sitting
on opposition benches, year after year under the
previous government, when the performance of our
ambulances, despite the best efforts of our paramedics
in terms of response times, was falling year after year. I
am really thrilled that the Minister for Health is in the
house because there have now been record investments
made in our ambulance services under this government,
with the 2017–18 budget to well and truly top
$1 billion as a result of investments that the minister
has made. It is great to see growth funding in this
budget, on top of those investments that have been
made previously, of another $26 million. That will
mean better services, more code 1 incidents getting
ambulances on time and, of course, more trained
paramedics out there on the road and able to respond.

Instead, we have seen the recycling of routine
maintenance money into passenger rail. This is without
doubt the most serious betrayal by this government of
country Victorians, and particularly of farmers, that we
have seen. It is one thing to cut our roads. It is another
to cut our hospital capital funds. It is another to not
invest the same in schools or in police. But to take
away our economic future by not delivering the kind of
projects — the transformative projects — that our
regions need when the money is there, when the whole
of the rest of the money is being spent in metro
Melbourne, that is just shameful. I see that those
opposite are silent, and they are silent because they

I want to pay tribute in my contribution this year to
Steve and Jo Gibbs and Julie Wilson. They lost their
sons who, very sadly, waited for ambulances — sons
who had their whole lives ahead of them. They spoke
very bravely during the previous government’s term
and advocated for change in this key area of
government delivery. I stood with them very proudly,
and their impact still stays with me today, and I know
that their impact has also stayed with the health
minister. This is a terrific outcome in our budget. I also
just want to make mention of Steve McGhie, Danny
Hill and all those at the ambulance union and all of the
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paramedics who support our health system so
magnificently. This is a fantastic outcome.

will in every way transform many parts of metropolitan
Melbourne and regional Victoria.

The second area I want to point to in relation to Labor
values is the outstanding landmark commitment of
$1.9 billion to end violence against women and
children. I remember very well being in the audience at
a Labor Party conference when the then opposition
leader and now Premier got up and committed to
having a royal commission into this issue — an issue
that he described as the number one law and order issue
in the state. This investment that is being made in this
budget will absolutely change lives, but it will also save
lives. Again, it speaks very strongly about Labor’s
values and the importance we place on women and
children who are vulnerable in our state.

To go to the issue of our fair share and the federal
budget tonight, we will look very closely at what the
federal government does. This is an opportunity for the
Sydney-centric Prime Minister to turn his eyes back to
Victoria and give us a greater share of our infrastructure
funding. At the moment Victoria only receives 8.5 per
cent of the allocated commonwealth infrastructure
funding, and that is an indictment of the
commonwealth government. Separate to the asset
recycling funds, Victoria deserves the additional
$6.6 billion to get its fair share. I do not see the federal
Minister for Infrastructure and Transport standing up
for Victoria, notwithstanding he is from Victoria.

Moving to my areas of responsibility — industry,
employment and resources — this government has
always had a focus on jobs. Right from the word go we
understood the absolute neglect and the lack of a jobs
plan under the previous government. We have had a plan
from the word ‘go’ and it is terrific to see outcomes
coming through for Victoria that are really leading the
nation in every way in relation to jobs growth. In fact
since we have come to government the number of people
employed in this state has grown by 216 000 people,
against the four years of the previous government, where
that figure was just 96 000 people. We are leading the
nation in terms of total employment growth.

In terms of investment attraction and assistance, we
have a proud record here, and the budget provides a
further $90 million for our investment attraction and
assistance program. This has been a very successful
program for the Andrews government. To date we have
attracted many household names to Victoria, either to
expand their businesses or to set up their businesses
here in Victoria.

Our annual results, particularly last year, were the
highest in both absolute and percentage terms in
Australia. If you look at the last two months alone, we
have had nearly an additional 28 000 people gain work.
Again, if you go back to last year Victoria and South
Australia were the only states that recorded an increase
in full-time jobs.
Let us talk about regional Victoria, because we have
recorded the largest increase in both total and full-time
employment over the past year. Employment in
regional Victoria is up by 40 000 persons since
November 2014. Almost 7000 of those 40 000 jobs are
full time. This is happening because our state is
investing strongly in infrastructure. If you look at the
forward estimates for our infrastructure spend, it is
about $9.6 billion on average. That is an absolute
record in terms of investment. It will create about
50 000 jobs for Victorians. If you look at the extra
trams, the trains, the public transport projects,
important projects in the west of Melbourne — the
West Gate tunnel project — all of these projects are
job-building projects and, importantly, they will create
opportunities for apprentices, trainees and cadets. They

I will look at a number of investments that have been
announced over the last 12 months, most recently last
month with Rinnai establishing its new Braeside
manufacturing hub here in Victoria and creating,
importantly, 160 new manufacturing jobs and also
investing in their research and development facility. Of
course Rinnai is a household name. They produce gas
and electric hot-water systems and ducted heating. The
investment they are making in their business with the
support of the Victorian government will also secure
the 372 jobs that already existed at Rinnai, so it is great
to see that business growing.
In relation to David Jones, in August last year there was
a great announcement that South Africa’s Woolworths
Holdings would essentially establish their Australasian
head office in Melbourne. That meant that 820 new
jobs would be created here in Victoria and we would
secure 680 existing jobs. This is an iconic fashion
retailer, and to bring David Jones and Country Road
together here in Victoria, as I said, will create all of
those additional jobs and secure the 680 that could have
easily gone to New South Wales.
Out in the east there was an announcement in June last
year to create 120 manufacturing jobs for leading
English potato crisp manufacturers Tyrrells. Tyrrells
had previously exported their product from the
Northern Hemisphere. They wanted to establish an
Australian Asia-Pacific head office, and they have
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established it with the assistance of the Victorian
government’s investment attraction and assistance
program. We have helped to facilitate their investment
to come together with Yarra Valley Snack Foods.
Again, this will also help our farming community by
using potatoes from Victoria to deliver their product.

base. Forty two per cent of the jobs created in
Australian manufacturing last year were located in
Victoria, or more than 42 000 additional people
working in manufacturing. These are high-skilled,
high-value jobs, and obviously they are a very central
component of Victoria’s economy.

Finally, NewCold Logistics, a Dutch-based cold
storage and logistics company, is establishing its
Asia-Pacific headquarters in Melbourne on the
strength of the fact that Victoria is a great place to do
business. They are in the process of building their
warehouse in Truganina. They will employ people in
IT, engineering, software development, management
and of course transport and logistics. These are the
sorts of investments that Victoria is able to attract, and
we want to continue to attract with the investments we
are making in this particular budget. It builds on the
massive $116 million that we announced in last year’s
budget.

This budget provides a $15 million boost to a number
of programs that have been very critical in relation to
growing our manufacturing base. There is an extra
$10 million for the Local Industry Fund for Transition
program on top of the $33 million previously funded
and $5 million to boost the Future Industries
Manufacturing Program, building on the $13 million
that we already announced last year.

We are also investing $42.5 million over four years to
fund the Victorian gas program. This will be the most
comprehensive program in our state’s history. It will be
spearheaded by the state’s lead scientist, Amanda
Caples. The program will be completed during the
extended moratorium on onshore conventional gas
exploration and development. It will not have any
impact of course on the legislation that passed this
Parliament in relation to banning fracking and
unconventional gas, but it will get to the bottom, if you
like, of gas that potentially exists onshore that can be
extracted conventionally, while taking the community
with us and also looking at the environmental impacts
that may come as a result of any onshore gas industry
here in Victoria.
There have been many commentators, including federal
coalition MPs, who would say that we are awash with
onshore gas in Victoria, but currently, despite issuing
many exploration licences under both governments —
ours and the previous government — there are
currently no proved or probable onshore gas reserves in
Victoria. Our program will include geoscientific,
environmental and economic studies, and every bit of
hard evidence that we need to properly assess the
potential for any onshore conventional gas exploration
in Victoria. We have invited the commonwealth to join
us as part of that program, and we are waiting to hear
from them as to whether or not they will participate.
We are also supporting industries in transition. It is one
of the key challenges for Victoria in relation to the
automotive sector. Of course the car making
component of that sector is due to close, but we are
seeing good and sustained growth in our manufacturing

Nothing gives me greater pleasure than to go to places
like Nissan Casting Australia in Dandenong. The
member for Dandenong is with us today, and she was
with me a week or so ago when we went down there
and announced a grant under our Future Industries
Manufacturing Program to grow jobs to essentially
supplement the investment that Nissan Casting is
making in its own business and to support those
manufacturing jobs. We want to do more of that, and
this budget allows us the opportunity to do more.
Importantly we have seen a supplementation to our
social enterprise initiative. We launched this initiative
earlier this year. It is a great initiative to support social
enterprises. This budget delivers more funding so that
we can implement our social enterprise strategy to
ensure that those people who may be vulnerable and
who may find it difficult to participate in employment
can do so through social enterprises, which are dotted
right across Victoria and of course in Melbourne as well.
There are a number of other important allocations that
have been made in this budget, including allocations to
assist retrenched workers who need support to
transition to new employment. There is $1.5 million to
support the construction and technology sector of our
future industries program and $500 000 to support
young people and disadvantaged Victorians in the
construction workforce. This is a terrific suite of
initiatives which will help grow jobs in Victoria and
support our program to grow the economy.
Just locally in terms of my electorate of Williamstown,
I am really pleased to see an outcome for Spotswood
Primary School. There is $1.4 million to deliver the
first stage of the modernisation of their school
buildings. This is a great school which is over
100 years old. We are all proud of the schools in our
electorates, but to achieve an outcome in this budget is
a great testament to Jackie Green, the principal, the
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teachers at the school and all the staff who do a great
job in nurturing, educating and developing our young
people. They are really the drivers of better outcomes
for students. We want to match their endeavours with
the sorts of facilities they expect to have available to
their students. It is just terrific to get that as an outcome.
There is also another supplementation for the Footscray
learning precinct in this budget, funding that will
enable master planning and the appointment of an
architect to take this project one step closer to
delivering secondary education in the Footscray
learning precinct. Again it is testament to the advocacy
of many in my community who have been pushing for
new secondary education facilities since the previous
high school was closed by the Kennett government
back in the 1990s.
I also want to acknowledge the Minister for Health and
the member for Footscray for the $50 million allocated
to develop a business case and commence design work
for the construction of a new Footscray hospital. That is
a terrific outcome for Melbourne’s west.
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — Standing here
and talking about the state budget from an East
Gippsland perspective for 15 minutes is going to be a
rather difficult proposition because, like much of rural
and regional Victoria, East Gippsland missed out.
Perhaps there is no better evidence of this than can be
seen by looking at the map on pages 4 and 5 of the rural
and regional budget paper: unfortunately, not for the
first time, the index covers East Gippsland where the
announcements should be. As I said, this is not the first
time that has happened.
Unfortunately in my contribution we have to look at
some of the things that the community sought and
wanted for various reasons that are important to my
electorate that did not arrive in the budget and that we
are still obviously very keen to see occur. Probably at
the top of that list is Bairnsdale Secondary College,
which is the biggest school in the East Gippsland
electorate. Through a $12 million investment, stage 1
of that school was built. It was committed to by the
coalition prior to the 2014 election. Unfortunately it did
not have bipartisan support prior to the election. There
has been strong advocacy from the school community
and the wider community for the completion of that
school. As I said, it is the biggest in our region.
What the school is simply seeking now and has been
seeking for some time is a visit from the minister — not
an announcement, just a visit to have a look at the
place. The school council forwarded the minister an
invitation over 12 months ago, as did I separately. He
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was on the local radio station saying that he would
attend when his diary allowed. That was over
12 months ago — in February 2016. So in over
12 months our minister, who wants to come in here and
espouse how much he cares about education, cannot
even find time to visit. I do not think he has even been
to my electorate, with over 45 schools, to visit a school
of the highest need, and that is simply not good enough.
The school has made it very clear in its invitation: they
just want him to visit and have a look and understand
the scenario that faces the school community. To not
have found the time in over 12 months is rather
pathetic, if I may say so. It is not good enough, and I
would encourage the minister to make good on what he
was happy to say on air but is not happy to do in reality.
I also want to note, as I know other members have in
previous contributions, the country roads and bridges
program. Rather than beating up the government for
cutting this program and not funding it, we have just
got to have a look at what it means to rural and regional
communities. It is $1 million a year to councils that
know that money is coming, and can plan and allocate
in their future budgets knowing that the money is there
and knowing that it is coming. It is one of the few state
or federal government grants that they know the value
of in advance.
Despite repeated requests for its reinstatement, not just
from individual councils but also from Rural Councils
Victoria, that program has not been re-funded at all,
which has created a high level of disappointment. I will
tell you why it is disappointing. We have the
government promoting its Towards Zero campaign, a
very worthwhile initiative with the very admirable
objective of cutting our road toll, but having the
Towards Zero campaign while you cut the country
roads and bridges program that maintains our roads and
makes them better makes no sense at all.
In line with that I could also mention the tax on new
cars. How can we have the Towards Zero campaign
when we are making new cars more expensive, which
has people purchasing second-hand cars and older cars
because the new cars are now out of their price range?
We put in place that impediment towards the purchase
of a new car and have the Towards Zero campaign. We
cut the country roads and bridges program and increase
tax on new cars, but we have the Towards Zero
campaign. There is some irony in that that simply does
not make any sense whatsoever.
The reality of this budget is that country people are
being taxed more and getting less in relation to
infrastructure and services. Labor’s budget means that
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country Victorians are paying more but getting less.
The Shadow Treasurer’s one line summed up what
Victorians are facing:
Under —

this government —
the only thing rising faster than the crime rate —

which is up 20.2 per cent — we cannot let that roll off
the tongue, it is up by one-fifth —
is the tax rate —

at 22.2 per cent.
So instead of having the Treasurer standing here
beating his chest about having a surplus, I would much
rather some of those higher priorities in rural and
regional areas of Victoria be addressed. But perhaps
more importantly than some of the infrastructure
projects is some relief to the cost of living for country
people who are facing rising taxes in a number of areas
and also high utility bills in a number of areas.
If we have a look at the cost-of-living pressures on
country Victorians more closely, the Australian Bureau
of Statistics figures show that power prices have risen
7.7 per cent, and we have that additional $252 million
tax on power generators. Firstly, that is only going to be
passed on to consumers. Secondly, it was also a factor
in, if not solely responsible for, the closure of
Hazelwood. The combined result of those two factors is
driving up power bills for rural and regional Victorians.
I have no doubt that we have not seen yet on our bills
the full impact of what the closure of Hazelwood will
be. It has risen 7.7 per cent. I am very concerned that is
going to be the tip of the iceberg when we are talking
about our power bills.
The average Victorian household has seen their energy
bills increase by $300 this year. That is not according to
the opposition, that is according to the St Vincent de
Paul Society. The answer from this government has
been to have another review. Another review is simply
not good enough when we are looking at addressing
this problem.
The fact that this government has introduced or
increased 10 taxes since the election is a clear broken
promise. Despite a $4 billion tax increase, $10 billion
from the port of Melbourne windfall and $13 billion
in higher GST receipts, we are still increasing state
debt by $10 billion. There should be no need for that,
given the increased income that has been generated.
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Why are country people being expected to pay more
while receiving little in return? That is the rhetorical
question to which there appears to be no answer, and it is
proving to be extremely disappointing for those people
that are living in rural and regional Victoria. The only
announcement in the budget of any note to my electorate
was the Avon River bridge at Stratford. We well know
of the jousting that has been going on in relation to
whether that is state or federal funding — it has been
under dispute for some time, that is quite clear. The state
says it is theirs, and the feds say that the state missed
their asset recycling deadline. But to come out while this
dispute is ongoing and say ‘The money is ours, and we
are going to put it in the budget’ does not ring true when
it has been under dispute for quite some time.
I have got no doubt that the federal budget, which we
will be sitting down and watching tonight, will have
money in it for Gippsland and regional rail, but whether
it is going to be the amount that the state is relying on
and that the state has put in the budget papers, who
would know? I think it is a little bit rude and getting a
little bit ahead of yourself to be making those significant
announcements in the state budget when you do not
know what is coming from the federal budget. The state
appears happy to spend federal money and commit
federal money when they do not really know how much
they have got coming into that space.
Reading the budget papers, one thing that jumped off the
page to me was the number of roads programs that have
a little asterisk written next to them, and down the
bottom it has ‘dependent on contributions from the
federal government’. I only hope that those come
through tonight and that those roads programs can be
fulfilled to the level of commitment that has been made.
As was mentioned by the member for Ripon in her
contribution, there has been an agriculture budget cut of
$32 million. That is not great for our farmers, who are
facing a lot of hardship. In certain areas some have got
it okay; cattle prices are okay down my way at the
moment. But there are plenty of others who are facing
hardship. I would have thought that if we had a budget
surplus, the agriculture budget would at least be
maintained or slightly improved rather than being cut.
I want to make some quick comments on law and
order, and the soaring crime rate. There has been a
20 per cent increase, as I mentioned before, and there
has been acknowledgement by the Minister for Police
that many Victorians do not feel safe in their own
homes — they are her words. We have no new funding
for police stations in rural and regional Victoria, and no
funding to reopen those that have been closed. We have
got a crisis in frontline police numbers. Rosters are not
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filled in my area, and right across the state we have
issues with police in rural and regional Victoria. I am
not talking about increases — I am talking about filling
current rosters.
We have had really no increase in the amount of police
in stations in rural and regional Victoria in the two
years of this Labor government. I think it is about an
increase of 300 police overall, but we are not seeing the
police allocated to the stations to maintain numbers.
This is despite rising crime and a rising population.
Since the Premier was elected and Labor came to
government the population in Victoria has grown by
over 300 000 people and the crime rate has increased
by 20 per cent, but in-station police numbers have
increased only marginally. That is not good enough
when we have public sector wages up 24 per cent in
two years and we have not got the police we need in the
face of a crime crisis not only in urban areas but in the
major centres in rural and regional Victoria as well.
In relation to the shadow ministries that I hold, I will be
making some comment in the house on those in time,
but I will refrain from doing that until after the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee process in the
coming weeks.
Before I finish I want to make some comments on the
contribution that was made by the member for Prahran
not too long ago. As I was sitting in my office I heard
the member for Prahran basically say that he wants no
native timber industry in Victoria and he wants it
replaced by plantation timber. What I would like the
member for Prahran to explain, perhaps in his next
members statement if he likes, is where the
appearance-grade timber is going to come from that the
Victorian consumers want. He wants no native timber
industry, and appearance-grade timber cannot come
from plantation, so I want him to come in here and
explain to this house where the appearance-grade
timber is going to come from if it does not come from
the native timber industry, because all he is going to do
is drive up imports. He spouts these popular lines and
has no basis behind his commentary. He is going to
drive up imports. Probably in the next sitting week of
Parliament he will be standing out there on the front
steps joining a protest because we are cutting down
rainforests and killing the orangutans, because where
the timber will come from is the developing countries
that do not have the oversight that the Victorian native
timber industry has. The appearance-grade timber will
come from there if we do not harvest it in Victoria. You
cannot have the best of both worlds. He needs to come
into this house and explain that to all members.
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I think it was last year, or it might have been the year
before, that I had the pleasure of the member for Prahran
dropping into my electorate where he gave a talk that
was reported in the local paper. He said there was no
divide at all between city and country people — this was
the member for Prahran. Well, he has got to be kidding
himself. If there is no divide, I ask the member for
Prahran to come down to my electorate and give his
speech on the timber industry in the main street of
Heyfield, the main street of Bairnsdale or the main street
of Orbost. I will even set it up for him; I will set up a site
for him outside the supermarket. He can come to those
towns, which have a strong and rich history in the native
timber industry, and I will book a little space for him to
come and trot out that absolute garbage that he trotted
out before. He can see then from the feedback that he
will receive whether there is a divide between his views
and the views of country people in my electorate.
There is no reason that we cannot have a sustainable
timber industry in this state. The member for Prahran
and all other members in this chamber ought to
recognise that fact. Rather than spread misconceptions
about the native timber industry, which harvests only a
very, very small percentage of our state forest — 6 per
cent to 7 per cent of it on an eighty-year rotation — the
member for Prahran ought to recognise that they serve
a valuable purpose in this state and support the timber
industry in Victoria.
In finishing up, this budget has not been a good one
for East Gippsland, and you would probably expect all
members of the opposition to say that. But if anyone
wants to disagree with me, I would love any member
of the government to come and tell me what was in
this budget that was good for East Gippsland — there
is nothing.
Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) — As usual it is a
pleasure to speak on the state budget, the Andrews
Labor government’s third state budget. Like the last
two budgets, it is a budget that invests in the
infrastructure Victoria needs; a budget that invests in
transport, in our schools, in our hospitals, in community
safety, in tackling family violence; and also a budget
that creates jobs. Essentially it is a budget that is about
getting the job done. Jobs are a central plank of any
good Labor budget. At the last election we inherited the
highest unemployment rate on the mainland, but since
then we have created more than 216 000 jobs. In fact
last year more jobs were created in Victoria than in the
rest of the country combined. Central to our
government’s job strategy is strong investment in
infrastructure. We are investing an average $9.6 billion
a year on the infrastructure Victoria needs.
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We talk a lot about level crossings, and I think
mentioning level crossing removals bears repeating
because it is such a significant project, one that my
electorate of Bentleigh has really been one of the first
beneficiaries of. Of course last year we completed the
level crossing removals at Bentleigh, McKinnon and
Ormond. That created thousands of jobs. We employed
local workers, we used local materials and at the end of it
we have an infrastructure project that we can all be very,
very proud of. Of course this budget continues that
investment in level crossing removals around the state.
But we are also investing in very important
infrastructure in our schools. We are investing a total of
$685 million this year in new schools and school
upgrades, which brings our total investment so far to
$2.5 billion over the three budgets of this government.
Earlier I heard the member for Hawthorn lament that
there is little money for schools in his electorate. Of
course I am not entirely sure what funding is being
allocated to schools in the Hawthorn electorate, but he
did mention that Camberwell High School received
some funding — $3.5 million — from this government,
and I can tell him that is $3.5 million more received by
schools in his electorate than was received by schools
in my electorate by the time of the Baillieu-Napthine
governments’ third budget.
If you look at the last two budgets in my electorate, we
funded upgrades at McKinnon Secondary College,
Bentleigh Secondary College, Tucker Road Bentleigh
Primary School, East Bentleigh Primary School, Our
Lady of the Sacred Heart College, Southmoor Primary
School and Berendale School; in this budget, Valkstone
Primary School, McKinnon Primary School and
Bayside Special Developmental School (Bayside SDS);
and by our third budget, 10 schools and $45 million in
school investment in the Bentleigh electorate. By the
third budget of the Baillieu-Napthine governments:
zero schools and zero dollars for schools in the
Bentleigh electorate. So while the member for
Hawthorn was walking around his electorate lamenting
the little investment in his electorate, that is exactly
what was happening with the former member for
Bentleigh in my electorate: she was lamenting the fact
that she was unable to get a single dollar for schools in
my electorate.
This year I am very proud that Valkstone Primary
School is receiving $3.72 million for stage 2 of their
redevelopment. McKinnon Primary School, which is
the largest primary school in the Bentleigh electorate
yet is accommodated on a fairly small site, will receive
some funding to have a brand-new synthetic
sportsground to make the most of the little open space
that they have.
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I do want to spend some time talking about Bayside
Special Developmental School. As a Labor government
we are bursting with pride that this government in this
budget invests $44.4 million to upgrade six Victorian
special schools. It is our special schools that are often
overlooked by successive governments when it comes
to funding for capital upgrades, but not by this
government. I am absolutely proud that the Bayside
Special Developmental School will be receiving
$11.4 million for a total school rebuild.
This is a school that last year celebrated its
30th anniversary. It is a school that cares for and
educates our children with the most special of needs,
children with severe to moderate disabilities, yet it is
currently accommodated in the buildings of the former
Moorabbin High School — that is, it is accommodated
in buildings that were not purpose built for its specialist
needs. In fact in the 1990s the Kennett government sold
off their school oval. It takes a certain type of person to
sell off a school oval at a special school, and that
certain type of person is a Liberal. That is what they
did. Not only are we giving them back their school
oval, we are rebuilding their school from top to bottom.
I could not be more proud, and I can tell you that the
principal and the parents of that school could not be
more proud. In fact the principal said:
We are extremely grateful to the Andrews government … for
making the new school a reality in the most recent state
budget …
A new school build will not only give us a street presence but
also a building and grounds our students, families and
members of staff can be proud of.

I have to say that I was inundated with feedback from
parents of children educated at Bayside SDS. On my
Facebook page Naomi Sirianni wrote:
As a parent of Bayside SDS may I thank you! Thank you for
your enthusiasm. Your desire to create an enjoyable space for
students and faculty could be seen when discussions began
and now that it’s become a reality you are firing on all shots!

Stacey Popas wrote:
I’m a parent of a Bayside SDS child, and I would like to
thank you so very much for giving our children such a huge
opportunity. Imagine what our kids could have available to
them in a matter of a few years.

And finally, I will just mention this one from Nicky
Mitchell:
It’s what our children need and deserve.

It is indeed what children of special schools need and
deserve. They deserve the same investment as children
in mainstream schools. They have been given that by
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this government, and on this side of the house we could
not be more proud.
I am also pleased to see in the state budget this year
$500 000 in planning funding for a new secondary
school in Bentleigh East. We are not an outer suburb,
but I would say that we are a growth area. We of course
as a community suffered from the mass closure of
schools in the 1990s. It was a short-sighted decision of
the Kennett government, and we are now paying the
price. The loss of Murrumbeena High School in
particular in the 1990s has meant that now that our area
is growing again there is a lot of pressure on school
infrastructure. At the same time McKinnon Secondary
College currently has 2200 students and the smallest
enrolment zone of any other school in Victoria. So I am
pleased that we have funding in the budget to plan for a
new secondary school in the area at the Virginia Park
industrial state on East Boundary Road. It is 24 hectares
of land. We will never have this opportunity again. We
not only govern for the now; we govern for the future.
We are going to deliver for families in my electorate.
I am also pleased that there is funding in this budget for
improvements to bus services in my electorate —
something that is desperately needed. No doubt we will
begin consulting on the best ways to improve bus
services in the Bentleigh electorate later in the year.
There is $2.9 billion for our hospitals. That is
something that the former Minister for Health, David
Davis, could only have dreamed about. It is an
investment, along with those in previous budgets, that
means we now have the best ambulance response times
in Victoria in five years. We all remember the grubby
war that was waged on our dedicated paramedics just a
few years ago. We ended the war, and now we are
enjoying the fruits of that labour.
I will just focus on one particular item in the health
portfolio, and that is the $63.2 million to upgrade the
Monash Medical Centre emergency department. It is an
upgrade that will separate adult patients from children
and young patients and will create an additional
24 emergency department cubicles and an extra
10 short-stay beds for patients who need care for less
than 24 hours. I was with the Premier and the Minister
for Health when we made that announcement at the
new Monash Children’s Hospital. Again it is a proud
Labor achievement to upgrade one of the busiest
emergency departments in our state, one that many of
us in the south-east have been caught up in for hours
and hours and hours on end. This is a very, very
important investment.
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Finally I just want to talk about community safety and
family violence, because they go hand in hand. Family
violence is the number one law and order challenge of
our state. I meet regularly with my local superintendent.
She is always telling me that the one issue that occupies
her members’ time the most is responding to family
violence. Family violence takes up 40 per cent of police
time. It accounts for around 50 per cent of assaults. It is a
national emergency. It is also a national shame that it has
taken this long to take action on such an important issue.
This government is investing a total of $1.91 billion
this year to tackle family violence, and for that we need
a great deal of bipartisanship. Bipartisanship is not
opposing the royal commission and calling it a lawyers
picnic. Bipartisanship is not undermining the findings
of the royal commission, including the respectful
relationships program. Bipartisanship is wholeheartedly
embracing these findings and getting on board with
implementing the recommendations, because we still
have one woman a week dying as a result of family
violence. We still have many women who flee abusive
relationships with their children and seek refuge in their
cars. We have too many women and children sleeping
in their cars, and one of the initiatives in this
$1.9 billion allocation for family violence is in the area
of housing.
I want to end with a plea to the opposition — that is, to
particularly back the $133.2 million for extra long-term
housing, rental assistance and improved crisis
accommodation for victims of family violence, which
builds on the Labor government’s $2.7 billion
investment in social housing. I am appealing to them to
back that investment because I remember what they did
in my electorate, in my community, back in 2009 when a
housing facility for women and children was proposed
for Bentleigh. They came to Bentleigh. They opposed it.
They organised their protests, their meetings, their
petitions. They derided the women and children who
were going to benefit from that investment as ‘scum’.
They stood up in town hall meetings and that was the
tone of the argument. They were there; they opposed
it — a facility for women and children.
Of course a few years later when it opened they were
there at the opening as if none of that had ever
happened, but the fact is that central to fighting family
violence will actually be investing in social housing.
Mr Burgess interjected.
Mr STAIKOS — The member for Hastings is
embarrassed by that, and so he should be. But he
should not only be embarrassed; he should hang his
head in shame, because every time the Labor Party has
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invested in social housing, like now, they have led the
charge against it. We will, as always, stand up against
them. We will make this investment because the
women and children of this state are far too important
not to.
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — It is with
pleasure that I rise to speak on the Appropriation
(2017–2018) Bill 2017, and it is very unfortunate that
this budget does not go anywhere near enough to
actually relieving the enormous cost pressures on small
business and the enormous pressures on families and
households, both in my electorate and across the state.
What this Labor budget does mean though is that
Victorians are paying more than ever and getting less
and less. Under the Premier the only thing rising faster
than crime, which is up by 20.2 per cent since the last
election, is the tax take, which is up by 22.2 per cent.
The Treasurer can boast about his surplus, but
Victorians have received nothing, as I said before, in
cost-of-living relief, just new and higher taxes and
charges. Labor has introduced or increased 10 taxes
since the election, a clear broken promise from a
Premier who cannot be trusted. Despite a $4 billion tax
increase, a $10 billion port of Melbourne windfall and
$13 billion in higher GST receipts, Labor is increasing
state debt by $10 billion. They cannot even find one
dollar to reopen police stations they have closed, yet
they can let the member for Melton get away with
rorting thousands in taxpayer dollars. Labor’s so-called
infrastructure agenda is a sham. There is no money to
build the north-east link, no money to build regional
rail. Instead they are sending the bill to Canberra and
they are slugging CityLink users to pay for their
western distributor.
I would like to go through the new taxes that Labor has
introduced. The energy tax on coal royalties has certainly
had a big impact on the decision of Engie to close
Hazelwood. With that situation, with Hazelwood coming
out of the equation in terms of producing cheap power
for industry, we are seeing an enormous increase in
energy charges right across Victoria. The taxi and Uber
tax is a $2 slug on every passenger that uses taxis or
Uber. The land tax surcharge for absentee landowners
introduced at 0.5 per cent has now increased to 1.5 per
cent. The stamp duty surcharge for foreign buyers
introduced at 3 per cent has now been increased to 7 per
cent. The fire services property levy will increase. There
is an increase in stamp duty on new cars, new stamp
duties on off-the-plan purchases, new stamp duties on
property transfers between spouses and new annual
property evaluations to increase land tax. In this budget
Labor will increase taxation revenue by $174.8 million
in 2017–18 and by $1.4 billion over four years.
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From 1 July 2017 stamp duty on property transfers
between spouses and de facto partners will raise
$20 million per year. This budget makes buying a new
car more expensive for Victorians. The duty on new
passenger vehicles will increase from $6.40 per $200 of
the market value to $8.40 per $200. This will increase
the price of new vehicles by 1 per cent, and this will
raise $391.4 million over four years and $93.8 million
in 2017–18.
The budget introduces a vacant residential property tax.
This will increase revenue by $80 million over four
years and will raise $10 million in the first year. The
budget removes the off-the-plan stamp duty
concession. From 1 July 2017 it will only be available
to homebuyers who qualify for the principal place of
residence stamp duty concession or qualify for the first
home buyers stamp duty exemption or concession. This
will raise $51 million in the first year and
$841.2 million over the four years. The budget also
introduces property evaluations annually rather than
every two years, and this will have an enormous impact
on the fire services levy as it will increase much more
quickly. So will council rates.
Of course that is a list of broken promises that the
Andrews government has delivered. As we well know,
the Premier was on the record back on 28 November
2014, which was election eve, as saying he would not
increase taxes or introduce any new taxes. He made
that promise to every single Victorian, so how can we
trust a Premier who can go back on his word so easily
and so quickly, put an enormous impost on Victorians
and let them down once again?
It is interesting to compare the state of Victoria with the
state of New South Wales. If we look at
unemployment, currently New South Wales has an
unemployment rate of around 5 per cent. What have we
got in Victoria? Victoria has an unemployment rate of
5.75 per cent. We are lagging well behind New South
Wales. In terms of government infrastructure
investment there is a huge difference in the investment
that New South Wales is making compared to Victoria.
New South Wales invested $21.8 billion in 2016–17,
and in Victoria it was a measly $9.3 billion. In 2017–18
New South Wales will spend $20 billion on
infrastructure, and Victoria, $10.1 billion, so we are
lagging behind New South Wales by a long, long way.
Then there is our debt as a percentage of our gross state
product: in New South Wales, 0.1 per cent; in Victoria,
4.6 per cent, rising to 6 per cent over the four years. It is
an enormous difference. Is it any wonder Victorians are
feeling very, very disillusioned and left out?
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In terms of crime, despite a soaring crime rate up over
20 per cent and an acknowledgement by the Minister
for Police that Victorians do not feel safe in their own
homes, there is no new funding for police stations or to
reopen those that the Andrews government has closed.
Following two years of inaction there is currently a
crisis in frontline police numbers at police stations right
across the state, with virtually no change in the number
of police deployed to stations since November 2014,
despite both rising crime and population. The first of
the promised new police will not be deployed until
March next year, well into the fourth year of the
Andrews government. Since the Premier was elected
Victoria’s population has grown by over 300 000 and
the crime rate has increased by over 20 per cent, yet
police numbers have only increased by 374. Despite
crime being up over 20 per cent and three budgets from
this Premier, there are fewer maximum security prison
beds operating now than in November 2014.
This budget is all about the political interests of the
Premier, not the interests of Victorians, who just want
to be able to pay their bills and know their families are
safe. In my electorate we have really been let down by
this budget once again. In terms of the promises around
V/Line, we had the Premier and the Minister for Public
Transport in Warragul last Sunday week, and they
made some very grand promises around improvements
to the V/Line service, but when you drill down there is
no money from Victoria for what they have promised.
They are relying on the federal government coming to
their rescue and providing the $435 million they
promised to improve the Gippsland rail corridor.
In actual fact that announcement last Sunday week was
nothing more than a political stunt. Not one dollar of
state government funding is attached to the project. As I
said, it is solely reliant on federal funding, which the
Premier is not entitled to. It depends on the asset
recycling initiative that was introduced by the federal
government, but once again this government has let
Victorians down by not meeting the guidelines within
which that initiative is operating.
Mr Richardson — That is absolute rubbish.
Mr BLACKWOOD — In actual fact it is not
absolute rubbish because the Treasurer also confirmed
that if the federal government did not respond to
Labor’s demand for funding, the upgrades would not
proceed at all. As I said before, this is an absolute insult
to long-suffering Gippsland V/Line users. The Premier
should apologise to them for misleading them about
this project, which he said would start immediately.

Tuesday, 9 May 2017

We have real demands for funding right across our
region in many areas — from road and rail to health
care and local government — and games like this will
not be forgotten by locals. Thirty-nine new VLocity
carriages have been funded in this budget, and I will be
advocating very strongly for the Gippsland line to
receive its fair share. We were given extra carriages on
two services — one going to Melbourne, leaving
Warragul at 7.11 a.m., and the other returning from
Southern Cross at 4.58 p.m. Those carriages were
provided about two months ago and they are already at
capacity. There are many other services that have
enormous overcrowding issues. We need more VLocity
carriages to relieve that stress.
There are much-needed increases in road maintenance
funding also missing in this state budget. Local roads in
our region are suffering, as they are right across the
state. We are finding that VicRoads are forced to
reduce the speed limit on many country roads on the
basis of safety. They have not been given the funds to
upgrade, repair or provide maintenance on the roads, so
the fallback position is to decrease speed limits to make
sure that motorists are safe. Road maintenance is one of
the most common concerns raised right across my
electorate, and the failure of the Andrews government
to provide details about adequate road maintenance
means it is taking longer and costing more for locals to
travel in safety on our roads.
There was some money put aside in the budget for the
upgrade of bridges at Longwarry and Darnum. This
will assist heavy traffic that has to access markets
along these roads. But in terms of detail, when it is
going to be delivered and what the actual cost is going
to be, we have been able to find none in the budget
papers at this stage.
The Andrews state budget also neglected to fund the
critically important West Gippsland Hospital. This
project was committed to by the Liberal-Nationals
coalition. Late last year I was very proud to stand with
the Leader of the Opposition to announce that if elected
we, the Liberal-Nationals coalition, would commit to
building a brand-new West Gippsland hospital between
Warragul and Drouin. This hospital is in enormous
need because the population growth of the area is
incredible. The two major towns of Warragul and
Drouin are increasing by up to 2000 people a year. The
current hospital does a fantastic job in providing great
services for the community but it is under enormous
stress. The West Gippsland Healthcare Group had the
wisdom about 10 years ago to buy 58 acres of land
between the two major towns of Warragul and Drouin,
a perfect site for a new hospital and a no-brainer in
terms of what needs to happen for the ongoing delivery
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of high-quality health care in our region. Because of the
rapidly growing population the health needs of our
local families and our community must be addressed,
and the best way to do that is to build a new hospital.
As I said, the existing hospital does a great job. The
staff at the hospital do a fantastic job in providing
high-quality healthcare services. They deserve the
support of this government and they deserve the
support of future governments to be able to provide that
ongoing high-quality service in a state-of-the-art
facility. One million dollars was allocated in the 2016–
17 budget to start planning for the redevelopment of the
West Gippsland Hospital, but there is nothing more in
this budget to make sure that that planning continues.
In terms of health, another issue that is very much at the
forefront at the moment is the provision of a 24-hour
ambulance service in Drouin. Drouin is probably the
largest small town in Victoria to not have a 24-hour
ambulance service. Its population is at around 16 000.
It is absolutely essential that this government fund a
permanent home for the provision of 24-hour
ambulance services in Drouin. At the moment Drouin
is relying on a response from Warragul, which is about
10 kilometres or 10 minutes away, and that has an
enormous impact on response times. It is absolutely
essential that the Drouin ambulance station is provided
with a permanent home so it can provide a 24-hour
service to Drouin and the communities around it.
As I said, the increase in taxes and the impost on
business is huge; it is having a big impact on many
businesses across my electorate. The increase in
electricity bills and the increase in gas bills are having
an enormous impact.
In closing I would just like to say that the Victorian
coalition has a track record of making commitments
and delivering on them for the people of Narracan —
in stark contrast to Labor and this Premier, who rely
on broken promises and spin to hide their
mismanagement and waste. Over four years the
Victorian coalition government funded key
infrastructure projects, including the Sand Road
interchange upgrade, the Warragul railway station
precinct upgrade, the West Gippsland Hospital
emergency department upgrade and the Lardners Track
level crossing upgrade.
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — It is a pleasure
to rise to speak on the Victorian budget 2017–18,
which is the third budget of the Andrews Labor
government. This is an important milestone in this
government’s agenda of supporting Victorians and
investing in our state in order to leave it better off than

1137

it was under those opposite three years ago. A budget is
an opportunity to put your values into action and state
what you believe are the priorities for the state. It is an
opportunity to put forward necessary investments in a
range of areas and to really set the priorities for the year
to come and over the forward estimates.
It is important to think about the Victorian budget in the
context of the federal budget that will be delivered
tonight, and its record investments in infrastructure and
projects creating employment across our state — tens
of thousands of jobs — through the direct investment
by the Victorian government, and the benefit that that
has in spilling over into other industries and other
sectors. It has brought confidence back to Victoria. It
took a Victorian Labor government to bring confidence
back to our state to arrest the job losses that had
occurred. Forty-six jobs were lost each and every day
over the four-year period of the previous government.
Instead of trying to deliver the necessary infrastructure
projects, in the last year of the previous government’s
term they came up with a project that did not stack up,
that did not have a business case and that left our
community behind.
We stand here today on the cusp of the federal Treasurer
about to deliver the federal budget, with 8 per cent of
infrastructure funding allocated to go to Victoria. The
stark absence of anyone on that side of the house
attempting to address this shows their priorities. They
cannot even acknowledge that this is a fact that our state
confronts: that 8 per cent of infrastructure funding from
the commonwealth — the GST revenue that comes to
us — is not fair and equitable. We need to change this;
we need to address this. The fact that we are the fastest
growing city and the fastest growing state yet we do not
attract the necessary infrastructure investment is an
absolute disgrace.
Today we had a shadow Treasurer more interested in
the gags he could deliver to his backbench — he was
almost showing off to his backbench — than in putting
forward a plan for Victoria. Being a shadow Treasurer
or an opposition leader allows you to put forward your
alternative vision. All we had today were cheap gags.
That is what the shadow Treasurer led with on Twitter
today — cheap gags and short-term politicking.
This government is making the necessary investments.
Nothing can be more important than the protection of
families; nothing can be more important than
supporting people in their homes. That is why the
$1.9 billion invested in this budget to go towards
delivering the more than 200 recommendations of the
Royal Commission into Family Violence shows our
values in action. When you have the opportunity to
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make the necessary investment, you take that
opportunity. In stark contrast we have a federal
government which is not making that investment. Other
states and territories have to get on board and learn the
lessons of the Victorian Royal Commission into Family
Violence. They need to learn those lessons and they
need to deliver the necessary infrastructure funding.
We are creating half the jobs of the nation in Victoria.
We are not without our challenges, with the exiting of
the automotive component parts industry in my area.
The City of Kingston and the City of Greater
Dandenong have not quite felt the effects in my
community. It is coming, and in the next 12 months we
will be dealing with those challenges. But I am
confident that with the infrastructure agenda, with the
focus on investing in Victorian jobs and putting
Victorian skills first, and by mandating into our
contracts a minimum standard for apprentices and a
minimum standard on Victorian and Australian content,
we are ensuring that we are doing all we can do as a
state to protect jobs into the future.
If we think about some of the highlights in this budget,
it includes a record boost to police resources —
something that is welcomed by my community. There
is nothing more important than keeping our community
safe and providing Victoria Police with the necessary
resources to ensure that happens. Politicians are not
police. It is up to the Chief Commissioner of Police
with the resourcing and modelling that has been put in
place. That $2 billion is so very integral to their
resourcing and providing over 3000 more police to our
communities. The model that has been put forward tries
to look towards stripping away the short-term
politicking and addressing the real law and order
challenges in our state.
Forty per cent of police work is dealing with family
violence. We need to provide that necessary resourcing.
Those opposite need to acknowledge whether they
support that investment or whether they will move
amendments in the upper house. There has been a lot of
silence on that side about whether they support that
extra police resourcing and extra community support
resourcing and the family violence hubs. That does not
feature in any of the speeches of those opposite. They
need to answer that question. Where do they stand on
the investment being made? Do they support it? Do
they oppose it? What is their position?
When we come to looking at the longer term challenges
of our state and our growing population, something that
has underpinned a lot of the economic prosperity in our
state is our population growth, the construction industry
humming and particularly property in the regions. What
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we see is the challenge of delivering the necessary
infrastructure that underpins our prosperity, gets
Victorians home safer and gets them home sooner to
their families. An example of that is the investment in
the Mordialloc bypass, a project that features
prominently in this state budget, the third budget of the
Andrews Labor government. The Mordialloc bypass
has been talked about for too long. It has been promised
by all persuasions of government. What I am proud of
is that we are actually delivering this project. It has
been in the road reserve for 48 years. It is time to get on
and build this necessary project. It will look towards
addressing some of those challenges of congestion that
we face in our area.
The City of Kingston will grow by 15 per cent over the
coming 10 years, and we need to be forward thinking
and on the front foot to make this happen. That will be
combined with the removal of dangerous and
congested level crossings — a policy that is widely
supported and a policy that is so very important to our
community. Getting rid of level crossings was
something that was always thought about but never
actually delivered — crossings like Edithvale Road,
Balcombe Road in Mentone and Charman and Park
roads in Cheltenham. I went to a historical society
event recently where they talked about the first life that
was lost at the Cheltenham level crossing in the late
1800s. It took 117 years for a government to act and
ensure that there is safety at this crossing into the
future. We will get rid of this level crossing, and this
budget provides the necessary funding to deliver the
extra resources to provide for removing some of those
dangerous and congested level crossings.
Something that is close to my heart and something that
I am quite passionate about is investment in education.
I was the product of a public education. I was the first
in my family to go through and go on to university. A
public education underpinned my education and my
ability to go on and do other things. What is so
important is that everyone has the access to a quality
education — no matter your circumstances, no matter
what challenges you confront.
There is a school in my electorate called Yarrabah
School, a special development school that has grown
by 800 per cent over the last 30 years. It is a school that
now resembles a portable city. The approach to growth
over the last six or seven years has been just to put in
another portable on site, not looking to the longer term
by trying to address some of the challenges faced by
students there — students with a range of needs that
cannot be supported in mainstream education. Yarrabah
supports many schools across our region in
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professional development, and it supports mainstream
schools.
A rebuild has been talked about for this school. A master
plan has been talked about being delivered for many
years. Well, last year we committed the master plan
funding to get on and do the necessary planning work
with families, teachers, professionals, speech
pathologists and physiotherapists, and we did all that
necessary work to plan a vision for that school. It came
in that it would cost close to $20 million. Another barrier
that this school has faced for more than 30 years was put
forward — that we might not be able to get that funding
and we might have to wait for many years to come.
Well, I am very, very pleased that the Deputy Premier
and Minister for Education joined me to announce that
Yarrabah School will get a complete rebuild, all in one
go. No stages — $20 million for a complete rebuild of
this school to give this community certainty.
This school was termed the little school with a big
heart. Well, it still has a lot of heart in our community.
It still has so much going for it. It is a wonderful
school community, but it is nowhere near a small
school anymore. It is one highlight for my community
that finally Yarrabah School has got the funding it
deserves and the community has got the support it so
desperately needs.
Another highlight in this budget was the delivery of a
new State Emergency Service (SES) unit for Chelsea
SES — an exciting development. This SES has a
wonderful group of volunteers. In times of emergency,
in flood and rescue, they are there to support our
community. What we saw recently was the community
come together. We saw the Chelsea SES lose half of
their facilities. We had a fire on site there, and that
really hit the community hard as the volunteers put so
much money, time and resources into supporting their
unit. I was so pleased that the Minister for Emergency
Services announced that a new Chelsea SES will be
built in Aspendale. It is a very exciting outcome to set
up the SES in our community for the future. It builds
on our support for volunteers and emergency services
in our community.
Of course the previous budget had extra funding for the
Edithvale Country Fire Authority (CFA) brigade. We
are rebuilding the Edithvale CFA station. I had the
pleasure of having the then Minister for Emergency
Services, the member for Brunswick, join me at the
brigade’s 90-year celebration some time ago. It was
fantastic to unveil those plans while that celebration
was progressing, and that station is going to be fantastic
for our community.
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Those are some of the highlights of this budget, but I
want to reflect finally on something else that is very
important, something that we took to the election and
something that the previous coalition government could
have addressed in the 2014 state budget, and that is
extra support for our paramedics, our dedicated
paramedics who day in and day out risk their lives
travelling on the roads at high speed, dealing with a
range of different challenges and putting others first in
their community. This budget once again makes
significant investments in health, and it provides
significant support for our paramedics.
We came into government and we promised to end the
war on our paramedics. We promised to provide the
necessary support and to deliver that necessary support
for our paramedics. Those calls were not heard by those
opposite. They could have gone into the 2014 budget
and delivered the necessary investment. They chose not
to; they chose to put our state and our community at
risk for another 12 months. We have ended the war on
our paramedics, and response times are the best they
have been in seven years. I am so proud that the
Minister for Health and Minister for Ambulance
Services and the Premier have been unwavering in their
support for our paramedics. An extra 450 paramedics
have been delivered, and I was so proud to join the
Minister for Health and the Premier some months ago
at Chelsea to make that announcement. That is an
outstanding delivery of a commitment.
Just finally, the Melbourne Metro rail tunnel will be of
substantial benefit to the community. The building of
that second rail tunnel will be so very critical. Those
opposite were left with planning money by the Brumby
Labor government. They chose to put that back into
consolidated revenue and did not have a landmark
transport project. They claimed they had regional rail,
even though most of the funding was from the then
Rudd and Gillard federal governments and the Brumby
government. They did not have a signature transport
policy, and that left our state behind for years. We
could be so much further ahead if they had put
short-term politicking aside and made the necessary
investment in our state.
Finally, with property prices increasing in our
community, housing affordability continues to be a
challenge. A generation is coming through now looking
to find employment, trying to make their way and
struggling to enter the property market. Just in Chelsea
alone in the last year we had a 25 per cent increase in the
median property price. This is putting more and more
pressure on our communities and pressure on people
seeking to enter the market, and I am so pleased that the
Premier has announced that there will be an abolition of
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stamp duty for first home buyers for properties up to the
value of $600 000 and cuts to stamp duty on homes
valued up to $750 000. That is looking at how we can
make housing more affordable and how we can support
people to enter the housing market and realise the
Australian dream of getting a good job, owning bricks
and mortar — owning a house — and making it in life.
That is the Victorian dream, and that is something that
this government, the Andrews Labor government, is
putting forward well and truly into the future.
I commend the third budget of the Andrews Labor
government, a proud budget that is true to our values —
true to our Labor values — sets our state up for the
future and provides confidence for Victorians going
forward.
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land tax and council rates, whereas before it was every
second year; and of course do not forget the new vacant
residential property tax.
Every household in my electorate will pay their share
of the extra at an average of about $2000, but what are
they getting for it? All my electorate gets is the
continuation of works at Boronia Heights Primary
School. This is a very worthy school and project, but
the budget tells us that earlier stages of this upgrade,
originally due for completion in mid-2016 and 2017,
are already late. Most of the other ongoing projects in
my patch are running significantly late too. There is
nothing specific in here for Boronia West Primary
School and its desperate need for an upgrade post
removal of termites and asbestos. There is nothing
specific in here for Heathmont College — again, a
fantastic school community with leadership that is
breaking away from mediocrity to be a shining
example of what can be achieved with love and
dedication.

Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) — Tax, tax, tax —
that is all they think about. If the shadow Treasurer, the
member for Malvern, can quote Monty Python, then so
can I. This is the biggest taxing Victorian budget ever.
This is the highest taxing state budget in Australia. This
budget means the average Victorian household is
paying $2000 more every year than they were under the
last coalition government. The rivers of gold that came
with the sale of the lease of the port of Melbourne and
the massive gains in stamp duties and land taxes with
the property boom are not enough for this
money-hungry government, and what does the
community see for it? I have got to tell you: in my
electorate, not much at all.

There is nothing for traffic congestion, health or
anything else. There is not even anything for crime.
While taxes are up 20 per cent, crime is up 26.64 per
cent in Knox since Labor was elected. In Maroondah,
again, taxes are up 20 per cent, but crime is up
19.64 per cent since Labor was elected. But there is no
money to boost police stations or introduce tougher
sentencing for violent criminals. Victorians are being
treated as cash cows, and we are all being milked.

Despite a $4 billion tax increase, a $10 billion or
thereabouts port of Melbourne windfall and a
$13 billion windfall in higher GST receipts, Labor is
increasing debt by $10 billion. There is a $10 billion
increase in state debt. They are also increasing taxes,
fees, charges — whatever you want to call them. Prior
to the election the then opposition leader, the now
Premier, said there would be no new taxes, no ifs, no
buts. He was emphatic. That was untrue at best.

We are paying more, but road congestion is getting
worse, public transport is more crowded and less
reliable, the standard of education our children are
receiving is declining, social engineering is foremost on
the agenda, and then there are the billions the
government paid to not build the east–west link —
something that we vitally need, not only for locals in
Bayswater but also for industry. This Labor budget is a
dud for Bayswater and also the outer east.

There are in fact at least 10 new taxes: a $252 million
energy tax on coal royalties, which led of course to
Hazelwood’s closure, and that is history now; the taxi
and Uber tax; the land tax surcharge for absentee
owners, which was introduced at 0.5 per cent and then
increased to 1.5 per cent; and the stamp duty surcharge
for foreign buyers, introduced at 3 per cent and now at
7 per cent. The fire services property levy has been
hyped, and an increase in stamp duty is there on new
cars, and of course we know what ramifications that
can have on safety for drivers and passengers. There
are new stamp duties on off-the-plan purchases and
new stamp duties on property transfers between
spouses; new annual property valuations to increase

Let us have a quick look at my shadow portfolios. It is
a dud for tourism. In fact you would have to say the
government is disinterested in tourism. The sector is
worth more than $20 billion and employs more than
200 000 Victorians, but the government ignores it.
There is just one new tourism-specific initiative in the
budget. There is nothing at all for major events, and
ongoing projects have been cut or are running late.
Under the coalition, funding increases saw Victoria
move ahead of Queensland in most tourism measures.
Our 2014–15 budget increased the tourism
departmental spend to $96.9 million, but then Labor’s
2015–16 budget slashed it back to just $40.8 million
and we fell off the map. They have been trying to catch
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up ever since. This time Labor has added the
appropriately titled Putting Victoria on the Map
program, but not much else.
There are plenty of other projects that the budget
reveals are either running late or have been cut. Some
$5 million was cut from the coalition’s improving
tourism in national parks, state forests and public land
program in 2015–16. The Regional Tourism
Infrastructure Fund for nature-based tourism will invest
less than $1 million of the $10.1 million allocated for
2016–17. The Royal Exhibition Building protection
and promotion project is running a year overdue. The
State Library redevelopment is over $3 million behind
schedule, and Zoos Victoria’s Big Cat Row
redevelopment is running six months late.
Labor anticipates that it has allowed the department to
spend $204.3 million on tourism this year, but the
budget was $109 million. In this portfolio when some
differential occurs it can be substantial, but this is
totally out of control. There is no vision, plan or
passion for tourism in this budget. The industry is
screaming for the government to invest in what
present-day tourists desire, in encouraging careers in
tourism and for the Andrews Labor government to care.
Labor refuse to actually commit to obvious things like
the airport rail link. We do not need another paper or
investigation into this; we need to keep up with every
other major city in the world. Labor have not set
challenging performance targets either; they have not
even bothered to issue a media release on tourism and
major events in this budget. I guess they do not have
anything to talk about. The Minister for Tourism and
Major Events is far more interested in soccer than in
tourism and major events. For tourism and major
events the budget gets a massive ‘F’ — ‘F’ for failure.
But it gets worse. For the arts and creative industries,
the budget is a tale of mismanagement and cuts. The
arts community should be appalled. Labor has cut a
substantial $3.2 million from the department’s creative
industries access, development and innovation funding
pool. How many emerging artists could have had a
hand up with a share of that? The budget also shows
that the government blew the total departmental arts
budget by $39.4 million, and of the nine ongoing arts
infrastructure projects one was slashed, five are late and
one is way behind target. The Arts and Cultural
Facilities Maintenance Fund was cut from $20 million
to $18.318 million and is behind schedule. We have
always said that Labor cannot manage money.
Aside from the ones I have mentioned that cross
portfolio boundaries, like the Royal Exhibition
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Building and the State Library, the Arts Centre
Melbourne building services upgrade is running six
months late, the collections storage upgrade’s
completion has been set back to the end of 2018 — this
is critical for the storage of our assets — and the
Geelong Performing Arts Centre redevelopment is
running six months late. The creative industries
portfolio agencies area blew their $328.8 million
budget by $36.7 million, or 11 per cent, to
$365.5 million, so this year they have been rewarded
with $365.8 million in the budget. This led to the total
departmental funding, which was budgeted for
$509.6 million last year, blowing out by an anticipated
$39.4 million to $549 million, and now we see that
funding has been cut to $543.4 million this year. That is
a cut and it is a very big concern for our industry. You
would have to worry and you would have to wonder if
the Minister for Creative Industries is wearing too
many hats or if he simply has no passion for the arts.
There is not much vision there.
But it gets even worse when you look at some of the
performance indicators. Attendances are down,
regional touring is down, public information is rated
worse, performance grant agreements are late,
additional film employment is down on last year,
website visits are down on last year, members and
friends of agencies are down, student participation in
agency education programs is way down, users are
down, satisfaction with the Arts Centre is down,
satisfaction with the Australian Centre for the Moving
Image is down and satisfaction with the National
Gallery of Victoria is down. It is a dreadful set of
results. Taxes and crime are up, up, up. The arts is
down, down, down.
They have fared little better in the Aboriginal affairs
portfolio, with at least one glaring problem. Aboriginal
education is in crisis. Hidden away in the budget
papers, performance indicators reveal that for 2016–17
only 19.9 per cent of Victorian year 9 Aboriginal
students will be in the top seven of the 10 NAPLAN
bands in numeracy. Of course we have to note that this
week is NAPLAN week. It is down from 24.3 per cent
in 2015–16.
In literacy, numbers have also fallen from 24.6 per cent
to 21.4 per cent, and 51.5 per cent of all Victorian
students are in the top seven bands for numeracy and
48.9 per cent for reading. Those figures are also down
on previous years. Further, the government is not going
to meet its own targets in six out of eight measures
around Aboriginal student performance indicators in
NAPLAN. It is a crisis. A decent society does not leave
people behind, and a decent government finds ways to
make things better, not worse. Literacy and numeracy
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are vital to bridging gaps, so falling education standards
are a disaster.
The budget also reveals that there has not been an
Aboriginal affairs project in the capital part of the budget
since the coalition’s 2013–14 budget, and there are none
in the forward estimates either. The Aboriginal cultural
heritage management and protection, community
infrastructure and young Aboriginal people’s health and
wellbeing programs in last year’s budget have been
discontinued. The healing the stolen generations and
improving health outcomes for Aboriginal Victorians
programs from the coalition’s 2013–14 budget do not
appear to have been funded again.
It is a big-taxing budget, but there is not much there for
the Bayswater electorate. There is nothing exciting for
tourism; it is virtually forgotten. Creative industries is
in complete disarray, and Aboriginal affairs shows a
fall in education outcomes. It is totally unacceptable.
The community is starting to see through the smoke
and mirrors and is awake to this government’s failures
on crime and their rorts. This budget reveals there are
plenty more failures. Labor’s budget means that
Victorians are paying more than ever but getting less
and less. So I say to the Premier and his ministers: you
cannot keep using bank notes as bandaids. You have let
down my electorate. You have let down the people of
Victoria. This budget shows off you and your ideals
very, very accurately.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I am delighted to
make a contribution in relation to the Appropriation
(2017–2018) Bill 2017. Firstly, I would like to talk
about the state of the accounts. The budget papers
reveal that gross state product over the next 12 months
is predicted to grow at 3.3 per cent. It is because the
economy has been consistently expanding at a state
level that we on this side of the house can say that we
have been able to create 200 000 jobs since we were
elected. It is also important to note that for the next
financial year we are projecting an operating surplus in
the general government sector of $1.2 billion.
Being able to run a strong and disciplined budget
enables you as a government to make certain choices as
to how you spend the proceeds. I listened to the
member for Malvern’s contribution in which he talked
about the fact that there has been an increase in debt of
around $10 billion. It is important to note that it is not
so much the debt itself; it comes down to your capacity
to service that debt. So if we look at the measure of net
debt as a percentage of gross state product, despite
taking on additional debt we are still below the 6.2 per
cent that we inherited.
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I know the federal government has talked about good
debt and bad debt. I think you could make an argument
as to what that actually means, but I think you want to
make sure that you put your balance sheet to work, that
you make the investment in essential economic
infrastructure like the level crossing removal project or
like the Mordialloc bypass to make the economy work
more efficiently.
Another point I would make is that the share of the
state government of Victoria, as a proportion of the
state economy, is around about 25 per cent. That is
important, because it is not a dominant role in the way
in which business is conducted in the state of Victoria.
However, if you have got a 25 per cent share and you
can make some strategic investments — such as saying
to the private sector that we are going to have a
$10 billion Melbourne Metro rail tunnel project that is
going to last for 10 years — then the private sector can
make some decisions about what that means, about the
fact that they can see a pipeline of activity and they can
start to employ more people. They can see that the
project will run.
With big projects like this, whether there is a change of
government next year or in five years or in nine years,
the reality is that projects like this are so well advanced
that an incoming government will, I would assume,
take that on. That gives confidence to the private sector
to invest, and when the private sector has that
confidence to invest then you can grow and expand the
economy. It becomes a virtuous cycle whereby the state
makes a decision, it invests with confidence, the private
sector can see that there is a pipeline of activity and it
can respond. You see the situation we are in now where
after three years we have had that constant rate of
growth and the improvement in the economy.
I note too that we are blessed because of the fact that
we are standing on the shoulders of giants — those who
have gone before us. We are in a situation where the
economy has expanded for 99 out of the last
102 quarters. Since the September 1991 quarter — this
is at a national level and I would assume that Victoria
broadly would track the national accounts — we have
seen that expansion in 99 out of the last 102 quarters.
What that means, if you are looking at gross state
product on a per capita basis, is that, for example, in
1992 the figure was $39 895. By 1999 it had grown to
$51 309; in 2014 it had expanded to $59 838; and now
in 2016 the most recent figures show that gross state
product on a per capita basis for Victoria is $61 241.
Markets work. An effective market where you have
got productivity reforms, where you have got flexible
workplaces, where you have got the ability for the
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private sector to respond — and they have taken off
the straitjacket of centralised wage-fixing — where
they have got the ability to invest in confidence off the
back of having a strong, forward capital works
program of this government, has enabled that level of
growth and affluence to occur. That enables the
government to turn around and, if you are running a
very strong and disciplined budget framework, make
sure that you can take on that debt that is appropriate.
You can put your balance sheet to work for the
betterment of Victoria. You can make sure that you
have got recurrent budget surpluses so that you can
then make these sorts of investments which you think
as a government are important.
It is also interesting to note that the nature of work is
starting to change. I read with interest on the weekend
that Paul Keating, who was interviewed by Troy
Bramston in the Australian, said that at its peak General
Motors employed 900 000 people. Facebook now —
and I think you would say Facebook has peaked, or it is
on its way to peaking — employs 56 000 people, but
the market capitalisation of Facebook is greater than
General Motors. If I look at page 6 of budget paper 2,
which sets out jobs growth, jobs are being created in
professional services, education, health care and social
assistance, finance and insurance, and in construction. I
think you could put the growth in construction down to
the capital works agenda of this administration.
It is interesting to note that the nature of work is
changing. What you are starting to see is a splintering
of the workforce. You are seeing high value-added,
high-value jobs, well-paid jobs occurring in the
marketplace, more so than when you are looking at
very large workplaces with low value-added jobs and
low-skill jobs. What that means is that you are seeing
more microbusinesses being formed. You are seeing
people who are being — I suppose to use the buzz
phrase from the federal government — more agile,
more innovative and quite nimble.
Of course one of the challenges for those workforces
and those workplaces is that they are vulnerable. They
might not be members of a trade union. They might not
have large levels of debt in the workplaces that they are
operating in, but the reality is that they are vulnerable to
market forces and to change. If I look in my electorate
of Essendon and at places like Flemington, you have
people who have got high levels of household debt.
They might be working in non-unionised workforces,
they might be working in either the service economy or
in the new economy, but they are exposed. They are
exposed to the changes of market forces.
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Therefore there is a requirement to make sure that the
state is able to be an activist state in terms of investing
in education and health care, and to try to make sure
that there is a light-handed approach to regulation. My
sense of the notion of the state relative to the broader
state economy is that it is a bit like the difference
between a board of governance in an organisation and
the organisation itself. As a state, because we control
25 per cent of the economy through our investments,
we are more like the non-executive directors of a board
where the bulk of the heavy lifting is being done by the
organisation itself. By that I mean that we have got the
capacity to guide and steer the organisation in a broader
strategic sense, get our policy settings right and
encourage the private sector to go down certain paths,
but the private sector will do the bulk of the heavy
lifting, as it should and as it must.
We must be mindful and careful, in light of the
expansion of the economy, in light of the affluence and
the growth that has occurred for 99 out of 102 quarters,
as a state to try to ensure that we keep the private sector
on the straight and narrow so they do not stumble and
fall, and that you do not have a situation where you
have unfettered capitalism, where you turn your back
on market failure where market failure exists.
So there is a need to make sure that as a state we get
those settings right and we provide that level of clear
guidance and direction. That is evidenced in terms of
the capital works program that we are currently
embarking upon and making those sorts of strategic
investments in some of those specific industries. You
have got to get the balance right.
Turning to the budget itself, I think the fact that we are
investing $1.9 billion in the family violence portfolio is
of enormous significance, and it builds on the
$572 million we invested in the last financial year. I
think that is particularly important because if you are
looking at human capital in its purest form, if you have
children who are the victims of family violence who
end up being deprived, neglected and abused and they
go to school and are well behind their peers, the
achievement gap is present and it will expand over the
course of time.
So you will have children who will not be able to fulfil
their potential. Therefore rather than, for example, these
children playing a role as adults in professional services
or in education or health care, they might be working in
the service economy, or they might be in prison, or they
might be in a mental health institution, or they might be
receiving a government transfer payment for the rest of
their lives because of the trauma and abuse they
experienced as children. If we are trying to become a
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more productive society, if we want to become a great
society, if we want to become a fairer society, having
these sorts of investments that address the scourge of
family violence is really important. Indeed I think that
if you have 40 per cent of police call-outs relating to
family violence, being able to address that means that
Victoria Police can get on with their core business
rather than dealing with this abomination.
Coming briefly to the electorate of Essendon, I am
absolutely delighted and thrilled with the investments
in some of my local primary schools, with $766 000 for
Essendon Primary School, $1.759 million for Ascot
Vale Primary School, and $502 000 for Moonee Ponds
West Primary School.
I am really pleased to see the line item of $36 million
for the Flemington public housing estate. I am firmly of
the view that broadacre public housing estates have
failed. They have consistently failed the tenants over
many generations, and we have got to break the cycle
of intergenerational welfare dependency. I think you
can build stronger, more vibrant and more resilient
communities by having a mix of people living
together — the private sector worker, the private renter
and the private owner living with public tenants. It
leads to stronger and more resilient communities and
better outcomes for people, rather than having instances
where people are basically locked up in a ghetto and
institutionalised.
I am also delighted and thrilled that we are bringing
forward the removal of the Buckley Street level
crossing. This is a really exciting project. I was looking
at an article in the Age from 1924, when there was a
meeting between the tramways board, the Victorian
Railways and the old City of Essendon, talking about
the removal of the Buckley Street level crossing. It is
fantastic to see that we are now able to get on and
fast-track that work and remove the level crossing as a
matter of urgency so we can make sure that we are
increasing the efficiency of that road network. You can
make sure that people are not stuck at boom gates. I
was speaking with a principal recently, and her record
at that crossing was 25 minutes waiting for the boom
gates to go up.
It is really a very, very strong budget. It has the
hallmarks of a traditional Labor government budget,
which we have seen at a state level year in, year out, for
close to 20 years, where you have that level of strong
financial management. So you have low debt, you are
putting your balance sheet to work and you make sure
that you have got very strong budget surpluses so you
can be in command of your own destiny. I think that is
a really important thing.
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It will be an interesting challenge for the opposition as
they go into an election next year as to what they will
do. Will they cut taxes? Will they abandon these taxes?
Do they want then to cut the public sector? Will they
not embark upon these capital projects and initiatives?
You have got to get the balance right. You have got to
make sure that you send the right signal to the private
sector so that you can continue to grow and expand the
economy, but you have got to make sure that you have
got the capacity to make those choices about investing
in what you want to do.
The reality is that if you have got a budget deficit, if
you are trying to service a recurrent deficit, you are not
going to be able to do the things that are really
important to you as a government. It does not matter
whether it is a Labor government or a coalition
government; you have got to make sure that you have
got the right policy settings in place so that you can run
that very strong and disciplined financial framework.
It is a fantastic budget. I look forward to exploring it in
far more depth and detail over the course of the
561⁄2 hours in which I think we will be experiencing the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee hearings. It is
an outstanding budget, and I commend it to the house.
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) — I rise to make a
contribution to the Appropriation (2017–2018)
Bill 2017. Unfortunately this is a typical high-taxing
Labor budget. It does little more than push up the cost
of living for everyday Victorians and deliver less and
less. To quote the shadow Treasurer: under the Premier
the only thing rising faster than the crime rate, which is
up 20.2 per cent since the election, is the tax take, up
22.2 per cent.
In Maroondah we have 14 less frontline sworn police
officers than we did at the end of 2014, and crime is up
18.8 per cent in the latest official crime statistics for
Maroondah. Residents are fearful. They are worried
about their own and their family’s safety and security in
their homes and on the roads as they go about their
daily activities. Never have we as Victorians felt like
this before, where crooks and thugs seem to have more
rights than everyone else, where violent youth
offenders can breach bail and not wear the
consequences of that and where a family asleep in their
home in Mitcham have their home invaded by thugs
who have escaped from the Malmsbury youth detention
centre and who hold them up with a machete and a
baseball bat while their kids sleep. Our population is
increasing substantially, and yet there are 14 less police
in Maroondah than there were when this government
was elected. We saw in the Herald Sun of 22 April that
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Ringwood station was in the top two suburban stations
for daytime crime in 2016.
While the Premier boasts about his surplus, Victorians
have received nothing in cost-of-living relief, just new
and higher taxes and charges. In fact taxes have
increased by almost $4 billion since this government
came to power. That is an average of around $2000 for
each household in higher taxes since the election. On
top of that, households are dealing with higher gas and
electricity prices, higher water bills, higher tolls and
higher transport costs. While this government is hitting
families with higher taxes and doing nothing about the
cost of living, it is behaving in a reckless manner and
putting families and households under more pressure
by doing things like taxing Hazelwood to extinction in
the Latrobe Valley — all of this from a Premier who
looked every Victorian in the eye on television prior to
the last election and categorically promised them that
there would be no new or increased taxes. The point is
that no-one can trust this Premier — no-one.
Families are under more pressure because small
businesses are struggling with increased energy costs.
In my electorate 89.9 LightFM, a fabulous community
radio station with 1 million listeners, has seen its
energy bills triple. It is now paying $22 000 per annum,
which is triple what it was paying. Where does it get
the money from? That is not to mention the butchers,
the grocers and our drycleaners, those small businesses
that rely heavily on power. That is just a small sample
of the small businesses that have been hit by this
government’s heavy hand.
All the while we have skyrocketing crime, we have
roads that are more congested than ever, we have
education outcomes that are declining and public
transport that is packed to the limit. Never forget that
this is the Premier and this is the government that
cancelled the east–west link and wasted $1.2 billion to
not build a critical road, because they were more
worried about losing their inner-city seats to the Greens
than they were about the 42 000 adults and their
children in my community. They wasted $1.2 billion to
not build a critical link that would have seen the eastern
end half finished by now. They wasted $1.2 billion
without considering the wider economic benefits.
We know that the largest drag on economic
productivity is that area that would have been dealt
with. Quite simply we know that the cost to businesses
of people not being able to make their way around this
state and around the metropolitan area is significant.
This government is more interested in politics than in
helping families in my community spend more time
with each other and less time in traffic. So while the
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Andrews Labor government is taxing Victorians to the
hilt, to the tune of an extra $4 billion, they have had the
$10 billion windfall from the port and received
$13 billion more in GST, yet they are still putting us in
further debt to the tune of $10 billion.
It is a government whose members have been found to
be rorting the taxpayer. It is a government that spent a
very significant undisclosed sum of taxpayer funds
fighting to stop the Ombudsman from investigating
Labor Party members’ own allegations that Labor
rorted taxpayers at the last election in the rorts for votes
scandal. In fact they spent taxpayer money to challenge
the Ombudsman, would not accept the Supreme
Court’s ruling, went to the Court of Appeal and then
even went to the High Court — all on the purse of the
taxpayer. This is the most disgraceful, dishonest and
untrustworthy government known to Victorians. They
cannot find a dollar to reopen police stations they
closed, but they can let the member for Melton get
away with rorting thousands of taxpayers dollars, only
having to pay a proportion of it back with the very
money he is earning by being kept in this chamber by
the Premier, on the taxpayer, right now.
When you go to the government’s website and enter the
postcodes of my electorate of Ringwood — enter the
municipalities — to find out what the government has
committed to, two little blue squares pop up. So I
clicked on those squares getting a little bit excited,
thinking that there might actually be something in this
budget for my electorate, and what popped up? Two
upgrades — one at the intersection of Canterbury and
Bedford roads and one at the corner of Whitehorse and
Dunlavin roads — that do not even belong to this
government; two upgrades that are not funded by this
government; two upgrades that Michael Sukkar and the
federal government have funded. So the Victorian
government has tried to pull wool over the eyes of my
community by putting on their website that they have
funded some upgrades that actually were not even from
their own budget. All to make it look like they are
doing something when they are doing nothing. They
are dishonest and desperate.
We have got Norwood Secondary College in my
electorate. I have just been listening to Labor members
roll off their tongues a plethora of schools in their own
electorates and how they are being funded, how they
are being rebuilt and how they are being upgraded. Yet
we have got Norwood Secondary College, which has
not had capital works to its educational buildings or
class areas since 1970. It has a Gough Whitlam library.
Mr R. Smith — The education state isn’t for
everyone.
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Ms RYALL — That is it. That is exactly right: the
education state is not for everybody. We have a
Premier who could not even give a double basketball
court to 1100 students. They get a single-court stadium.
Mr R. Smith interjected.
Ms RYALL — That is right. So a school of
1100 students is stranded by this government. Make no
mistake; Labor can stand there and say, ‘In four years
you didn’t fix our $280-odd million of maintenance
that we left behind’. They have been in government for
131⁄2 years out of the last 171⁄2 years. What we are
hearing about is Labor seats getting schools and all
sorts of upgrades. I am not hearing or seeing anything
in my electorate of Ringwood.
In terms of that one single court, once again we were
rescued by the federal government. Michael Sukkar has
advocated for and provided the Ringwood Basketball
Association with a second court that will be built at
Norwood, so they will actually get a double-court
stadium for the school. But it is not from this
government, and that is so unfortunate. What does that
say about what the Premier thinks of the young people
who go to Norwood Secondary College? Why are they
not as important as those students in Labor-held seats?
What does it say to the school community? We do not
even know whether the single basketball court will be
funded in this actual budget because it is not clear on
the line items.
There is nothing for Maroondah Hospital car park in
the budget. A $12 million car park is desperately
needed, which is a responsibility of the state
government. Once again the feds have had to step in to
fund some of that car park. They have put $2 million
towards it, thanks again to the member for Deakin.
There was nothing from this government. The hospital
in fact has to borrow $10 million from the government,
to be repaid with interest, and we all know what that
means. That is an increase in parking fees right at a
time when people are under pressure and the cost of
living is going up. They are sick or they are anxious
because family members are not well, and they are hit
again by this government.
I come to transparency — or should I say a lack of
transparency. To determine that for our community and
for taxpayers wanting to know about value for money, I
asked 18 months ago about the business case for the
Heatherdale and Blackburn level crossing removals.
Taxpayers want to know what they are getting for their
money and that everything had been considered.
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Eighteen months ago the minister wrote to me and said,
‘It’s on its way’. She said an overarching business case
was being done for all level crossing removals. That
was 18 months ago, and there is no business case.
Eighteen months later the politics being played out by
this government on level crossings is extraordinary.
The costs have blown out and Victorians are being kept
in the dark. There is no transparency whatsoever. Now
we find out that they are removing a level crossing that
only has four trains a day going through it. That is
money that belongs to Victorians. But we have a
Premier who thinks that whatever belongs to others is
his for the taking — his to use and abuse for Labor’s
political purposes. This government should be ashamed
of itself.
As I said, all I have heard is members opposite
spruiking about the wonderful things they are getting
for their schools in terms of upgrades and new
buildings. I asked for $50 000 on behalf of Eastwood
Primary School, one of the most run down in the state.
We built them a new school for $7.3 million. They had
a car park flooding issue and needed to spend some
money that would have normally gone on an
evaporative box. All the duct work is in place; they just
needed the box to get some evaporative airflow into
two of their pods. On two occasions I asked the
Minister for Education for $50 000 so those children
can have some airflow into two of those pods in their
new school, and both times I was knocked back. Now,
it is one thing to hear about all the wonderful things that
are happening in Labor seats, but when you cannot
even provide $50 000 in this high-taxing budget to
provide my school, Eastwood Primary School, and the
students there with some evaporative airflow simply so
they are more comfortable on hot days, I just think that
is extraordinary.
There is very little, if anything, for my local
community. As I said, the only two things that are
highlighted are federal government funding upgrades of
intersections on the corners of main roads. I think this
government should be ashamed of itself. It has put
politics before policy. It is squeezing Victorians left,
right and centre with high taxes. It is just so true to type
for Labor to put themselves first and Victorians second.
I am very, very concerned about small business.
Obviously I had 15 years experience in small business
prior to coming into this place. I know how difficult it
is to keep the doors open. I know the cost of
compliance. I know how hard you work to make sure
that your employees are always looked after and are
always paid before you even take a cent, and how hard
you work to create opportunities for others to have jobs.
These small businesses and microbusinesses are
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starting out or trying to survive but are getting squeezed
with massive energy costs. That is one of the most
demoralising things, for a business to watch any
opportunity and any growth going out the door,
squandered by an increase in bills. I am deeply
concerned, particularly for our local grocery stores and
small businesses. As I said, butchers, bakers — all
those in a shopping strip.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms RYALL — It is not funny. I will absolutely say,
member for Pascoe Vale, it is not funny, because we
work very, very hard to give job opportunities to others,
only to find our cafes, our butcher shops and so forth
really struggling. I have a local IGA, and the cost does
not go away just because they are closed. They have
refrigeration and heating needs all night — temperature
issues all night — so their energy costs are just
spiralling out of control. As I said, we have got a
community radio station whose energy costs have
trebled to $22 000 a year.
It is one thing for them to say how great they are or to
say, ‘We’re doing great things for people’, but if people
cannot pay their bills and if businesses cannot pay their
bills, then the opportunity to keep people employed is
at risk. It is so difficult to maintain staff when your
costs are going through the roof and you have no
control and no ability to rein them in.
So I am very, very disappointed for my local
community in relation to this budget. There is nothing
in it for them. My schools are in need as well, but there
is nothing there for them. I have heard so much from
others about how much they are getting for their
communities, how much they are getting for their
schools and how much they are getting for
infrastructure. There is nothing for the electorate of
Ringwood, and I am deeply concerned about the
pressure and the costs that are being applied to families
and to the household budgets in my community.
Mr EREN (Minister for Tourism and Major
Events) — It is an absolute pleasure to speak in support
of the Appropriation (2017–2018) Bill 2017. I would
like to begin by congratulating the Premier, the
Treasurer, the ministers and all of the caucus who have
made this a successful budget, and I will outline exactly
what I mean by a successful budget.
For a long time the conservative side of this house has
tried to portray Labor as somehow mismanaging
finances and not being prudent in terms of the budget.
But let me say this: when we were in government from
1999 and then subsequently up until 2010, in every
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single year and every single budget we were in surplus
and had a healthy surplus forecast, which meant that we
had a AAA credit rating all the way, with record
investment in infrastructure. That was through some of
the toughest years the financial world has ever seen
with the global financial crisis. All the way back to its
beginnings in 2006 and through to 2010 it devastated
economies right across the globe.
We as a state were seen from afar, and people actually
made determinations that Victoria’s economy was
probably stronger under those difficult circumstances
than many other nations across the globe. We had one
of the best Treasurers in John Brumby, and in this term
of government we have the best Treasurer going
forward. The Treasurer has done a tremendous job,
leaving yet again a healthy surplus in the kitty to make
sure that we survive some of the volatility that occurs in
financial markets from time to time and that we have a
AAA credit rating. By the way, we are the only state in
the nation to have a AAA credit rating. I think New
South Wales came on board recently. So it is a fantastic
budget from that perspective.
I think the lesson learned by the opposition was that
they were in government for only one term because
they did not actually listen to the community. They cut
back viciously on those vital areas of health, education,
TAFE and so on and so forth, which we have done
extremely well in accommodating. Even in today’s
question time there was not one question about the
budget. We have just handed down one of our biggest
budgets. It is the third budget of our four-year term, and
you would think that the opposition could find a fault
with the budget and have one question on the budget,
but there were no questions from them in relation to
this wonderful budget.
I am extremely proud of the work that has been done
by our government. The Minister for the Prevention of
Family Violence, who is also the Minister for Women,
is at the table, and I am extremely proud of the
unprecedented, comprehensive and long overdue
package that we have provided to address some of the
issues in relation to family violence. It is a $1.9 billion
package. We are leading the way across the nation, and
everybody is looking at us in terms of where to from
here. People are looking for opportunities to make
some of the changes that they need to make to tackle
this issue head-on, and that is exactly what we have
enabled. We are very proud of the fact that we are the
first state to have a Royal Commission into Family
Violence. The recommendations have been set, and we
have allocated large amounts of money to tackle that
very important issue.
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The budget also commits $1.3 billion to continue the
revitalisation of our education system. We said in the
lead-up to the last election that we would make Victoria
the Education State. That is exactly what we have done.
When you look at the massive investments we have
made budget after budget, and at the neglect that
existed and which was inflicted upon this state in the
four years of the terrible previous administration, you
can see that we have played catch-up. The current
Minister for Education has done a tremendous job in
catching up on the lack of progress that the Opposition
made when they were in government. We are working
towards making sure that we continue that very
important investment in education.
The budget also builds on our record-breaking
investments in the state’s health system, with almost
$2.9 billion to ensure all Victorians, irrespective of their
economic circumstances, receive world-class care.
Mr R. Smith interjected.
Mr EREN — I take up that interjection. I know it is
unruly to make interjections, but when it comes to
education we are proud of the investments that we have
made. Tonight, you know what, if only the opposition
could pick up the phone and ring their federal
counterparts to fund education. We have been doing it
on our own for the last three budgets because the
federal government is asleep at the wheel when it
comes to helping this state achieve educational
outcomes for our kids and their futures. I would suggest
to the opposition they actually pick up the phone.
But it is too late. The federal government are about to
announce their budget, and we know that they do not
really care about Victoria. They are a Sydney-centric
government, and they do not really listen to the
opposition here because they are not worth listening to.
That is why I think it is important to have a strong and
robust opposition so that we can at least get the federal
government to pay some attention to this state.
Unfortunately that is not the case, so we are allocating
$2.9 billion to ensure all Victorians, irrespective of their
economic circumstances, receive world-class health care.
It is very important to make sure of that of course.
Health is number one. There is no question about that.
There is nothing more important than making sure that
our health is paramount, that we have a healthcare
system that gives us a good quality of life going
forward. Longevity is very important. We are the
sporting capital. We are the major events capital. We
are the most livable city. Our population is growing
faster than anywhere else, and people want to live a
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long and healthy life. That is why it is so important to
make sure that we have a good health system.
The budget also provides a $2 billion boost to Victoria
Police, ensuring they have every resource they need to
keep our streets safe, put victims first and hold
perpetrators to account. This is a record investment, and
we saw the Police Association Victoria and the Chief
Commissioner of Police proudly standing next to our
Minister for Police crediting the government for
investing the largest amount ever in the history of police
in a state — the largest amount ever invested into our
police and resourcing. We are very proud of that.
We are also very proud of the $4 billion investment
into regional Victoria. We remember the days — and
we will never forget the days — of Jeff Kennett calling
regional Victoria the toenails of Victoria. That did not
really sit well with people in regional Victoria, and I
think people appreciate the fact that we have changed
that now. We are certainly front and centre in terms of
making sure that the needs of regional Victoria are
catered for, and this $4 billion investment is a testament
to our commitment to it.
I now go to my part of the world, which is Geelong. On
top of the fantastic general initiatives that we have
provided for Victorians I am also proud of the
investments we have made in the Geelong region. For
the wider Geelong region we have seen some key
investments, including $3.9 million to kickstart the
planning and design of stage 5 of Kardinia Park, which
as many would know is a very important piece of
infrastructure that drives the economy in Geelong.
Every time we have an event in Geelong at that
wonderful stadium we generate about $3 million to
$4 million for the wider economy of Geelong. We
understand the value of that very important
infrastructure. We are dedicated to making sure that we
have the best first-class facilities of anywhere in the
nation and indeed internationally. By the time the next
stage is finished it will be the best international stadium
in a regional area. We are very proud of the
investments we have made in Kardinia Park.
We also have an Ice Action Plan and a share in
$9.7 million to acquire land in the Barwon region to
build an up to 18-bed residential drug rehabilitation
facility. Further, we are also investing $210 million as
part of the regional rail revival plan to upgrade the
Warrnambool and Geelong lines to enable more trains
and better services, which is so important to regional
Victoria. This is dependent, of course, upon the federal
government. We are just asking for money that we are
owed by the federal government so that we can proceed
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with these very important plans to upgrade our regional
rail facilities.
Today I was very proud to stand alongside the Minister
for Public Transport and the Premier in announcing a
further 140 services throughout regional areas, which is
so important. Connectivity is everything for regional
Victoria, and that is why the additional 69 services we
are adding to the Geelong line will make sure that
Geelong is a great place to live, work, raise a family
and catch public transport. There is also $311 million
for extra VLocity carriages and $316 million for rail
maintenance to support train punctuality, safety and
reliability for passenger trains. There is $530 million to
maintain and upgrade regional roads and bridges and to
plan for future expansion to cater for regional growth,
including $65.8 million confirmed for our roads across
south-west Victoria, including the Great Ocean Road.
There is $21.1 million for 15 school upgrades across
the Geelong region and $50 million to double the first
home owner grant to $20 000 for new homes in
regional areas, which will help thousands of
Victorians to settle into regional areas like Geelong.
Payroll tax cuts of 25 per cent for all businesses
operating substantially in regional Victoria will
benefit around 4000 businesses. There is $448 million
to establish support and safety hubs, with regional
launch sites in the Barwon region, $1.12 billion for
better transport of course and $65.8 million towards a
south-west Victoria roads package. There is
$15 million for a future industries manufacturing
program to extend support for former automotive
industry workers, including those in Geelong.
Funding of $15 million has been allocated for the
Revitalising Central Geelong Action Plan, including
new stormwater and infrastructure at Johnstone Park,
construction of new laneway connections to Malop
Street, planning to expand the Green Spine, and new
bus infrastructure. Geelong will share in $29 million to
help develop and deliver identified regional partnership
priorities. This includes funds to upgrade local tourism
infrastructure and the establishment of a task force and
project team to simplify the complex management
arrangements for the Great Ocean Road. Regional
tourism is crucial to the Geelong economy, with
highlights like the Great Ocean Road and the Otways
drawing visitors from around the globe. The budget
also includes $24.8 million to increase the reach of
Visit Victoria and showcase the best of our regions to
the world.
My electorate of Lara is again a big winner in
education. Hamlyn Banks Primary School will receive
$1.5 million for modernisation of existing school
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buildings, and Lara Lakes Primary School has been
allocated $1.8 million for modernisation and upgrades
that will take place at that school. Corio State
Emergency Service (SES) has been allocated
$1.6 million for the relocation of the Corio SES.
I just want to point out that we will complete other very
important infrastructure, which includes Melbourne
Park. When you consider the Melbourne Park
redevelopment, the Australian Open tennis has been the
most successful ever for three years running. In 2015
we had 703 000 people attend, which was a record
number. In 2016 we had 720 000 people attend, which
again broke the record, and this year of course we had
728 000 people attend the Australian Open — the best
grand slam tournament ever, anywhere. In the Southern
Hemisphere it is the largest sporting event on the
calendar. Of course that very important precinct is not
just about tennis, which is so important, but it is about
the 300 events that we have in that precinct — so the
5500 jobs and $420 million associated with it.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

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

Bayside bay trail
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — (12 557) My
contribution to the adjournment debate is directed to the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety and concerns the
stalled plans to build a trail along Beach Road from
Mentone to Mordialloc Creek. My specific request of
the minister is that he makes his position clear on this
matter, stating whether he supports the majority of
residents who were consulted on this issue many
months ago and who settled on a compromise position
that was widely accepted or whether he supports the
minority view of his Labor Kingston council colleagues
who wish to continue to reprosecute the issue until they
get the answer they want.
There could not be a clearer or more simple approach
to this issue. Council has heard the will of Kingston
ratepayers in its previous iteration, before the most
recent local government elections, and none of the
newly elected Labor councillors made this a platform
issue when they asked Kingston residents for their vote.
Yet here we are, months later, and for reasons that are
purely focused on the political rather than on ratepayers
wishes, this matter has become a toxic issue that has
divided and angered the community. They are angry
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that their views have been discarded and angry that
some members of council are taking such a pig-headed
approach and employing underhanded tactics to
frustrate the will of the ratepayers.

station in my electorate in 2013. But what members
might not be aware was that it was not the first time
they closed this station. They had form. They had also
closed it back in 1999.

Local Labor MP the member for Mordialloc is
employing a typical Labor tactic — pretending to
support his local community while doing nothing to
actually have the problem dealt with. The only other
explanation for his inability to have this issue resolved
is that his colleague the minister for roads, who he sits
with in the Labor caucus, is so disinterested in the
member for Mordialloc’s views that the issue is not
even on the minister’s radar.

Locals do not believe for a second that the Liberals
have a real commitment to police in our community.
They have shown their true colours on police for over a
generation now. Let us also not forget that under the
Liberal government in the 1990s police numbers were
reduced by around 800 and stations were closed. If you
want to look at the facts, you need to go back as far as
1982 to see the last time a Liberal government funded
additional police officers. I believe the shadow Minister
for Police had not long been in primary school at that
time. Those are the facts. They are not alternative facts
either. These are the real facts.

Residents of Kingston deserve a state member of
Parliament who is effective and active in supporting
the community he is supposed to represent. This issue
has dragged on for months but not once has the
member for Mordialloc raised the matter in this
chamber and, frankly, I doubt that he has even raised
it behind closed doors.
As it now falls on the opposition to support and
represent Kingston residents I ask the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety what the member for
Mordialloc is unprepared to ask: Minister, make a
public statement on where you stand on this important
local issue.

Police numbers
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — (12 558) I wish
to raise a matter for the Minister for Police. The action I
seek is for the minister to visit the Oakleigh electorate
to meet with local police officers and discuss the
policing needs of our community.
As members are aware, though some opposite like to
ignore it, the Andrews government is recruiting over
3000 new police officers in Victoria. This is the biggest
recruitment of police in Victoria’s history. There is
more equipment, better technology and more
helicopters, vehicles and aircraft. This is a $2 billion
investment. It follows on from the massive recruitment
that took place during the Bracks and Brumby Labor
government years.
As we know, the previous Liberal government failed to
invest in police. They did not fund any additional
frontline officers in their four long years of
government. Funding was cut. Around 500 police staff
lost their jobs. In my own community, police numbers
dropped significantly between 2010 and 2014. Stations
across Victoria were closed. And do you know what?
They even effectively closed the Murrumbeena police

It is Labor governments that fund police, just as we fund
paramedics, nurses, teachers and all sorts of public
servants who look after us, and we have the record to
prove it. I was very pleased to be with the minister at the
police academy in Glen Waverley in December to
welcome new police and protective services officer
graduates. They are already on the beat. I would
welcome the minister coming to the Oakleigh electorate
to meet with me and local police. I know she has shown
a real commitment to the police portfolio and to people.
We have a government that is making a real effort on
law and order, more than any other government before it.

Victorian pet food processors
Ms KEALY (Lowan) — (12 559) I wish to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change. The action I seek is
that the minister immediately provide all required
information, including a kangaroo management plan, to
the federal government so that approval for wildlife
trade operations (WTO) can be granted for Victorian
pet food processors.
Following extensive lobbying by my Nationals
colleagues and me, in September 2016 the government
finally announced an extension and expansion of the
kangaroo pet food trial. To minimise waste from
harvesting kangaroos for pet food it is essential that pet
food processors can export the skins to international
markets. This requires federal approval as a wildlife
trade operation.
Nine months ago David Preece of Victorian Petfood
Processors in Hamilton and Seymour applied for WTO
approval for the expanded kangaroo pet food trial
regions of Glenelg, West Wimmera, Loddon and
Bendigo. However, the federal government cannot
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approve the application for a WTO until further
information is received from the Victorian government.
So here we are, nine months on, and after numerous
meetings with Victorian government department
representatives, the Victorian Labor government has
done absolutely nothing to supply the required
information to the federal government so that this WTO
approval can be granted. Perhaps it is seeking to
sabotage the kangaroo pet food trial to appease
inner-city Greens voters.
The delay by Labor in supplying the required
information has led to the suspension of an expansion
of the Hamilton pet food abattoir, costing local jobs.
Victorian pet food processors now have a stockpile of
kangaroo skins from the new harvest regions, which
has significantly impacted on company cash flow and is
putting 30 jobs at risk, all because the Victorian Labor
government is sitting on its hands and doing absolutely
nothing to provide the required information to the
federal government so that the WTO can be approved.
I therefore ask that the minister finally do something to
undertake the required kangaroo surveys, release the
data and submit the Victorian kangaroo management
plan to the federal government so that the Victorian pet
food processors’ wildlife trade operations for the export
of kangaroo skins can be assessed and approved.

Moonee Ponds courthouse
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — (12 560) My
adjournment matter tonight relates to the Minister for
Planning. The action I seek is that the Minister for
Planning meet with me at the Moonee Ponds
courthouse, which was damaged by fire late last year.
The minister was very helpful in providing some initial
funds to provide some rehabilitation of the site. I
welcome the minister to come out to inspect the site at
his earliest convenience.

Red Hill Consolidated School
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — (12 561) I wish to raise a
matter for the Minister for Education. The action I seek
is for him to visit Red Hill Consolidated School. The
school was assessed about four years ago as needing
$1.5 million worth of maintenance. There was a
commitment made by the previous government to fund
that maintenance.
Obviously there was nothing in the budget this year
for the school. I have raised this matter before with the
minister, and I know the school has also written to
him on a couple of occasions regarding their
maintenance needs. The school is over 60 years old
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and since its construction has never received a capital
grant. The school has over 600 students. It really is a
top-class school with very high educational outcomes
and is very popular.
The school is located in a bush setting. It has no mains
water or sewerage, so there are large expenses in that
regard. The parents and the community raise a lot of
money for the school; in fact I attended their annual art
show — which was huge — on the weekend. However,
all the money the school raises — and they raise a
lot — has to go towards maintenance; it does not go
towards any of the school programs. You can only do
that for so long.
The maintenance needed at the school was assessed at
$1.5 million four years ago. The only money the school
has been able to spend on it comes from its fundraising.
They just cannot keep up. The place is now literally
falling apart. Everything is rotting. It is their turn for
capital works. As I said, they have not received any
capital grants for 60 years. They have been totally
self-sufficient, but now they cannot keep up with their
maintenance requirements.
They want to spend their money. They are a very
high-performing school. They want modern teaching
spaces. The fact that they actually have to spend their
money on maintenance means they are unable to
provide any of that themselves, so the school needs a
massive capital injection not only to upgrade the school
but also to catch up on the maintenance.
The action I require is that the minister visit the
school. A petition will be tabled tomorrow in this
place calling on the minister to visit to look at the
great programs going on in that school but, most
importantly, to inspect the facilities and see the dire
need. This is a school that has looked after itself for
60 years. It has not received any grants other than for
things like ramps and the regular maintenance that any
school receives. It is their turn.

Bentleigh electorate bus services
Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) — (12 562) My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Public
Transport. The action I seek is that the minister direct
Public Transport Victoria to commence a program of
consultation on improvements to bus services in my
electorate. The bus network in my electorate has
changed very little for at least as long as I can
remember, and I have lived in the electorate all my
life — —
Mr Gidley interjected.
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Mr STAIKOS — Yes, that was pretty good, but
there is more to do than the 703. It is important that we
look at the issue holistically, that we look at all the bus
services we have in the electorate, that we look at the
bus network and that we look for the service gaps and
ways to address them.
At a forum last year our community identified a
number of service gaps, including the lack of a
north-south route between East Boundary Road and the
Nepean Highway. There is some funding in the budget
to improve bus services in a number of locations,
including my electorate, so I ask the minister to
commence a program of consultation on ways forward.

Mount Waverley electorate schools
Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverley) — (12 563) My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Education. The action that I seek from the minister is to
reverse his cancellation of key school rebuild projects
in the Mount Waverley district that were signed off by
the previous state Liberal government but which he
cancelled after being elected to government at the
November 2014 election.
The cancellations that the education minister presided
over in my electorate are of significant concern. We
had a $6 million rebuild project for the worthy students,
staff and school community at Glen Waverley Primary
School. Unfortunately that commitment, which had
been signed off, has been cancelled. Now the school is
faced with just a school hall rebuild project. That
school is worthy of a capital upgrade and rebuild. The
plans were there, the heavy lifting was done, but it was
cancelled.
Mount Waverley Secondary College was undertaking a
$10.58 million two-stage rebuild program, signed off
by the previous Liberal government, as well as a
commitment to the second stage, estimated at about
$8.3 million. Again this is a worthy school in my
district. A number of school audits noted that it
required capital maintenance. It has good student
numbers, good teachers and a good school community,
who are working and fundraising hard, but it was in
desperate need of that commitment; it was in desperate
need of that rebuild program for the middle school and
the senior school to ensure that students could have
modern technology and modern classrooms.
Unfortunately, as I said, it has been cancelled by the
state Labor government.
At the final one in my electorate, Brentwood Secondary
College, there was a commitment for a stage 1 and 2
rebuild. Stage 1 would have got $8.381 million and the
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commitment to stage 2 was estimated at between
$10 million and $11 million. Brentwood Secondary
College is another very good secondary school in my
district. Numbers are continuing to climb as a
consequence of good teachers, good student leadership,
good staff leadership and a community that values
education. It is just so disappointing as these schools —
where all the preparation, the heavy lifting and the
sign-off was done — were worthy recipients. Then
from November 2014, in the first Andrews Labor
government budget, those funds just disappeared; they
just disappeared. It is such a shame because those
students are worthy.
I have continued to fight for my district and for those
students, those parents and those school communities.
Regardless of whether or not the Minister for Education
thinks it is a priority or not, I will continue the good
fight for those schools in this district. We need the
funding, and I ask the minister to reverse the education
cuts of the Victorian Labor government.

Albion railway station
Ms SULEYMAN (St Albans) — (12 564) My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Public
Transport. The action that I seek is for the minister to
investigate the possibility of funding the installation of
secure bike cages for commuters at Albion station.
Albion station is one of the most popular stations in my
electorate, with over 17 000 people using it every week.
It is one of the top 50 busiest stations in Victoria and a
major travel hub for students attending the Victoria
University Sunshine campus. The number of
commuters using it is on the rise, as I previously stated,
as the population in the west continues to rapidly grow.
We have experienced a large increase in commuters
cycling to and from the station. Albion station needs a
secure bike cage to cater for the growing number of
commuters using the station so that they are able to
securely store their bikes, and to encourage others to
cycle too.

Polwarth electorate roads
Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) — (12 565) My
adjournment matter tonight is to the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety. The action I seek is for the minister to
provide a list of initiatives he plans to implement in
order to ensure foreign drivers who are allowed on
Victorian roads are capable of meeting minimum safety
standards. Increasingly many tourist regions around
Victoria are experiencing an unsettling rise in accidents
caused by foreign drivers as the self-drive tourist craze
continues to gather speed.

ADJOURNMENT
Tuesday, 9 May 2017

ASSEMBLY

In recent years VicRoads have done much to raise the
standard of drivers in Victoria, in particular young and
inexperienced drivers, through better education and by
continually trying to improve behaviour, whether it is
around speed, road sharing or other initiatives. Little
to nothing has been done to make sure tourists who
are at times tackling some of our most difficult roads,
such as the Great Ocean Road, are qualified to do so.
The desire by government to reach a zero road toll
will never be possible when we allow people who
have never driven before, let alone on the left-hand
side of the road, to have as their first drive a full-day
drive from Melbourne to Port Campbell and back
again. This is not a theme park ride. In fact most
theme parks put in place more regulations and have
more care over people going on a ride than what this
government does over people taking their first drive
along the Great Ocean Road.
Foreign tourists are an important component of
regional Victoria’s tourist offer. However, it is
irresponsible of this government to put at risk both the
lives of international tourists and locals alike who drive
on these roads on a daily basis through inaction and a
lack of will to improve road safety.

Yan Yean electorate schools zoning
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — (12 566) I wish to raise
a matter for the attention of the Minister for Education.
The action I seek is that he review the proposed school
attendance boundaries in Mernda and Doreen, which
are causing some consternation and distress for families
in Mernda and Doreen. I want to thank Narelle
Hargreaves, who has written to me on behalf of
families in Mernda and Doreen. They suggest that the
line-of-sight boundaries that have been proposed by the
department will disadvantage some people in those
communities. I know that the minister has been a
frequent visitor to the area, and I have no doubt that he
will get involved in this matter.
I think it is important that we support the great schools
in the area, including Hazel Glen College, and Mernda
Central P–12 College and Mernda Park Primary
School, which both opened this year. Laurimar Primary
School is also a fantastic school, as well as that great
local country school, Doreen Primary School, which is
limited in the number of students that can attend
because it is not on reticulated sewerage; it is limited to
150 students. I also want to protect the needs of other
great schools such as Diamond Valley College and
Whittlesea Secondary College. I want to support the
families in Doreen and Mernda, and I have every
confidence that the minister will act to review these
proposed boundaries.
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Responses
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — Can I thank
the member for Oakleigh for raising this matter with
me and asking me to come and visit his electorate and
meet with local residents and also local hardworking
police in the area. He pointed out some interesting
facts, and I just remind the house that I think I
mentioned today that we have funded, in the three
budgets we have had, 43 significant new police
stations, upgrades or refurbishments, compared to 14
by those opposite. What we have actually had is those
opposite spending their time out there promising to
reopen stations that they closed. Murrumbeena is an
example; they closed it twice.
The reason they have not been able to deliver on their
promises around police stations, whether it is
Murrumbeena or whether it is the Waurn Ponds station,
is that they never funded new police to be able to staff
those stations. Let us be clear: there were zero new
police in their time. Every single police officer was
funded by a Labor government, and we have got record
numbers coming. I would just say to the member for
Oakleigh I very much look forward in the next few
weeks to coming out and visiting, with him, the very
hardworking police officers and the local residents.
A number of other members raised a number of other
issues for ministers, and I will pass those issues on.
The SPEAKER — Order! The house stands
adjourned until tomorrow.
House adjourned 7.20 p.m.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. Colin Brooks) took the chair
at 9.32 a.m. and read the prayer.

SEX OFFENDERS REGISTRATION
AMENDMENT (MISCELLANEOUS)
BILL 2017
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Gaffney–Sussex streets intersection, Coburg
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents of Victoria draws to the attention of
the house road safety matters at the intersection of Gaffney
Street and Sussex Street in Coburg. This intersection is an
increasingly busy thoroughfare for motorists, cyclists and
pedestrians. The installation of traffic lights at this intersection
(including pedestrian-operated crossings) would make the
precinct safer and facilitate smoother traffic flow.

Introduction and first reading
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to make
miscellaneous amendments to the Sex Offenders Registration
Act 2004, to amend the Crimes Act 1958 to provide for the
taking of DNA samples from sex offenders, to make
consequential amendments to the Criminal Procedure Act
2009, the Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and Supervision)
Act 2009 and the Working with Children Act 2005 and for
other purposes.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I ask the minister to
provide a brief explanation of the bill further to the long
title.

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Assembly
of Victoria ensure state government agencies work with local
government agencies and relevant service providers to install
traffic lights at the intersection to make the precinct safer for
pedestrians, cyclists and motorists.

By Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale)
(59 signatures).
Tabled.
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Nepean be considered next day on
motion of Mr DIXON (Nepean).

Ordered that petition presented by honourable
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — The bill
member for Pascoe Vale be considered next day on
amends the Sex Offenders Registration Act 2004 and
motion of Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale).
related acts to modify the circumstances in which a
person may be placed on the sex offenders register,
DOCUMENTS
provide police with greater powers to investigate and
monitor registered sex offenders and give police specific Tabled by Clerk:
powers to take fingerprints and forensic samples of
Auditor-General:
registered sex offenders.
Motion agreed to.

Public Participation and Community Engagement:
Local Government Sector — Ordered to be published

Read first time.

Public Participation in Government
Decision-Making — Ordered to be published

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Red Hill Consolidated School
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of the electorate of Nepean draws
to the attention of the house:
1.

2.

the need for long overdue capital funding to upgrade the
buildings and amenities at the Red Hill Consolidated
School;
requests the state government to fund $2.5 million in
urgent capital works for building upgrades and
maintenance in accordance with documentation
submitted by the school to the minister in June 2015.

By Mr DIXON (Nepean) (143 signatures).

Statutory Rule under the Evidence (Miscellaneous
Provisions) Act 1958 — SR 26
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Document under s 15
in relation to Statutory Rule 26.

FAMILY VIOLENCE PROTECTION
AMENDMENT BILL 2017
Council’s amendments
Returned from Council with message relating to
amendments.
Ordered to be considered later this day.
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Bendigo Kangan Institute
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — The previous
Liberal-Nationals government cut $1.2 billion from
TAFE, causing the closure of regional TAFE campuses
including dedicated agricultural colleges at
Glenormiston and Sale. The Liberal-Nationals cuts to
TAFE forced Bendigo TAFE to axe dozens of courses,
sack 147 workers and merge with Melbourne’s Kangan
Institute. Bendigo shed 150 jobs and 36 courses were
closed down. These included courses like cabinet
making, where at least 25 apprentices were immediately
affected. And what were the consequences of these cuts?
There was a massive drop in student numbers and an
increase in tuition fees. Bendigo TAFE had a net
operating balance of minus $305 000, which
demonstrates how much TAFE had been cut to the bone
in the wake of those actions.
In contrast, the Andrews Labor government’s
commitment to Bendigo Kangan TAFE includes
$2.81 million in the TAFE Rescue Fund, $2 million in
the TAFE Funding Boost, $2.42 million in the Back to
Work Fund and $63.65 million in the TAFE Structural
Adjustment Fund. It was a shocking display of
shamelessness and audacity to see The Nationals
member for Euroa and some bloke from the upper
house, who is also apparently the National Party’s
appointed member for Northern Victoria Region —
although no-one would know that given his lack of
interest in the communities that he represents —
standing at the front of our TAFE institute.

Old Scotch Football Club
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — On 22 April I was
pleased to attend the Camberwell sportsground on the
occasion of traditional rivals Old Scotch Football Club
and Monash Blues playing at Old Scotch’s first home
match of the season. The occasion was particularly
notable because the guest speaker at the pre-game event
was the Honourable Tim Fischer, AC, former Deputy
Prime Minister of Australia, who was speaking on the
very important subject of General Sir John Monash, who
of course was a graduate of Scotch College and after
whom Monash University is named. Mr Fischer spoke
very passionately and tenaciously about his campaign to
see General Sir John Monash posthumously elevated to
the rank of Field Marshal.
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Marcus Fielding, Peter Fielding and so many other
dedicated members of the RSL. The pre-match event
was followed by the Ode and also the playing of the Last
Post before the game commenced. The question of
whether General Sir John Monash should be
posthumously elevated is a subject we should all
consider given the great citizenship shown by that great
Australian.

Bendigo Special Developmental School
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — A
few weeks ago I was delighted to attend the 10-year
celebration of Bendigo Special Developmental School at
its Kangaroo Flat site. This was a very special occasion
as we marked the 10th anniversary of the school moving
into the brand-new school buildings, which of course
were built and funded by the Bracks Labor government.
Back in 2007 I had the great pleasure of opening those
school buildings, and I was honoured to be invited back
by the school community to celebrate their 10 years at
this site.
Most importantly the overwhelming focus of the
celebration was talking about and celebrating the great
education that young people from our community
receive at Bendigo Special Developmental School. I
would really like to congratulate the principal, Kirshy
McAinch, and the teachers and staff who do a wonderful
job each and every day. We were there on a special day
celebrating the school, but it is those teachers and staff
who every single day do a wonderful job, providing
quality education and quality care for young people in
our community who need the best go and the best start
in life, and we saw it on wonderful display this day. The
students put on performances. They sung, they danced,
and they showed us how great an education they are
receiving at Bendigo Special Developmental School.

VicRoads services

Ms KEALY (Lowan) — Labor continually ignores
rural and regional Victoria when it comes to our roads,
but it is a further disappointment that the city-centric
Minister for Roads and Road Safety now appears to be
determined to restrict VicRoads services in country
Victoria by stealth. My office has had numerous reports
of locals being told they must travel hundreds of
kilometres to undertake an assessment with a VicRoads
occupational therapist at a cost of hundreds of dollars. A
Hamilton woman with multiple sclerosis was told that
she had to go to Geelong for an assessment, a woman
I should say that the pre-game event was a collaboration from Edenhope had to travel over 300 kilometres to
of Old Scotch Football Club, led by president Tim
Ballarat, and a man in Penshurst had to pay $900 for an
Shearer and his fantastic committee, as well as
assessment in Hamilton. What is the minister doing to
Camberwell RSL, headed up by Lieutenant Colonel
improve access to VicRoads occupational therapists in
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president Reinhard Goschiniak and secretary Trish
Vowles for organising the Anzac Day service in
Lancefield. As always it was wonderful to see the
recognition of service personnel from conflicts across
Wimmera cancer centre
the decades and to see children from Romsey Primary
School, Lancefield Primary School and St Mary’s
Ms KEALY — In May 2016 the Minister for Health Primary School participate so beautifully in the service.
promised local cancer patients, ‘If you don’t get there,
we will. We’re going to build this. This project is not
Macedon electorate historical societies
going to stop if the community fundraising falls short’.
Some of these cancer patients are no longer with us
Ms THOMAS — Last month I had the opportunity
today. It is an absolute disgrace that the minster has
to meet with the Romsey and Lancefield Districts
broken her promise. Without additional funding the
Historical Society to congratulate them on receiving a
Wimmera cancer centre will be significantly cut back,
small grant to frame and display a piece of local history,
meaning no dialysis services and no palliative care. Our a photo of the Australian 22nd Battalion, taken in France
local people are, rightly, devastated. We will not let the in 1918 and featuring a local Lancefield soldier.
Andrews Labor government get away with this
Members will not be surprised to learn that the historical
societies in Macedon are mostly led by women, and
disgraceful deceit.
while these volunteers are busily recording, curating,
Adam Robertson
cataloguing, writing about and promoting local history,
they are very modest about their own achievements.
Ms KEALY — Congratulations to Adam Robertson,
who was recently announced the Young Achiever of the As we celebrate volunteers this week I take this
Year at the Glenelg Shire Council Business and Tourism opportunity to thank the members of Woodend and
Awards. Earlier this year I was honoured to launch
District Heritage Society, Gisborne and Mount Macedon
Adam’s book, which details the history of the Casterton
Districts Historical Society, Daylesford and District
railway line. This is a fantastic achievement, Adam; you Historical Society, Malmsbury Historical Society and
should be exceptionally proud.
Kyneton Historical Society. I would also like to thank all
the committees, elected office-bearers, members and
Annie
other volunteers for playing a vital role in ensuring our
stories live on. In doing so I note our historical societies
Ms KEALY — Chookas to the cast and crew of
are increasingly aware of the untold stories of
Annie, another fabulous Horsham Arts Council
Aboriginal people of our region — the Jaara,
production, which opens in the Horsham Town Hall on
Wurundjeri and Taungerong people — and I applaud
Friday. I am certain this will be another raging success,
their efforts to connect with local elders and land
and I congratulate the cast and crew on all their hard
councils.
work and commitment to create a top class, professional
local production. Well done!
Glen Eira College
rural and regional Victoria, including consideration of
the very high expense for some of our most vulnerable
community members?

National Volunteer Week

Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — I would like to
congratulate students from Glen Eira College for
Ms KEALY — This week is National Volunteer
winning first prize in the Dis-Moi Dix Mots annual
Week, and I just want to express my sincere gratitude to
international competition organised by the French
all of our volunteers — —
Ministry of Education in partnership with the French
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member’s Ministry of Culture and Foreign Affairs. I am told
800 projects were submitted internationally and that
time has expired.
Glen Eira College came first in the category
‘D’établissements étrangers-overseas schools’. The
Anzac Day
school has been invited to attend the prize-giving
ceremony at the prestigious Academie Francaise in Paris
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — Once again I had the
on 18 May, and students are currently completing
opportunity to commemorate Anzac Day at the Mount
expressions of interest.
Macedon dawn service, this year conducted by
Afghanistan veteran Alan Mitchell. Thank you to the
Well done to the following students who took part in the
dawn service organising committee for once again
competition: from year 7, Noah Bennie, Tiphaine
delivering a very moving and beautiful service. Thank
Chevalier Freyeisen, Alexine Dubois, Estelle Laville,
you to Romsey-Lancefield RSL, and especially to
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Baptiste Mazuel, Emily McLenaghan, Ael Menard,
Constance Thevnon, Lucas Vaidie and Jarrod Wisdom;
from year 9, Kahiya Ali, Mitchell Bennie, Oscar Crick,
Tahlia Delaney-Murnane, Kirra Foster, Lily Gordon,
Rachel Hoch, Louis Jacobe de Naurois, Morgan Jaulin,
Estelle Lipovetsky, Dominique Liu-Hervo, Julian
Mansfield, Isabella McFarland, James McLoughlin
Parsons, Pamela Parvakis, Aurelie Personnier,
Christopher Rudel, Leah Sandow, Bridie Skinner, Kei
Someda, Louis Villeseche and Cooper Walters; and
from year 10, Alice Sabouraud. A big thanks to teacher
Loveena Narayanen and intern Camille Lancelin for
guiding the students.

Debra Korman
Mr SOUTHWICK — Congratulations to Debra
Korman for winning the B’nai B’rith Menorah Award
for her dedicated voluntary work. I had the privilege of
working with Debra on the Mitzvah Day committee, on
which she is a founding member and a tireless
community worker.
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community obvious, but individual volunteers spoke
about the personal benefits of volunteering. We heard
from Ameet, who is a driver educator in the L2P
program, helping members of the community attain the
required number of hours of driving experience before
they can sit their test. Ameet spoke eloquently about the
skills the role had given him — the skills to
communicate well and work with a range of people from
a range of different backgrounds — but, more than this,
he spoke about the joy he felt at being able to contribute
and give back to his community.
Ameet is just one of over 1.5 million Victorian
volunteers over the age of 18 who volunteer. This week
we say a big thankyou to all of them and the volunteer
managers who support them. You are the glue that keeps
our communities strong, and we would be lost without
you. Thank you.

Brighton graffiti

Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I wish to draw the
house’s attention to a graffiti project which is
underway in Church Street, Brighton. It is run by
Ormond sky tower
Keiran Cromie from Brighton Travelworld, and it
Mr SOUTHWICK — The Victorian transport
involves all of the local traders with CCTV. Also in
committee needs to act now, and the minister needs to
place is liaison with police and schools. I would like to
call on the Ormond sky tower to determine the outcome congratulate all those involved in the project because it
of that important project for — —
is resulting in offenders being caught. Those offenders
are removing graffiti and apologising to traders, and in
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member’s many instances the issue is being taken up by their
time has expired.
teachers in the schools.

National Volunteer Week
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — This week is
National Volunteer Week, an annual celebration to
acknowledge the generous contribution of our nation’s
volunteers. On Monday I marked the occasion by
attending a morning tea to thank the volunteers at
South East Community Links, an organisation
dedicated to achieving better social and economic
outcomes for some of the most vulnerable in the
south-eastern suburbs of Melbourne. Nineteen per cent
of the South East Community Links team are
volunteers. This equates to about seven equivalent
full-time positions. In 2015–16 volunteers contributed
around 14 000 volunteer hours, which is just
remarkable. This organisation utilises volunteers in a
number of programs, including the L2P program, the
No Interest Loan Scheme, the homework club and
emergency relief. These volunteers are at the coalface,
giving practical help to the people who need it most.
At Monday’s morning tea the benefits of volunteering
were on full display. Not only was the benefit to the

Rotary Club of Brighton Beach
Ms ASHER — On another matter, after 22 years
Brighton Beach Rotary club is closing down. This
Rotary club has a fine record of service to the Brighton
community, and again I would congratulate Keiran
Cromie and Julie Avery, two of the club’s very
well-known members.
I would like to thank all of the members of Brighton
Beach Rotary club for the valuable work they have done
in the community over many years. They will of course
join two highly effective Rotary groups in the Brighton
area — Brighton Rotary and Brighton North Rotary —
which are both excellent organisations. I wish the
members of Brighton Beach Rotary particularly well. I
think the contribution of Rotary to the electorate of
Brighton has been outstanding over many years, and its
contribution should be placed on record and
acknowledged by everyone in this place.
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Bentleigh Sunday Market
Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) — Congratulations
Bentleigh Moorabbin Central Rotary Club on 40 years
of the Bentleigh Sunday Market. It was a pleasure to
join the celebrations recently of a market that has
become an iconic part of Bentleigh. When it began in
1977 there was some resistance from local traders. But
40 years on it is clear that the market has enhanced the
shopping precinct by drawing crowds from across
Melbourne to our local area each and every Sunday. The
best thing about the market is that it has raised more than
$3 million for very worthy causes, including the
Salvation Army, Marriott House, Monash Health and
countless schools. We look forward to the next 40 years
of the Bentleigh Sunday Market.

King George VI Memorial Reserve pavilion,
Bentleigh East
Mr STAIKOS — I welcome Glen Eira council’s
funding allocation to complete the upgrade of King
George VI Memorial Reserve pavilion in East
Bentleigh. The allocation of $804 000 in council’s draft
budget includes $100 000 from the Andrews Labor
government for much-needed female toilets and change
room facilities, King George reserve is home to
Bentleigh Junior Football Club, Bentleigh ANA Cricket
Club and East Bentleigh Central Cricket Club. Both
Bentleigh Auskick and Bentleigh ANA have girls
participating in sport, yet the pavilion does not currently
have any female-friendly facilities. In addition to
providing female-friendly facilities, the plans will now
include a greater redevelopment of the pavilion,
including a space for the community to gather during
games. I congratulate Glen Eira council on including
this upgrade in their draft budget and encourage all
councillors to support it.
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And now the Latrobe Valley Hotel in Morwell is
closing, and it appears the state government has done
nothing to save these important jobs across all those
businesses. The Latrobe Valley Hotel’s operations
manager, Melissa Cain, said the loss of business
following the closure of Hazelwood power station is part
of the reason they will not stay open. She said:
We lost a lot of accommodation as well. We had a lot of people
that would come down from Melbourne and stay with us as well,
and that came to an end as the power station did as well.

Yet despite this, apparently the state government’s
policies and budget decisions around Hazelwood are not
to blame. The Premier said he would fight for every
Victorian job. However, if you live in the Latrobe Valley
it simply does not apply.
In addition, approved developments like the
Lake Narracan subdivision project, which would bring
hundreds of jobs to the region, currently sit idle despite
assurances from the Premier and the state government
that these local developments would be fast-tracked as
soon as possible to get our local economy moving — a
fail for the Premier.

Wear Orange Wednesday

Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I am pleased that a
number of members of Parliament are wearing orange
today for Wear Orange Wednesday. I particularly want
to pay tribute to the State Emergency Service volunteers
who serve each and every day, 24 hours a day, 365 days
a year, wearing that orange, whether it is when
responding to floods, motor vehicle accidents or one of
many other disasters. I particularly want to commend the
Whittlesea unit. I had the privilege of being with former
minister Bob Cameron in the last decade when he
officially opened that unit. It is an oversubscribed unit; it
is so popular that it has a waiting list for people to get in.
The Nillumbik unit has also served the community for a
Latrobe Valley employment
very long time, and I also want to commend the units
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — In recent times we have operating in the Mitchell and Murrindindi shires. I was
had the Premier and a bevy of ministers ride into the
pleased to see that the state budget has provided
Latrobe Valley and pretend to create jobs for locals.
operational funding certainty now and has taken that
However, this is far from reality. The reality is that our
over from local government. I think that is fitting
community desperately need real jobs for real people
support for our volunteers.
with real families, yet the state government thinks that a
VicRoads deceased animals policy
shuffling of public service jobs across various
government departments and agencies will suffice. One
Ms GREEN — I also want to draw the house’s
has to question what the state government is doing to
attention
to VicRoads’s policy and practice of dealing
retain jobs in the Latrobe Valley. Businesses such as
with deceased pets found on roads. I have had a number
BOC Gas and Alternate Dwellings have closed their
of contacts from my constituents who are concerned that
doors, whilst Johnson Health Tech is soon to relocate
when much-loved pets who are microchipped and have
out of the valley, with further job losses.
contact details are found on roads, they are not being
dealt with appropriately — —
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member’s benefit from the Andrews Labor government’s
continuing investment to upgrade and modernise our
time has expired.
schools, with Seaford North Primary School set to
State Emergency Service Lilydale unit
receive $5 million for a new gym and school hall,
Carrum Downs Secondary College to receive $3 million
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — It was an honour for me to for a new gym and community centre, Rowellyn Park
once again attend the Lilydale State Emergency Service Primary School to receive $275 000 to cover costs for its
awards night. They are a hardworking, dedicated group outdoor basketball courts and Seaford Primary School to
of volunteers who without hesitation attend car accidents get a share of funding to plan for its future
and storm and flood damage.
modernisation and upgrade.

Members for Tarneit and Melton

Education funding should be seen for what it is: an
investment that delivers a very valuable and genuine
Mrs FYFFE — In it is an honour for all of us to be
public net return on investment. I say to Malcolm
elected to this place, no matter from what party or
Turnbull: education funding should never, ever, be the
whether as an Independent. It is an honour I have always
place to find your budget savings. Our children and
held dearly, so my anger and despair about how this is
young people should never be asked to fund your tax
being trashed and tainted has no bounds. To have still
cuts to big business. The federal Liberal government
sitting in this house the member for Tarneit, who as
must be called out for its failure to properly and
Speaker held the fourth highest position in the state, and
adequately fund early childhood, school and tertiary
his former deputy, the member for Melton, who have
education. Now more than ever we need sustained
between them embezzled well over $200 000 from
education investment.
taxpayers by claiming money to which they were not
entitled, besmirches this role that we all hold. To have
Heyfield timber mill
both of them sitting here receiving full pay and all MP
entitlements with the full support of Premier Andrews is
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — The Andrews
unpalatable and an insult to all Victorians. Both should government is still keeping the community of Heyfield
be expelled from this place and the member for Melton in limbo. It is clear that the number of Leadbeater’s
forced to make full repayment.
possums that actually exist is far more than is indicated
as being critically endangered. It is time for the Greens
Mr Nardella interjected.
to stop the lies they are spreading with the deliberate
intent of shutting down the entire native forest industry,
Mrs FYFFE — Perhaps the member for Melton
and it is time for the Premier to step up to the plate and
would like to expand on his comment that I should have
support the town of Heyfield and the Victorian native
been expelled. The member for Melton might like to
forest timber industry.
explain that comment.

Education funding

Thorpdale and District Kindergarten

Mr BLACKWOOD — I recently met with the
Thorpdale and District Kindergarten committee and
heard their concerns about their current operating
environment. The kinder operates from the local town
hall, and every time a daytime community event uses the
hall the kinder cannot operate and all kinder equipment
has to be packed up and stored away. This has a serious
impact on the education of the children, is an
unnecessary disruption to working parents and creates
extra work and inconvenience for the dedicated staff.
Thorpdale Primary School is very keen to accommodate
the kinder on their campus, which would give us the
opportunity to establish an education hub on the primary
school grounds. I urge the Minister for Education to
In my electorate I see firsthand the Gonski funding in
support
us in this endeavour.
action. Support teachers for some of our most vulnerable
students, smaller class sizes and teaching and learning
aids are all things that make a real and tangible
difference. In my electorate, schools are also set to
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — The Andrews Labor
government continues to invest in education, and the
federal Liberal government, under Malcolm Turnbull,
continues to cut education funding. Here in Victoria we
have committed to continue the Gonski needs-based
funding for schools and we have committed to help
more and more students get the learning support they
need, but Malcolm Turnbull is cutting more than
$3.5 billion from Victorian schools — a shortfall of
$630 million next year alone. Schools in my electorate
will feel this, but most disappointingly some of our most
vulnerable kids will really feel this.
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V/Line regional services
Mr BLACKWOOD — Gippsland V/Line services
are still under pressure from overcrowding. As an
example of this, it is having an impact on the ability of
school groups to book seats for daily excursions to
Melbourne. Recently Warragul Regional College was
denied the opportunity to book 60 students on the
8.18 a.m. service from Warragul and on the 3.20 p.m.
return service. The current three VLocity train carriages
are not coping, and Gippsland urgently needs more
carriages on most services.
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Gilbert and Sullivan Society of Victoria, Iolanthe. The
society, which is based in my electorate of Forest Hill, is
one of the longest running theatrical organisations in
Australia, having been in existence for over 80 years. I
was also pleased to catch up with several committee
members, including the president, Adrian Glaubert. I
congratulate the society on its performances and wish it
well for the future.

Box Hill Reporter District Cricket Association

Mr ANGUS — I congratulate the Box Hill Reporter
District Cricket Association (BHRDCA) on recently
organising the presentation by Good Sports on a guide to
Coburg North Primary School
developing an illegal drugs policy. This was an
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) — ‘From little important event for local cricket clubs and was well
things, big things grow’ was written on my Facebook
attended by various club committee members. With the
page last week by former Coburg North Primary School scourge of illegal drugs permeating most areas of the
council president Blair Hocking. In the lead-up to the
community, it is very important that all community
2014 election Blair approached me at Batman Market in groups and particularly sporting clubs are as prepared
Coburg to discuss the urgent needs of Coburg North
and protected as they can be from this threat. Well done
Primary School, a school originally built with only three to BHRDCA president Peter Rosenthal for being
or four permanent classrooms and now experiencing
instrumental in organising this informative event.
massive population growth. Since 2007 the student
population has increased by approximately 150 per cent.
Vermont South Bowling Club
Accommodating such a substantial growth in enrolments
Mr ANGUS — I congratulate the bowlers from the
has been a very big challenge for the school. This year
Vermont
South Bowling Club and other bowling clubs
alone they have over 100 preps.
who recently participated in a charity fundraising day at
The Minister for Education and the Treasurer have
Vermont South. More than $1500 was raised to support
visited the school and gained a firsthand understanding prostate cancer research, and by all accounts a good time
of the issues that the school faces. In the 2016–17 state
was had by all.
budget the school was provided with funding for
National Volunteer Week
planning, and last week it was provided with
$6.7 million for an upgrade of the school. The upgrade
Mr ANGUS — I note that this week is National
will include the modernisation of facilities at the school
Volunteer
Week. I thank all the numerous and various
as well as the construction of a new learning and arts
volunteers
in the Forest Hill electorate for the
hub. Securing this funding is the culmination of a lot of
outstanding
work they do. Whether that is as part of a
hard work by the school community. It is also testament
sporting
club,
a school, a church, a service club, scouts,
to what can be achieved when the government works
guides, the State Emergency Service, a welfare agency
closely with local communities.
or any other community organisation, the work
volunteers do is highly valued and appreciated. This
I would like to thank the students of the school, who
work is often unrecognised and anonymous but is
have gone out of their way to particularly show the
Deputy Premier and the Treasurer what their needs are; nevertheless invaluable. Attending meetings, arriving at
events early, setting up, packing up, being last to leave,
former school council president Blair Hocking; former
organising meetings, taking minutes and doing the
school council president Jo Harrison; Benjy Lee and
banking are just some of the tasks volunteers undertake.
Owen West, who are both members of the school
I congratulate all the unsung volunteers who work for
council; principal Helen Zull; and assistant principal
Kyla Mamic. I look forward to working with this year’s our community tirelessly, day in and day out. Thank you
for all you do to serve and improve our community.
elected school council, which includes Kate Copping.

Gilbert and Sullivan Society of Victoria
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I recently had the
pleasure of attending the current production of the

Trevor Edwards
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) — I would like to
acknowledge Trevor Edwards, an Aboriginal elder, who
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Mr T. SMITH — On a point of order, Deputy
recently passed away. Trevor’s great commitment to the
Wathaurong and his community is a great legacy and his Speaker — —
family should be very proud. Vale, Trevor Edwards.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! We do not call
points of order during statements. Please continue with
Member for South Barwon
your statement.
Ms COUZENS — I ask if Senator Ryan is calling on
Mr T. SMITH — He did! The member for Melton is
the member for South Barwon to apologise. Last
a crook. He is a thief. He has stolen from the taxpayer.
Wednesday on ABC Melbourne Liberal Senator Scott
Ryan said that members of Parliament should not attack He owes them another $76 000. It is completely
outrageous that he has not been compelled to pay back
the independent Electoral Commissioner:
the $174 000 that he has stolen from the taxpayer. He
… the Electoral Commissioner enforces the law as it is and to
has already received millions in payments over 25 years.
impugn the honesty and integrity …
He is going to get a pension, and it is completely
So it would come as some surprise to fair-minded people outrageous that he comes in here, has a go at the
member for Evelyn, who was an outstanding Deputy
that on the same day in the Geelong Advertiser the
Speaker, who upholds the values and the principles of
member for South Barwon attacked the Victorian
this Parliament — unlike this bloke, who rorted it and
Electoral Commissioner.
brought it into disrepute.
‘They’re hiding behind the citizens jury’, Mr Katos said.
‘The VEC did this 12 months ago and came up with a
proposal — why isn’t that one of the options?
That rings alarm bells for me that they’re basically just putting
up options that the government wants rather than what their
consultation and their workers determined’.

I was not surprised because Liberal Party members have
steadfastly refused to listen to the people of Geelong and
their views, as expressed through the groundbreaking
citizens jury. After all, they stood in this place and
supported consultation and then said they would ignore
the outcome! They also insulted those 100 people who
committed their time to the citizens jury.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Before I call
the member for Narre Warren South I remind members
that points of order are not to be called during
statements. I ask the member for Melton to resume his
seat.

Women in public life

Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — Despite
comprising over 50 per cent of the world’s population
women continue to be underrepresented in political and
public life. According to the United Nations 10 women
are heads of state, nine are serving as heads of
government and across the world 17 per cent of
government ministers are women. Despite the
Member for Melton
commitment of the international community to gender
Mr T. SMITH (Kew) — We have heard the member equality, the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms
of Discrimination against Women and the Beijing
for Melton this morning get stuck into the member for
Platform for Action it is only in 12 of 52 commonwealth
Evelyn for reasons unknown. The member for Melton
countries
that women hold 30 per cent or more seats in
has served this place for 25 years. He has been paid
millions of dollars from the taxpayer already, and when Parliament. In Victoria the Labor Party leads the way,
he leaves here he will be given a pension worth millions with half of the cabinet being women.
of dollars. The member for Melton has stolen from the
In Myanmar, a country new to democracy, 10.5 per cent
taxpayer — —
of all MPs are women. I have been fortunate to work
with the International Women’s Development Agency
Mr Nardella — On a point of order, Deputy
(IWDA)
to support political activists, politicians and
Speaker, if the honourable member for Kew wants to
MPs
in
Myanmar.
Obtaining and holding office in the
cast aspersions about me, he needs to do it via a
face
of
sexist
institutions
and political flux is hard for
substantive motion. I ask you to bring him back to
women
no
matter
where
they
are. Women need to
making a parliamentary statement.
support women everywhere, especially in Myanmar,
where women have no staff, offices or laptops.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I ask the
member for Kew to stay within the boundaries of a
Australian MPs across all political parties are working
parliamentary statement.
with IWDA’s Akhaya Women to develop a mentoring
program as part of the Women’s Action for Voice and
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Empowerment program. It was my privilege to work
with Nan Moe along with her fellow mentees Nan Htwe
Thu, Chris Htun, Khin Swe Lin, Nang Khin Saw and
Khin Saw Wai. These brave and talented women are
committed to improving the lives of the people of
Myanmar and will do better when equipped to meet the
challenges of lawmaking and policy. It is not easy; I am
still learning.
As Nan Moe said:
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The time for
making statements has now ended.
Mr Nardella — On a point of order, Deputy
Speaker, I ask the member for Kew to withdraw under
standing order 118, seeing as I was not able to ask him
to withdraw when I raised for a point of order earlier.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Kew is not present in the chamber.

Mr Clark — On a further point of order, Deputy
Speaker, I draw to your attention concern about your
ruling about no points of order during the course of
It works both ways — we have all benefited from this
members statements. It is perfectly reasonable to take a
amazing experience. When women support women,
very tough attitude to points of order during members
women win everywhere.
statements, particularly when it appears that the point of
order might be designed to waste the time of the person
Heidelberg Historical Society
making the members statement. But it is contrary to
standing orders for the Chair to refuse to accept a
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — I would like to pay
legitimate point of order, and it makes it impossible for
tribute to the Heidelberg Historical Society on its
50th anniversary and was pleased to attend and speak at this house to ensure that the house is conducted in
accordance with the standing orders and that genuine
its luncheon the other week.
points of order are drawn to the Chair’s attention. So I
do ask you to reconsider that ruling. I appreciate you
The state government provides for the preservation of
formal records of our state’s history through institutions made it on the fly in quite contentious circumstances. I
think the signalling of a strict approach by the Chair to
such as the Public Records Office Victoria, the State
Library of Victoria, the National Gallery of Victoria and points of order would be in order, not a refusal to accept
any points of order during members statements.
the Museum of Immigration. But there is another level
to preserving records about people, events and the
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I acknowledge
physical environment that formed communities and can
the member’s point of order. It was an unfortunate
trace their evolution, promoting a continuing sense of
mistake on my behalf to accept the point of order. The
community.
ruling of this house has been that points of order are not
The old Heidelberg courthouse, now 117 years old, has called during members statements to allow members to
been the venue in more recent years for the Heidelberg have their full 90 seconds to make their statements.
Points of order are generally called at the end of the
Historical Society, which has some 200 members, of
which I am one. Fifty-two members are volunteers. The statements being made. The member for Melton has
made his point of order. The member for Kew is not in
society’s resources include some 15 000 photographs,
the chamber. I will refer that to the member for Kew.
4000 maps, plans and tens of thousands of pages of
documentation relating to other community
organisations, all accessible through its 15 varied
STATEMENTS ON REPORTS
databases.
I have been facing challenges all my life. We will continue to
work hard to be great leaders.

I thank President Jenn Burgess and Graeme Speers, who
has been a tireless worker and committee member, for
their work. Professor Graeme Davison, emeritus
professor of history at Monash University, gave a great
presentation titled ‘Do we belong here? The appeal of
local history’. The Honourable Jenny Macklin, federal
member for Jagajaga; Cr Tom Melican, mayor; and
Cr Peter Castaldo of Banyule City Council were also
guests. It was a great opportunity to reflect on their great
work in protecting our history as well as helping people
in the community preserve our history and understand
where we came from and our future together.

Law Reform, Road and Community Safety
Committee: probationary driving age
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — I wish to report today on
the Law Reform, Road and Community Safety
Committee’s recent report on the inquiry into lowering
the probationary driving age in Victoria to 17. First of all
I would like to take this opportunity to thank the staff of
the committee and also my colleagues who worked very
hard on this committee. I must say with due respect to
my colleagues and myself that I think we all moved into
this inquiry with very, very open minds as to what the
outcome might be.
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With that in mind, it was disappointing in a way that
within probably an hour or two of the committee’s
report being tabled the government immediately
knocked the main recommendation of the committee —
to lower the probationary driving age in Victoria from
18 to 17 — on the head. I think the respect that is due to
the committee’s work — the work of not only the
members but also the secretariat of the committee, all
the witnesses and the experts who were called to give
evidence — is that the findings of the committee are
discussed and digested and the recommendations or
responses to the recommendations by the government be
made in due course, not within an hour of the committee
actually tabling its report. So I think that was
disrespectful and disappointing.
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in Victoria from 18 to 17. Recommendations 7, 8 and 10
especially boil down to the fact that there is no real
up-to-date evidence to support the contention that there
is a massive difference between the brain development
and therefore the driving ability of 18 and 17-year-olds.
If there was more up-to-date evidence and better
evidence, we might have made a different
recommendation, but in the absence of that we made the
recommendation that the driving age be lowered from
18 to 17, and I fully support that recommendation.

Electoral Matters Committee: electronic voting

Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) — I am very pleased to speak
on the inquiry into electronic voting that has recently been
undertaken by the Electoral Matters Committee. As this is
the first time that I have spoken on this report I would
The genesis of the report was Mr James Purcell in the
other place driving the inquiry. That was based on a lot like, firstly, to thank the committee chair, the member for
Brighton, and all of the other members of the committee
of feedback he received from country Victorians,
for their constructive and cooperative approach, those
especially young people and their families about the
other members being the member for Pascoe Vale, the
issue of young people getting to jobs, training and
education opportunities in areas that are not served well member for Nepean, the member for Morwell and Adem
Somyurek and Fiona Patten in the other place. I would
by public transport. That primarily impacted on
17-year-olds. He asked the committee to inquire into the also like to thank the secretariat of the committee, Mark
Roberts and his team — Nathaniel, Maria and
matter, and the committee was given the reference to
Bernadette
— as well the assistant clerk, Robert
investigate all the circumstances surrounding the driving
McDonald,
who assisted with the work of the committee.
age being lowered from 18 to 17, but with a particular
I would also like to thank all those who made
emphasis on people in country Victoria. I really would
submissions, attended hearings and contributed to the
like to take this opportunity to support the
inquiry. There was certainly a great deal of community
recommendations made by the committee. I think it is
interest in this inquiry.
very, very important that the government and the
minister concerned read the committee’s report,
understand the recommendations and why we made the Under the terms of reference, the committee was
required to consider and report on the forms of
recommendations that we did, and take them seriously
electronic voting currently utilised in Victoria and other
and report back to the Parliament in due course.
jurisdictions and their effectiveness, as well as
I actually held a number of meetings with young people considering alternatives that are available and that, if
implemented, would ensure the continued integrity and
in my electorate because I thought it was an important
issue for a semi-rural electorate where public transport is security of the electronic voting system. When the
inquiry commenced, community expectations regarding
not good. The issues surrounding the genesis of the
internet-based voting were quite high. ‘Why can’t I vote
report were very similar in my electorate to those
from home?’ or ‘Why can’t I vote on my phone, where I
Mr Purcell was putting forward.
do everything else?’ were common questions that people
A couple of things in the report stood out. One was that were asking. The cost and timeliness of postal voting
the graduated licensing system that we do have in
were increasing as issues of concern. The delay in the
Victoria is first class; it is world-leading. We
2016 federal election result prompted the Prime Minister
recommended a number of minor changes to it, but I
and the federal Leader of the Opposition to call for
think it was recognised by all that no matter where they electronic voting, and a federal inquiry on that matter
were coming from in the discussion — whether they
was commenced.
were young people, experienced drivers or
lawmakers — our graduated licensing system is a very, Then we had the 2016 Australian census fail, and this
reminded everyone of the risks that are associated with
very good one.
internet-based activities. And of course the 2016
I would like to talk very briefly about a couple of the
presidential election in the United States provided daily
recommendations and the reasons behind the
commentary of potential hacks and security concerns
recommendation that we made to lower the driving age which raised questions about the validity of the systems
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and the result. So the public position on electronic voting
actually shifted during the course of this inquiry. I also
shifted somewhat in my position. At the start of the
inquiry I was really keen to see the implementation of
internet-based voting. This seemed convenient and in
line with all the other activities that we undertake online.
However, while I still support the convenience and
opportunities of internet-based voting, the evidence we
were provided with overwhelmingly demonstrated that
there is not currently a system that provides the security,
secrecy and verifiability of our current system of voting.
In fact it was the opposite that was found.
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particularly in recommendations 4 and 5. On that basis I
commend the report to the house.

Electoral Matters Committee: electronic voting

Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — I rise this morning to
speak on the report handed down by the Electoral
Matters Committee, of which I am privileged to be a
member. The inquiry into electronic voting was an
interesting one. As the member for Yuroke said, it is
interesting to analyse some of the electronic voting
systems that are in place in other jurisdictions, not just in
Australia but internationally as well. Under the terms of
reference the committee was asked to look at the types
The committee explored the technologies being used in
of voting that we utilise in Victoria currently but also in
other states and the experience in international election
administrations. In Australia most of note is iVote in New other jurisdictions and to ascertain how effective they
South Wales and its adaptations that have been rolled out are, and I will talk more about that later in my
contribution.
in other states. But when we looked internationally, as
Australia has been moving to increase adoption of
Under the terms of reference we also looked at the
internet-based voting, other jurisdictions around the
world, with the exception of Estonia, were moving away alternatives that are available and at the need to ensure
that we have the integrity and security of an electronic
from anything that was internet based, and that was all
voting system if that were to be implemented. The way
about the security concerns.
that people have voted historically has not changed
For me, the concerns that were raised about security and much over generations, but when you look at other areas
of our lives the technology that is available to us in this
verifiability have not been answered to a degree that
modern age has changed dramatically in recent times,
satisfies our terms of reference, which were to look at
whether it is in ways of communicating with each other,
models that ensured continued integrity and security.
in paying bills or in doing banking. As we know,
The expert evidence provided was that the current
technology has moved us on quite quickly from what we
internet-based options do not provide this integrity and
did decades ago to what we are doing now.
security. However, I do still support, in principle,
internet-based voting, as in recommendation 1 of the
committee. To that end I would also hope that there is a Electronic voting occurs in some jurisdictions at present
in different forms. As the member for Yuroke said,
collaborative approach by the state electoral
many
of those jurisdictions are moving away from
commissions and the Australian Electoral Commission
electronic
voting purely and simply because the integrity
so that we can work towards national electronic voting
and security of the systems cannot be guaranteed. They
capacity in Australia, and that is in accordance with
were certainly the findings and the conclusion of the
recommendation 2 of the committee.
committee. Interestingly Estonia seems to be the only
Of note, if we look at the example of the United States, jurisdiction that maintains its current form of electronic
voting. We saw the debacle that occurred with the recent
each of the states have a different approach, and even
within the states they can have a different approach. This census here. I suppose the faith and confidence the
seems to be very cumbersome and not the most efficient public has in electronic systems was somewhat
or effective way to have voting systems. It would be far downgraded during that period of time, to say the least.
better if we could have a more unified approach here,
Ultimately the committee came up with six
and certainly from the discussions we had with other
electoral commissions in Australia it was clear that was recommendations. Recommendation 1 is in-principle
support by the committee for remote voting in Victoria,
a preferred approach for them.
but that is confined to a limited category of electors.
That might include people who are blind or have low
It is also important to note that when we talk about
vision, who have some form of motor impairment, who
electronic voting we are not only talking about
internet-based voting; we also need to have a think about have insufficient language or literacy skills or who are
eligible electors who might be interstate or overseas at
other ways to improve voter experiences and electoral
the time of an election. I think that is a common-sense
administration through the use of technology. The
committee goes on to discuss a couple of these options, approach to remote voting, which occurs in certain
circumstances at the moment.
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Recommendations 2 and 3 go to the heart of the integrity
and security of electronic voting systems.
Recommendation 2 talks about collaboration between
the Victorian Electoral Commission (VEC), the
Australian Electoral Commission and other state and
territory electoral commissions to develop what might
be agreed principles around the integrity and security for
systems that are available and to look at that from a
national perspective as well. Recommendation 3 is
interesting from my perspective because it recommends
that we establish an electronic voting board, which
would oversee the technical and traditional scrutiny
arrangements for remote voting. That board, as
recommended by the committee, would have members
from academia with technical expertise around
electronic voting, and specialists and representatives
from registered political parties.
Recommendations 5 and 6 talk about the VEC
undertaking further work. One element of that is a
cost-benefit analysis of electronic roll mark-off facilities.
I think one of the frustrating things for many people is
that an individual or individuals — and I know they are
in the minority — who vote at multiple polling places on
election day upset the integrity of the whole system. I
would support us having an electronic roll mark-off
facility, but the VEC will do some more work in that
space. Thank you to the chair and all the committee
members for their hard work on the report.
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It is worth noting that Victoria was the first state in the
world to adopt a secret ballot. It was here in Victoria that
Henry Chapman designed a system to enhance
democracy. Our recommendations reflect a commitment
to ensuring that Victoria retains that commitment to
enhancing democracy, where the vote of each and every
Victorian is secret and sacrosanct.
There were two key demands which drove the push for
electronic voting, and the first of those was how we can
better ensure secret access for vision impaired and
disabled voters as well as for our culturally and
linguistically diverse communities. There is no doubt that
Victorians with vision impairment, disabilities and
language barriers are often restricted in their
enfranchisement. They are unable to cast their vote in true
secrecy as they may have to rely on the support of another
person to cast their ballot, disclosing their vote in the
process. We agree in principle that electronic voting has
the capacity to further enfranchise these Victorians.

However, the electronic voting system currently operating
throughout Australia cannot provide these Victorians with
a means of voting that ensures their vote will be kept
secret. For example, the iVote system that a number of
members have referred to today — implemented in New
South Wales and recently extended to Western
Australia — relies on a verification system that reads the
vote back to the elector over the telephone. This process
compromises the secrecy of the vote. The identity of the
Electoral Matters Committee: electronic voting voter can be revealed through this process, and the
mechanism for verifying callers can be circumvented in
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) — I too rise to numerous ways.
speak on the report of the Electoral Matters Committee
The second issue driving this demand for electronic
and the inquiry into electronic voting. This report is a
voting is the modern expectation for more convenient
testament to the thorough and productive work of a
methods of voting. This is probably reflected in the
committee that can work well together to truly
increased number of people that we see casting pre-poll
investigate at a very genuine level the issues around a
votes:
votes before election day increased 52.58 per cent
topic that I think a number of us came to with some
in
2010
and have increased 157.71 per cent since 2006.
preconceived ideas. But as a result of some fairly
There have been numerous calls for increased access to
thorough research, and with the assistance of the
secretariat and the Deputy Clerk, Robert McDonald, the electronic voting and the media since the 2016 federal
election. This demand is related to the public’s
committee has spawned a good piece of work that
increasing engagement with automated services; for
thoroughly examines the issues.
example, Victorians are used to electronic banking.
The inquiry required the committee to examine the
Often the question is put: if I can bank online why can I
effectiveness of electronic voting systems utilised in
not vote online?
Victoria as well as in other jurisdictions with a view to
The answer, whilst not immediately apparent, is simple.
implementing alternatives that would enhance the
A certain amount of fraud is expected and underwritten
democratic process and ensure the continued integrity
and security of the electronic voting system. There were in the business model of a bank. Discrepancies and
fraudulent transactions are remedied by tracking receipts
six recommendations, but I guess the overarching one
and sharing information. We do not generally want a
was that in principle we support electronic voting for a
receipt of our vote but we do want a receipt when we
limited cohort of electors, certainly for those with
bank. And unlike banking the capacity for large-scale
disability access issues and perhaps for those who are
fraud and manipulation is not acceptable in an electronic
absent from Victoria on election day.
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What we have seen is that the government has, right
from the beginning, right from when the Legislative
Council sought to refer this serious matter to the
Ombudsman, gone through every possible legal
mechanism they can. They have failed at every stage.
Ultimately calls for increased convenience do not justify Starting with the Supreme Court, they then appealed that
the use of electronic voting in a broad sense. There is
decision in the Court of Appeal and then they went to
much to be said also for community engagement on
the High Court, at an enormous cost to taxpayers. The
polling day; the sausage sizzle, the bunting and the
High Court has upheld the right of the Ombudsman to
opportunity for public discourse are vital to a healthy
investigate these extremely serious matters.
democracy. In the future, when the right system has
When we look at what these matters are, at their heart,
been developed, it will be justified for those voters
they are people being employed by the Parliament as
outside of Victoria on polling day and those living in
remote locations. The electorate must have a high regard electorate officers, working for the member of
for the integrity of the system, and the system must not Parliament who employs them, and in some cases never
meeting them. We know in this chamber the allegations
only be secure but it must also appear to be secure.
made in relation to this by whistleblowers, and there are
The committee was asked to consider the iVote system a number of them, suggests that quite a bit of this
presently implemented in New South Wales and
behaviour came out of the broader Geelong region.
Western Australia. There have been a number of
One of the whistle-blowers is from Colac, and we have
security issues with this system. It is worth noting that
got allegations that the member for Lara was an
the New South Wales joint standing committee on
instigator in signing these time sheets for staff that were
electoral matters recently recommended that the iVote
in fact in the campaign office, red shirts working for the
system be withdrawn from use until these issues are
addressed. The committee’s recommendations reflect an member for Bellarine. This is of course completely
understanding that while the electoral process in Victoria outside the guidelines, and that is why we have seen this
government seek at every stage along the way to stop an
requires some innovation, the overall security and
inquiry by the Ombudsman into that.
integrity of the process is — —

voting system. And as the recent census debacle shows,
there is an expectation that sensitive information is kept
secret and anonymous. As the recent US election shows,
electronic voting systems cannot always protect this.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member’s Now we have a series of allegations that have been
made by Labor MPs. I refer the house to a report in the
time has expired.
Herald Sun, which quotes three Labor MPs. I will read
Accountability and Oversight Committee:
just one:

oversight agencies 2015–16

We don’t know who we’ve employed or what they’ve been

doing … People did wonder but we were told it was all
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — Today I rise to speak on the
okay … There was no reason to doubt the advice coming from
Report into Victorian Oversight Agencies 2015–16.
the leader’s office … Everyone contributed — I reckon the
Before I do, if I could just briefly say that I have very
vast majority did.
much enjoyed the contributions from all sides of the
house on the recent Electoral Matters Committee report We know that these very active Labor community action
network people made thousands of calls to get Labor
into electronic voting. I think that is the work of
members elected and re-elected. And if — as it is likely
committees at their best.
because they have tried so hard to stop the Ombudsman
Today I want to focus on section 3.4.4 of the report into investigating it — they know they have got something to
Victorian oversight agencies, which is about an
hide, we can really legitimately ask, did they steal the
investigation referred from Parliament to the
election through this process? Are they legitimately
Ombudsman’s office. I have spoken on this report
sitting on the government benches? Because you have
previously, and since I last spoke there has been quite a got to use the right processes to get here. You cannot
significant development on this issue: the High Court
fraud your way into government. And yet this
has ruled that the Ombudsman has jurisdiction to inquire government has used every single part of its armoury in
into allegations that ALP members of the Victorian
trying to stop this investigation by the Ombudsman. In
Parliament misused members’ staff budget entitlements fact in the report I am speaking on today it notes that the
against the provisions of the Parliament of Victoria
Victorian government had challenged the decision in the
Members Guide.
Court of Appeal — and at that point it was before the
court. They lost that appeal and then they lost in the
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If there is any misunderstanding in the community about
who is to blame for this, it is absolutely clearly the
federal government. The Victorian government has done
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
everything possible to establish a framework where we
budget estimates 2016–17
can receive those funds. We signed the agreement with
the federal government to receive those funds. We have
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — I rise to speak on set up the Victorian Transport Fund, and we have
the report on the 2016–17 budget estimates, and I do so established Infrastructure Victoria, an independent,
with a tinge of sadness because last night’s federal
non-political group of experts to advise not just us but
budget did not really restore the imbalance that exists
effectively the Victorian community on infrastructure
currently with infrastructure funding in Victoria. In the
needs over the next 30 years. We have a AAA credit
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee report on the rating. We have lower debt than that which we inherited.
2016–17 budget estimates the Treasurer is quoted as
We have significantly higher economic growth than that
saying:
which we inherited. I think when we came to office our
economic growth was better only than Tasmania; now
I think it is important for the state to acknowledge that we do
we are first or second in Australia. We of course have
need to look at whether or not we are getting value for money
invested significantly of our own funds, so we are not
from the assets that the state holds and whether or not we can
work our balance sheet better in order to get a better return for
just going cap in hand to Canberra. Our infrastructure
the Victorian community.
investment over the last three years of this government is
close to $9 billion. It was less than half of that under the
I think one of the reasons the state has formed a view … that it
previous
government.
is important to make sure that we are getting value for the
High Court. So then in the course of the debate the
Attorney-General said they would legislate no end.

assets that the state holds. I do not see ‘asset recycling’ as a
cute one-liner. I see it as being something very tangible and
real in the sense that, if we asset recycle, that is we are
changing a current status, which could in fact be a leasehold,
into another state asset that we have formed a view has better
and more immediate economic value for the state.

We have a big agenda of infrastructure projects. It is not
as if we are struggling to find any and we have to dig up
the ones from the bottom drawer. All our frameworks
are in place, our vision is in place and our legitimacy is
in place in terms of being elected on this big
Of course the Treasurer was referring to the lease of the infrastructure agenda. All we are waiting for is a fair
port of Melbourne and the funds from that going into
deal from Canberra. While it sounds like a political
level crossing removals, a commitment we made to the cliché, it is such a significant issue. We are being
Victorian people before we came to office and a
short-changed — I think the Treasurer said by about
commitment that I think absolutely is one of those that is $6.5 billion. When we say that we are being
similar to the prevention of family violence. This
short-changed, it is not the people in this room
government is branded by those two commitments. If
necessarily, it is the Victorian taxpayer that is getting
you ask any Victorian about what the Andrews Labor
9 per cent rather than 25 per cent. Imagine the
government stands for, if they know nothing else — and infrastructure improvements we could make if we got
there is a lot we stand for — they know about family
our fair share, particularly for a growing population,
violence prevention and level crossing removals.
which Victoria has. So it is a timely reminder to keep
putting pressure on the federal government to restore
Of course the asset recycling initiative that the federal that imbalance.
government announced was to receive 15 per cent of
the sale or lease proceeds as a bonus for recycling an
CORRECTIONS LEGISLATION
asset. It has been a bone of contention between the
MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENT
federal government and our state government here, and
BILL 2017
unfortunately it was not addressed last night. I think we
have gone up 1 per cent, but we are still at about 8 per
Statement of compatibility
cent or 9 per cent of infrastructure funding provided by
the federal government to states and territories, while
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) tabled following
we represent 25 per cent of the population of Australia. statement in accordance with Charter of Human
So our taxpayers are paying enormous GST revenues
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
and income tax revenues to the federal government,
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and in return we are getting 8 per cent, or perhaps 9 per
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the ‘charter’), I make this
cent after last night’s budget, rather than the 25 per cent
statement of compatibility with respect to the Corrections
that New South Wales is getting comparable to its
Legislation Miscellaneous Amendment Bill 2017.
population.
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In my opinion, the Corrections Legislation Miscellaneous
Amendment Bill 2017 (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 amends the Corrections Act 1986 (the Corrections
Act), Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 (the Children,
Youth and Families Act) and the Serious Sex Offenders
(Detention and Supervision) Act 2009 (the SSODS act) to:
insert new offences into the Corrections Act, Children,
Youth and Families Act, and the SSODS act to prohibit
the operation of remotely piloted aircraft and helicopters,
or possession of remotely piloted aircraft, in, at or in the
vicinity of prisons, residential facilities and youth justice
facilities;
expand the search and seizure powers in the Corrections
Act, the Children, Youth and Families Act and the
SSODS act to encompass where a new offence is
reasonably believed to have been committed or is being
committed;
introduce stricter parole laws into the Corrections Act for
prisoners who have been convicted of aggravated home
invasion, home invasion, aggravated carjacking,
carjacking, terrorism and foreign incursion offences;
amend the information-sharing provisions in the
Corrections Act and the SSODS act to correct anomalies
and ensure consistency between them;
make various amendments to the supervision order
regime under the SSODS act, including with respect to
the review and renewal of orders, the core conditions
attached to orders, and reporting requirements on the use
of force by supervision officers and specified officers.
Human rights issues
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has a reasonable excuse. New section 32A(3) empowers an
escort officer, or a police officer in the case of a prison in a
metropolitan area, to order a person to leave the
neighbourhood of the prison if the officer believes on
reasonable grounds that the person is committing or has
committed an offence under new section 32A(1). The relevant
officer must advise the person of why they are being ordered to
leave. It is an offence under new section 32A(5) for a person to
fail to comply with an order to leave the neighbourhood.
New section 32A(6) empowers an escort officer to apprehend
a person without warrant if the officer believes on reasonable
grounds that the person has committed an offence against new
section 32A(1). Pursuant to section 32A(7), an escort officer
who has apprehended a person must as soon as possible deliver
the person to the custody of a police officer to be dealt with
according to law. New section 32A(8) provides that
apprehension under this provision is governed by the
provisions of the Crimes Act 1958 (Crimes Act) dealing with
the period for which the apprehended person can be held and
the bringing of the person before the court. For this purpose, a
person apprehended under section 32A(6) is to be treated as if
apprehended under section 459 of the Crimes Act. For
instance, pursuant to section 464A of the Crimes Act, a person
arrested under section 32A(6) and delivered into police
custody must be released unconditionally, released on bail, or
brought before a bail justice or the Magistrates Court, within a
reasonable time.
Clauses 42 and 64 of the bill inserts similar provisions into the
SSODS act and the Children, Youth and Families Act and with
respect to the operation of remotely piloted aircraft and
helicopters, or possession of remotely piloted aircraft in, at or
in the vicinity of a residential facility or youth justice facility in
a manner that threatens, or is likely to threaten, the good order
or security of a residential facility or youth justice facility
within the meaning of the SSODS act or Children, Youth and
Families Act.
These clauses potentially engage the following human rights in
the charter:

Offences and powers relating to operation and possession
of remotely piloted aircraft and helicopters

the right to be presumed innocent until proved guilty
(s 25(1));

Clauses 4, 42 and 64 of the bill insert new provisions into the
Corrections Act, the SSODS act, and the Children, Youth and
Families Act respectively to create offences relating to
operating remotely piloted aircraft or helicopter, or possessing
a remotely piloted aircraft in, at or near a prison established
under the Corrections Act; a residential facility established
under the SSODS act; and a youth justice centre, youth remand
centre or youth residential centre established under the
Children, Youth and Families Act. A residential facility in this
context is a premises appointed under the SSODS act for the
accommodation, supervision and management of sexual
offenders on supervision orders. A youth justice centre or
remand centre in this context is a premise appointed under
Children, Youth and Families Act for the detention of child
offenders or children accused of offences.

the freedom of movement (s 12); and

Clause 4 of the bill inserts new section 32A into the
Corrections Act. New section 32A(1) creates an offence for
intentionally or recklessly operating or attempting to operate a
remotely piloted aircraft or helicopter or possessing a remotely
piloted aircraft in, at or in the vicinity of a prison in a manner
that threatens, or is likely to threaten, the good order or security
of a prison or any person in a prison unless the person doing so

the right to liberty (s 21).
Presumption of innocence — section 25(1)
Section 25(1) of the charter provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence has the right to be presumed innocent
until proved guilty according to law. Provisions that create
‘reasonable excuse’ exceptions to offences may be viewed as
engaging the right to be presumed innocent by placing an
evidential burden on the accused to raise evidence of the
relevant excuse.
The offences created by new section 32A(1) of the Corrections
Act in clause 4 of the bill, new section 141A(1) of the SSODS
act in clause 42 of the bill, and new section 488DB(1) of the
Children, Youth and Families Act in clause 64 of the bill
contain an exception for where a person has a reasonable
excuse. In my view, defences of reasonable excuse do not
transfer the legal burden of proof and therefore do not limit the
presumption of innocence. Once the accused has adduced or
pointed to some evidence that would establish the excuse on
balance, the burden then shifts back to the prosecution to prove
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beyond reasonable doubt the absence of the excuse raised, as
well as each element of the offence. The matters that may form
the basis of the defence of reasonable excuse will be peculiarly
within the accused’s knowledge. Furthermore, the burden does
not relate to essential elements of the offence and is only
imposed on the accused to raise facts that support the existence
of the excuse.
For these reasons, I consider that these offences do not limit
the right to be presumed innocent and, in the event that a
different view is taken, any such limitation is reasonable and
demonstrably justified under section 7(2).
Freedom of movement — section 12
Section 12 of the charter provides that every person lawfully
within Victoria has the right to move freely within Victoria and
to enter and to leave it, and has the freedom to choose where to
live. The right to move freely in Victoria includes a right not to
be forced to move from or to a particular location.
New section 32A(3) of the Corrections Act, new section
488DB(3) of the Children, Youth and Families Act, and new
section 141A(3) of the SSODS act impose some restriction on
the freedom of movement by empowering certain officers to
order a person to leave the neighbourhood of a prison or
residential facility. Disobeying such an order is an offence
under the new provisions.
However, I consider that, to the extent that these provisions
limit the right to freedom of movement under the charter, the
limitation is justified under section 7(2) of the charter. The
limitation serves an important purpose of protecting the
security of prisons, residential facilities and youth justice
facilities. A person may only be ordered to leave the
neighbourhood where the relevant officer believes on
reasonable grounds that the person is committing or has
committed an offence under subsection (1) of the new section
32A of the Corrections Act, new section 488DB of the
Children, Youth and Families Act, and new section 141A of
the SSODS act. These offences concern threats to the good
order or security of prisons, residential facilities and youth
justice facilities. The power to order a person to leave the
neighbourhood is directed to removing the threat. Before order
a person to leave, the officer must advise the person of the
reason for that order.
Further, I am satisfied that the limitation is confined to the
minimum restriction on a person’s movement necessary to
achieve the objective. A remotely piloted aircraft may be
operated from some distance away from a prison, residential
facility or youth justice facility. Accordingly, the threat posed
by the aircraft can only be addressed by requiring a person
believed to be operating the aircraft to leave the vicinity of
these locations. The initial consequences are confined to the
person being required to leave the neighbourhood and a person
only commits an offence if they disobey the order.
The provisions balance the need to protect the security of
prisons, residential facilities and youth justice facilities with the
right to freedom of movement. The new offences include a
required element that the conduct threatens or is likely to
threaten the good order or security of a prison or facility or any
person in that prison or facility. There is a nexus between
security of the prison, residential facility or youth justice
facility and order to leave the neighbourhood. Existing
operational procedures for prison officers exercising similar
powers under the Corrections Act and officers under the
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Children, Youth and Families Act ensure that they are always
proportionate to the relevant security risk. Officers are trained
to appropriately assess security risks and must identify possible
courses of action inside or in the surrounding area outside these
facilities that are reasonable, necessary and proportionate.
While a less restrictive means could be to fix a maximum
period, the extent and duration of a security risk will vary
according to the individual case. Therefore the maximum
period of the order to leave the neighbourhood of the prison,
residential facility or youth justice facility is for the period that
the officer reasonably believes that the offence is being
committed; is likely to commit a further offence or to prevent
the person from committing a further offence. This restriction
is reasonable and proportionate.
In my opinion, while the provisions inserted by clauses 4, 42
and 64 of the bill limit the right to freedom of movement as
protected under section 12 of the charter, the limitations are
justified in accordance with section 7(2) of the charter.
Right to liberty — section 21
Section 21(2) of the charter provides that a person must not be
subjected to arbitrary arrest or detention. Section 21(3)
provides that a person must not be deprived of his or her liberty
except on grounds, and in accordance with procedures,
established by law.
New section 32A(6) of the Corrections Act, new section
488DB(6) of the Children, Youth and Families Act, and new
section 141A(6) of the SSODS act empower officers to
apprehend a person without warrant in certain specified
circumstances. These provisions potentially engage the right to
liberty. However, the grounds for arrest are clear and
appropriate, and cannot be regarded as arbitrary. The power of
arrest requires the officer to reasonably believe that the person
has committed an offence, namely an offence under subsection
(1) of these provisions. The offence in subsection (1) is a
serious offence involving a threat, or likely threat, to the good
order or security of a prison, residential facility or youth justice
facility. Further, pursuant to new sections 32A(7), 488D(7),
and 141A(7), after arresting a person an officer must as soon as
possible deliver the person to the custody of a police officer to
be dealt with in accordance with law. The provisions of the
Crimes Act relating to the period for which the person can be
held and the bringing of the person before court also apply to
safeguard the person’s right to liberty. The arrest power,
therefore, is appropriately confined so as not to allow a
deprivation of liberty for longer than necessary or otherwise
than in accordance with the law.
For these reasons, I consider that the provisions inserted by
clauses 4, 42 and 64 of the bill do not limit the right to liberty.
Search and seizure powers
Clauses 5 and 43 of the bill expand the search powers in
section 45 of the Corrections Act and section 142 of the
SSODS act respectively. Clauses 6 and 44 of the bill expand
the seizure powers in section 46 of the Corrections Act and
section 143 of the SSODS act respectively. Clause 64 inserts
new search power in sections 488DD and 488DE of the
Children, Youth and Families Act applying other search and
seizure provisions in divisions 3 and division 3A of that Act
namely sections 488F, 488G, 488GA, 488GB, 488GC and
488GD, excluding section 488E.
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Clause 5 inserts new sections 45(2A) to (2D) into the
Corrections Act. These new sections empower an escort officer,
or if requested by the governor of the prison, a police officer to
conduct a search outside but near the prison. A search may be
conducted if the governor or an escort officer believes on
reasonable grounds that a person is committing or has committed
an offence against new section 32A(1). In conducting a search,
the relevant officer may, among other things, search and
examine a person who is reasonably believed to have committed
the offence, including any thing belonging to the person or in the
person’s possession or control, require a person outside but near
the prison to submit to a search, and seize any thing in
accordance with new section 46(1A). The search must be
conducted in accordance with the Corrections Regulations 2009
(the corrections regulations).

Clause 64 also inserts new section 488DE into the Children,
Youth and Families Act. This section provides that an officer
in carrying out searches under section 488DD(1) or (2) seize
things found on a person or in a person’s possession, or in, at
or outside but near a youth justice facility, an officer may seize
any thing found on a person or in a person’s possession or any
thing found in, at or outside but near a youth justice facility,
which the officer believes on reasonable grounds will afford
evidence of the commission of an offence against section
488DB(1). Pursuant to new section 488DE(2), the officer who
seizes the thing must inform the officer in charge of the youth
justice centre. The officer in charge must deal, in accordance
with sections 488F, 488G, 488GA, 488GB, 488GC and
488GD including record the seizure in the register of seized
things maintained by the officer in charge.

Clause 6 inserts new section 46(1A) into the Corrections Act.
This section empowers an escort officer conducting a search
under new section 45(2A) or (2B) to seize things found on a
person or in a person’s possession, or in, at or outside but near
the prison, which the officer believes on reasonable grounds will
afford evidence of the commission of an offence against new
section 32A(1). Any seizure must be immediately informed to
the governor of the prison, who must deal with the thing seized
in accordance with the corrections regulations.

These clauses potentially engage the following human rights in
the charter:

Clause 43 inserts new sections 142(2A) to (2C) into the
SSODS act. The new sections empower a supervision officer
or specified officer to conduct a search outside but near a
residential facility. A search may be conducted if the officer in
charge of the residential facility, a supervision officer or a
specified officer believes on reasonable grounds that a person
is committing or has committed an offence under new section
141A(1). In conducting the search, the relevant officer may,
among other things, search and examine a person who is
reasonably believed to have committed the offence, including
any thing belonging to that person or in the person’s
possession or control, require a person outside but near the
residential facility to submit to a search, and seize any thing in
accordance with new section 143(1A).
Clause 44 inserts new section 143(1A) into the SSODS act.
This section empowers an officer conducting a search under
new section 142(2A) or (2B) to seize things found on a person
or in a person’s possession, or in, at or outside but near a
residential facility, which the officer believes on reasonable
grounds will afford evidence of the commission of an offence
against new section 141A(1). Pursuant to existing section 144
of the SSODS act, the officer in charge of the residential
facility must immediately be informed of the seizure and it
must be recorded in the register of seized things maintained by
the commissioner.
Clause 64 inserts new section 488DD into the Children, Youth
and Families Act. The new sections empower an officer under
section 482DD to conduct a search outside but near a youth
justice facility. A search may be conducted if the officer in
charge of the residential facility, a supervision officer or a
specified officer believes on reasonable grounds that a person
is committing or has committed an offence under new section
488DB(1). In conducting the search, the relevant officer may,
among other things, search and examine a person who is
reasonably believed to have committed the offence, including
any thing belonging to that person or in the person’s
possession or control, require a person outside but near the
residential facility to submit to a search, and seize any thing in
accordance with new section 488DE.

the right to privacy (s 13); and
the right to property (s 20).
Right to privacy — section 13
Section 13 of the charter provides that a person has the right not
to have his or her privacy unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered
with. However, an interference with privacy will not be unlawful
where it is permitted by a law which is clear and appropriately
circumscribed. Interferences with privacy will not be arbitrary
provided they are reasonable in the particular circumstances, just
and proportionate to the end sought.
The new search powers introduced by clauses 5, 43 and 64 of
the bill are relevant to a person’s right to privacy. The powers
may involve an interference with a person’s bodily integrity,
and may be exercised without obtaining a warrant.
In my view, the power to search a person reasonably believed of
having committed an offence will not constitute an arbitrary or
unlawful interference with privacy. The limited circumstances in
which a search may be conducted are clearly set out in the
relevant acts and are appropriately circumscribed. I am satisfied
that any interference with a person’s privacy that occurs will
therefore be permitted by law.
Further, the search powers are not arbitrary as they are
reasonable and proportionate to the law’s legitimate purposes of
preventing and addressing threats to the good order and security
of a prison or residential facility. The search powers are not at
large. First, under new sections 45(2A) and (2B) of the
Corrections Act, new section 488DD of the Children, Youth and
Families Act, and new sections 142(2A) and (2B) of the SSODS
act, a search may only be conducted outside but near a prison,
residential facility or youth justice facility if a relevant officer
believes, on reasonable grounds, that a person has committed an
offence against new sections 32A(1), 141A(1) or 488DB(1).
Second, in conducting a search of a person or location, the
relevant officer must reasonably believe that an offence has been
committed or is being committed against proposed ss 32A(1),
141A(1) or 488DB(1), or, that there is some thing on the person
or in the person’s possession, or in, on or at the location, which
will afford evidence of the commission of an offence against
proposed ss 32A(1), 141A(1) or 488DB(1). This requirement
protects against the risk of indiscriminate or arbitrary searches.
The powers also contain sufficient safeguards to prevent
overreach. With respect to the new search power under the
Corrections Act, the search must also be conducted in
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accordance with the corrections regulations including the
manner and procedure for conducting the search (being a
scanning search, garment search or pat-down search) including
informing the person of the reason for the search. Under these
regulations, the prison governor must keep a register with
certain information about the search conducted by a prison
officer or escort officer.

occur on the basis of transparent, accessible and predictable
criteria directed towards the legitimate objective of
investigating the commission of an offence, and thus be in
‘accordance with the law’.

With respect to the new search power under the SSODS act, a
search of a person is limited to either or both of a garment
search, pat-down search, and any pat-down search must (to the
extent practicable) be conducted by a person of the same sex as
the person being searched, pursuant to existing sections 142(4)
and (5).

Parole

With respect to the new search power under the Children,
Youth and Families Act, the search must also be conducted in
accordance with the Children, Youth and Families Regulations
2005 including the manner and procedure for conducting the
search (being a scanning search, garment search or pat-down
search) including informing the person of the reason for the
search. The officer in charge must keep a register with certain
information about the search conducted by an officer.
It is my view that the nature and scope of the searches are
proportionate to the purpose of the new provisions of
protecting the security of prisons, residential facilities and
youth justice facilities. The powers are necessary to enable the
enforcement of the offences created by new sections 32A(1)
and 141A(1) and 488DB(1).
These powers strike an appropriate balance between upholding
privacy and protecting the security of prisons, residential
facilities and youth justice facilities. I do not consider there to
be any less restrictive means reasonably available to ensure the
safety of the community and the security or good order of
prisons, residential facilities and youth justice facilities.
For these reasons, I am satisfied that clauses 5, 43 and 64 of the
bill do not limit the right to privacy.

For these reasons, I consider that clauses 6, 44 and 64 of the
bill do not limit the right to property.

The bill amends the Corrections Act to introduce a stricter
framework for parole for prisoners who have been convicted
and sentenced for terrorism, foreign incursion, carjacking,
home invasion and defensive homicide offences (the relevant
offences).
Several provisions of the Corrections Act currently treat
serious violent offenders and sexual offenders differently from
other prisoners for the purposes of parole.
Section 74AAB of the Corrections Act currently governs the
release on parole of serious violent offenders or sexual
offenders. It creates the serious violent offender or sexual
offender parole division (SVOSO division) of the parole board.
Under section 74AAB(3), only the SVOSO division may order
the release on parole of a serious violent offender or sexual
offender. The SVOSO division may only make such an order
if another, differently constituted division of the parole board
has recommended that parole be granted, and the SVOSO
division has considered this recommendation.
Section 77 of the Corrections Act currently governs the
cancellation of parole. Under section 77(3), if a serious violent
offender or a sexual offender is charged with a violent offence
or a sexual offence while on parole, the parole board must
cancel the prisoner’s parole unless it is satisfied that
circumstances exist to justify the continuation of the parole.
Under section 77(6), if a serious violent offender or a sexual
offender is convicted of a violent offence or a sexual offence
while on parole, the prisoner’s parole is automatically
cancelled on their conviction.

Right to property — section 20
Section 20 of the charter provides that a person must not be
deprived of his or her property other than in accordance with
law. This right is not limited where there is a law which
authorises a deprivation of property and that law is adequately
accessible, clear and certain, and sufficiently precise to enable
a person to regulate their conduct.
Clauses 6, 44 and 64 of the bill engage the right to property as
they empower relevant officers to seize a person’s property.
However, these clauses clearly specify the circumstances in
which a person’s property may be seized during a search. An
item will only be seized if the relevant officer believes on
reasonable grounds that it will afford evidence of the
commission of an offence. Seizures are subject to mandatory
oversight by the persons in charge of the relevant facility. A
relevant officer must immediately inform the governor (in the
case of a prison) or the officer in charge (in the case of a
residential facility or youth justice facility) of the seizure.
The corrections regulations, and the SSODS act and Children,
Youth and Families Act regulations made under those acts also
outline the manner and procedure for dealing with a seized
item, including the maintenance of a register of seized items.
Further, the corrections regulations prescribe criteria for the
retention, forfeiture, disposal and return of such items. I am
satisfied that any deprivation of property under the bill will

Clauses 8 and 9 of the bill extend the operation of these
provisions to prisoners convicted of a relevant offence.
Prisoners convicted of a relevant offence will be treated in
the same way as serious violent offenders or sexual offenders
under sections 74AAB and 77 of the Corrections Act, to the
extent permitted by Victorian law. Most terrorism and
foreign incursion offences are federal offences. As such, the
new schedule 4 to the Corrections Act, inserted by clause 14
of the bill, defines terrorism and foreign incursion offences to
include any offence against a law of Victoria, where the
prisoner also committed, and was sentenced to imprisonment
for, a specified terrorism offence under the Criminal Code
Act 1995 (cth). In practice, these changes will apply to a
person who has been convicted of both a federal terrorism
offence and a Victorian offence, and is being released on
parole in respect of a Victorian offence having already served
their sentence for the federal offence. This differential
treatment is based on the person’s conduct and the
circumstances of their offending, and reflects the seriousness
of terrorism and foreign incursion offences.
Clause 8 extends the Corrections Act’s special process for the
release on parole of serious violent offenders and sexual
offenders, to prisoners convicted of a relevant offence. Only
the SVOSO division will be able to order that a prisoner be
released on parole in respect of a relevant offence, in
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accordance with the same procedure that currently applies to
serious violent offenders and sexual offenders.
Clause 9 extends the Corrections Act’s provisions for the
cancellation of parole to prisoners charged with or convicted of
a relevant offence. The following examples highlight the effect
of clause 9:
If a prisoner is released on parole in respect of a sexual
offence, and then charged with a terrorism offence while
on parole, the parole board must cancel the prisoner’s
parole unless it is satisfied that circumstances exist to
justify the continuation of the parole.
If a prisoner is released on parole in respect of a
carjacking offence, and then convicted of a home
invasion offence while on parole, the prisoner’s parole
will be automatically cancelled on their conviction.
Clauses 8 and 9 of the bill are relevant to the following human
rights in the charter:
the right to liberty (s 21);
the right to be presumed innocent until proved guilty
(s 25(1))
the right not to be punished more than once in respect of
the same offence (s 26); and
the right not to be subjected to retrospective criminal
punishment (s 27(2)).
Right to liberty (s 21)
Section 21(1) of the charter provides that every person has
the right to liberty. Section 21(2) provides that a person must
not be subjected to arbitrary detention. Section 21(3)
provides that a person must not be deprived of his or her
liberty except on the grounds and in accordance with
procedures established by law.
Clauses 8 and 9 of the bill are relevant to the right to liberty,
because they may appear to authorise the deprivation of the
liberty of a prisoner who is eligible for, or has been granted,
parole. Clause 8 constrains the opportunity for a prisoner
convicted of a relevant offence to be released on parole. Clause
9 makes it more likely that certain prisoners released on parole
will serve all or part of the remainder of their sentence, as their
parole may be cancelled if they are charged with or convicted
of a relevant offence, among other offences.
In my view, however, clauses 8 and 9 do not limit the right to
liberty of the person. It is well established that the right to
liberty of the person is reasonably and justifiably limited where
a person is deprived of their liberty under a sentence of
imprisonment, after conviction for a criminal offence by an
independent court following a fair hearing. Clauses 8 and 9
affect the granting and cancellation of parole. They do not
increase the limitation on the right to liberty caused by the
original sentence. Where parole is refused or cancelled, the
person is ultimately required to serve the full sentence imposed
by the court as punishment for the offence and for the
protection of the community.
There is no right or entitlement to release on parole, nor to the
continuation of a particular legislative scheme for release on
parole for the duration of a person’s sentence. In Crump v New
South Wales, the High Court held that the power of the
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executive government to order a prisoner’s release on parole
may be broadened, constrained or abolished by the legislature
of the state, to reflect prevailing policy and practice.
Clauses 8 and 9 are not arbitrary. They clearly set out the role
of the SVOSO division and the grounds for cancellation of
parole in respect of prisoners convicted of relevant offences.
The SVOSO division’s oversight role in relation to a prisoner
who has been convicted of a relevant offence reflects the
seriousness of those offences and the need to protect the
community from the risk of re-offending. Similarly, if a person
is convicted of a relevant offence while on parole, the need to
protect the community clearly warrants the cancellation of his
or her parole. Where there is sufficient evidence to charge a
person with a relevant offence, this raises legitimate questions
of community safety which will ordinarily justify the person
serving a further term of imprisonment, unless circumstances
exist to justify the continuation of the parole.
Right to the presumption of innocence (s 25(1)); right not to be
punished more than once in respect of the same offence (s 26);
right not to be subjected to retrospective criminal punishment
(s 27(2))
Section 25(1) of the charter provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence has the right to be presumed innocent
until proved guilty according to law. Section 26 states that a
person must not be tried or punished more than once for an
offence in respect of which he or she has already been finally
convicted or acquitted in accordance with law. Section 27(2)
provides that a penalty must not be imposed on any person for
a criminal offence that is greater than the penalty that applied
to the offence when it was committed.
I consider that clauses 8 and 9 of the bill do not limit these
rights. Neither a refusal to make an order for parole, nor
cancellation of parole, can be characterised as punishment. In
both cases, the prisoner is merely required to serve the full
sentence imposed by the court for the original offence.
Information sharing
Section 104ZY of the Corrections Act provides for
circumstances in which a relevant person may use or disclose
personal or confidential information. Section 104ZY(1)
allows for information sharing in two broad circumstances:
where it is reasonably necessary for the performance of
official duties of the relevant person or any other relevant
person, or where it is reasonably necessary for the
performance by the relevant person of certain specified other
duties (such as law enforcement duties or for the
enforcement of a court order). Section 104ZY(2) lists a
number of specific circumstances where the use or disclosure
of personal or confidential information is permitted,
including where the relevant person believes on reasonable
grounds that the use or disclosure is necessary to reduce the
risk of a person committing a violent offence.
Section 189 of the SSODS act provides for circumstances in
which a relevant person may use or disclose to another relevant
person information obtained by them in carrying out a function
under that act or any other act. These circumstances include
where the relevant person believes on reasonable grounds that
the use or disclosure is necessary to reduce the risk of a person
committing a violent offence or engaging in violent conduct.
Clauses 10, 11 and 61 expand the information-sharing powers
in the Corrections Act and SSODS act by expanding the
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circumstances in which use or disclosure is permitted.
Clause 10 expands the definitions in s 104ZX of the
Corrections Act by amending the definition of ‘official duties’
to include the administration of corrections-related legislation
and inserting a list of such legislation into the act, including the
Mental Health Act 2014, the Family Violence Protection Act
2008 and the Personal Safety Intervention Orders Act 2010.
These amendments are designed to allow information sharing
where it is reasonably necessary for the administration of a
broader class of corrections-related legislation. This is
consistent with section 189 of the SSODS act, which permits
information sharing where it is reasonably necessary to carry
out functions under a similar list of legislation. Clause 10 also
amends the definition of ‘relevant person’ to remedy certain
anomalies.
Clauses 11 and 61 expand the information-sharing powers in the
Corrections Act and SSODS act respectively by permitting
disclosure where the relevant person believes on reasonable
grounds that the use or disclosure is necessary to reduce the risk
of a person committing a violent offence or a sexual offence or
both. ‘Sexual offence’ is defined by reference to the list of
serious sexual offences in schedule 1 of the SSODS act. These
amendments are intended to reduce the risk of a person
committing a sexual offence, which is consistent with the
purpose of the SSODS act to protect the community from
serious sexual offenders. The equivalent amendment to the
Corrections Act is designed to ensure that the
information-sharing powers in the Corrections Act are, where
appropriate, consistent with the powers in the SSODS act.
Clause 11 further expands the information-sharing powers in
the Corrections Act by correcting certain anomalies, removing
an administrative hurdle for disclosure of information for the
purposes of the Working with Children Act 2005 (namely, the
requirement for a formal request by the secretary) and allowing
disclosure to specified oversight bodies, persons authorised to
act on behalf of these bodies, and any person or body
prescribed by regulations.
Right to privacy — section 13
These provisions engage the right to privacy under section 13
of the charter by broadening the circumstances in which
personal or confidential information may be used or disclosed
under the Corrections Act and the SSODS act.
In my view, any disclosure of personal information pursuant to
these provisions will not constitute an arbitrary or unlawful
interference with privacy. The limited circumstances in which
personal or confidential information may be disclosed are
clearly set out in the relevant acts and are appropriately
circumscribed. I am satisfied that any interference with a
person’s privacy that occurs will therefore be permitted by law.
Further, the provisions are not arbitrary as they are for
legitimate purposes that are relevant to and necessary for the
performance of the duties and functions of the relevant bodies,
or to reduce the risk of a person committing a serious sexual
offence.
For these reasons, I am satisfied that the information-sharing
provisions of the bill do not limit the right to privacy under
section 13 of the charter.
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Amendments to the serious sex offender scheme under the
SSODS act
The bill also makes various amendments to the supervision
order regime under the SSODS act.
To preface my consideration of relevant human rights affected
by these amendments, it is necessary to restate the purpose of
the SSODS act and the nature of orders made under the
SSODS act. The main purpose of the SSODSA is to enhance
community safety by requiring offenders who have served
custodial sentences for serious sex offences and who pose an
unacceptable risk of harm to the community to be subject to
either a supervision or detention order. The secondary purpose
of the SSODS act is to facilitate the treatment and
rehabilitation of such offenders so as to reduce their risk of
harm to the community. The scheme is not punitive in nature,
and ensures that the orders effect the minimum level of
limitation upon rights necessary to ensure community safety.
In making a supervision order, a court must be satisfied that an
offender poses an unacceptable risk of reoffending if the order
is not made and the offender is in the community. The
evidence justifying the decision must be cogent and the court
must be satisfied by that evidence to a high degree of
probability. The court retains discretion as to whether or not to
make any order. It may take account of any matter in
exercising its discretion.
The bill makes a number of amendments with respect to the
review and renewal of supervision orders. Clause 38 inserts a
new section 78A into the SSODS act. New section 78A(1)
removes the requirement of leave for an application for review
by the Supreme Court or the County Court of a supervision
order under section 68(1) of the SSODS act, if the application
for review is on the ground that amendments to section 16 of
the SSODS act which amend the core conditions for a
supervision order have come into operation since the
supervision order was made or last renewed or reviewed (and
that the supervision order needs to be reviewed in light of those
amendments). On such an application, the court may make any
variation or addition to the core conditions of a supervision
order that are necessary to ensure that they accord with section
16 of the SSODS act.
The main purpose of these amendments is to reduce the risk to
the community posed by violent sex offenders by making it
easier for courts to update the core conditions of supervision
orders. Core conditions are attached to all supervision orders.
The amendments in the bill complement reforms made in the
Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and Supervision)
Amendment (Community Safety) Act 2016 (the Community
Safety Act). This reform will enable the courts to update orders
to ensure the supervision and management of the risks posed
by violent sex offenders as well as the other core conditions to
manage serious sex offenders.
In addition to review carried out pursuant to section 68(1) of
the SSODS act, once a supervision order is reviewed, the core
conditions in section 16 will apply by the operation of existing
sections 73(9A) and 78(3A), and schedule 3, of the SSODS
act. In my view, clause 38 itself does not engage any charter
rights, as it merely removes a procedural bar (the requirement
for leave) to an application for review of a supervision order in
the specified circumstances. It does not affect an offender’s
substantive rights, or interfere with the court’s power to revoke
the supervision order under section 73(1) unless it is satisfied
that the offender still poses an unacceptable risk of committing
a relevant offence. The amendments do not alter the court’s
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overall discretion whether to make or renew or revoke a
supervision order or its ability to factor community interests
and human rights into its consideration of whether
unacceptable risk is made out. For these reasons, I do not
consider that clause 38 engages or limits any of the human
rights protected by the charter.
Clause 52 of the bill inserts a new division 7A into part 10 of
the SSODS act, which concerns the management of offenders
on supervision orders. New division 7A applies if a
supervision order contains a condition requiring an offender to
comply with the directions of the adult parole board in relation
to the auditing of computers and other devices in the offender’s
possession. New section 158EC provides that an offender must
comply with a direction of the adult parole board to produce to
an officer a computer or device that is in their possession or
under their control. If an offender fails to comply with such a
direction, new section 158ED empowers an officer to enter any
part of the location where the offender resides and search the
location and any thing belonging to the offender, or in their
possession or under their control. The officer may also conduct
a garment search or pat-down search of the offender at the
location, and may use reasonable force to carry out the search.
New section 158EE, inserted into the SSODS act by clause 52
of the bill, permits an officer carrying out a search under new
section 158ED to seize or operate any computer or other
device for the purpose of auditing the computer or device for
any images, programs or material that may constitute a breach
of the conditions of the supervision order, or may increase the
risk that the offender may commit an offence. If necessary, an
officer may use reasonable force to carry out a seizure under
this section.
Clause 47 of the bill amends section 151 of the SSODS act,
which sets out the power of a community corrections officer to
give instructions in accordance with the supervision order
applying to an offender. Specifically, under new paragraph
(ab) inserted into section 151 by the bill, an officer may give an
offender such reasonable instructions as are necessary to
ensure compliance with the conditions of the supervision
order. Pursuant to section 16(2)(i) of the SSODS act, the core
conditions of a supervision order include that an offender must
obey all instructions given by a community corrections officer
under section 151. An offender who fails, without reasonable
excuse, to comply with a condition of a supervision order
commits an offence under section 160 of the SSODS act,
which carries a penalty of a minimum of 12 months
imprisonment pursuant to section 10A of the Sentencing Act
1991 unless special reasons apply (such as impaired mental
functioning).
The human rights protected by the charter that are relevant to
these provisions of the bill are:
the right to privacy (s 13); and
the right to property (s 20).
I note at the outset that several provisions of the bill insert a
reporting requirement into provisions of the SSODS act that
permit the use of force, arrest, search or seizure. For example,
clause 44 amends section 143 of the SSODS act to require a
supervision officer or specified officer who carries out a
seizure under that section to report the seizure to the officer in
charge of the relevant residential facility. Clause 46 amends
section 146 of the SSODS act to require the commissioner to
report to the Secretary any use of force or application of an
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authorised instrument permitted under the section. These
reporting requirements are an important procedural protection
against the infringement of charter rights.
Right to privacy — section 13
I consider that the limits on the power under new section
158ED to search computers and devices, together with the
other protections afforded by the bill, ensure that any
interference with a person’s privacy that occurs under new
division 7A of part 10 will be lawful and not arbitrary, and will
therefore not amount to a limit on this right. The power to
conduct this type of search will only apply where a court has
decided that it is necessary to impose a condition requiring the
offender to comply with the directions of the adult parole
board in relation to the auditing of computers or other devices.
New section 158ED(5) explicitly provides that a search may
continue only for as long as necessary to achieve its purpose.
The conduct of searches under the section is also subject to
other strict limitations. For example, subsection (3) provides
that, to the extent practical, a pat-down search must be
conducted by a person of the same sex as the offender. Further,
clause 29 of the bill amends section 158G of the SSODS act to
require an officer to inform the offender that the search under
new section 158ED is to occur, and that reasonable force may
be used to assist in its execution. Where reasonable force is
used, the officer responsible must report it to the Chief
Commissioner of Police as soon as possible, who must in turn
report to the secretary.
Similarly, I am of the view that clause 59 of the bill, which
amends section 166 of the SSODS act to provide that a police
officer may use reasonable force to carry out a search of an
offender apprehended in accordance with the section, does not
constitute an unlawful or arbitrary interference of a person’s
privacy. Section 164 of the SSODS act makes clear that a
police officer may only exercise reasonable force to carry out a
search if there are reasonable grounds to suspect that there is an
imminent risk that the offender will breach a condition of a
supervision order. Moreover, section 166, as amended by
clause 34 of the bill, requires a police officer who uses force to
carry out a search under the section to report the fact to the
Chief Commissioner of Police as soon as possible, and further
requires that the chief commissioner report to the secretary any
use of force by a police officer under the section.
Right to property — section 20
In my opinion, the seizure power in new section 158EE,
inserted into the SSODS act by clause 52 of the bill, does not
limit the right in section 20 of the charter. It is sufficiently
confined and structured, accessible and formulated precisely
such that any deprivation occurs in accordance with the law.
Further, it guards against any permanent interference with
property where no offence has been committed. For example,
clause 54 of the bill amends section 158G of the SSODS act to
require an officer to inform the offender that the seizure under
new section 158EE is to occur, and that reasonable force may
be used to assist in its execution. New section 153EF requires
the Chief Commissioner of Police to establish and maintain a
register of things seized under new division 7A, and further
provides that, as soon as practicable after seizure, an officer
must inform the Chief Commissioner of the seizure and must
record the details of the seizure in the register. Finally, an
officer who uses force to carry out a search must report it to the
Chief Commissioner of Police as soon as possible, who must
in turn report it to the secretary.
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Accordingly, I am satisfied that any deprivation of property
pursuant to new section 158EE will be in accordance with law
and, consequently, will not limit the right in section 20 of the
charter.
The Hon. Lisa Neville, MP
Minister for Police

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

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
standing orders:
The main purpose of the Corrections Legislation
Miscellaneous Amendment Bill 2017 is to strengthen the
operation of the corrections system and further enhance
community safety. In summary, the main reforms of the bill
will amend the Corrections Act 1986, the Children, Youth and
Families Act 2005, and the Serious Sex Offenders (Detention
and Supervision) Act 2009 (SSODSA) to:
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Ban on a remotely piloted aircraft and helicopter in, at or
near a prison or residential facility or youth justice facility
Remotely piloted aircraft (RPAs) and helicopters pose
distinct security threats to prison security and other facilities
operated by the Department of Justice and Regulation. For
example, an RPA or a helicopter may be a means of
smuggling contraband into a prison, as a surveillance tool; or
potentially used as a weapon.
In May 2014, an incident in which an RPA was used to
attempt to smuggle contraband into the Melbourne Remand
Centre attracted national and international media attention.
Incidents involving the use of a remotely piloted aircraft in or
near prisons have been reported in New South Wales, Western
Australia, Queensland and Tasmania.
There is currently no specific prohibition under either
commonwealth or Victorian law against the use of a remotely
piloted aircraft or helicopter near a prison, a residential facility
or youth justice facility. For the first time in Australia, Victoria
is proposing to introduce such a ban.
The bill will introduce a new offence that will prohibit a person
from intentionally or recklessly operating remotely piloted
aircraft or a helicopter, or possessing a remotely piloted aircraft
in, at, near, or above (400 feet or below) a prison or residential
facility or youth justice facility that threatens, or is likely to
threaten, the good order or security of a prison or a residential
facility or a youth justice centre, youth remand centre or a
youth residential centre or any persons in a prison or the
facility. A maximum penalty of two years imprisonment will
apply which is the same maximum penalty for entry of
contraband into prisons.

a.

for the first time in Australia, establish laws
prohibiting the operation of remotely piloted aircraft
(commonly referred to as ‘drones’) and helicopters,
or possession of a remotely piloted aircraft in, at,
near, or above a prison or a residential facility or a
youth justice centre, a youth remand centre or a
youth residential centre and give search and seizure
powers to certain officers to address these incidents;

b.

give courts more power to update the core
conditions of supervision orders including to
prohibit serious sex offenders from committing
violent offences or engaging in violent offending
and violent conduct. This amendment supports the
implementation of recommendation 7 of the
Complex Adult Victim Sex Offender Management
Review Panel review led for former Victorian
Supreme Court judge David Harper (Harper review)
as first legislated by the Serious Sex Offenders
(Detention and Supervision) Amendment
(Community Safety) Act 2016 (the community
safety act);

The bill does not criminalise inadvertent behaviour as the
conduct must be intentional or reckless. The bill also provides
for reasonable excuse to the offence. The bill will also provide
for exemptions for using a remotely piloted aircraft or a
helicopter such as police, ambulance, fire, other emergency
services or other lawful purpose. For example, a remotely
piloted aircraft may be authorised to allow a service provider
such as an engineering firm to conduct an inspection of prison
infrastructure.

c.

introduce stricter parole laws for prisoners who have
been convicted of aggravated home invasion, home
invasion, aggravated carjacking, carjacking,
defensive homicide and Victorian terrorism
offences, including that such prisoners may only be
released on parole by the Serious Violent Offender
or Sexual Offender (SVOSO) division of the adult
parole board; and

The bill makes clear that a corrections officer’s existing
search and seizure powers can be exercised in relation to the
new offence. In respect of the prisons located in the
Melbourne’s CBD the Melbourne Assessment Prison and
Judy Lazarus Transition Centre, the bill gives new powers to
police officers to exercise search and seizure powers if there
is a reasonable belief that a person is committing or has
committed the new offence.

d.

broaden information sharing provisions to promote
consistency between the Corrections Act and
SSODSA (for example, information sharing to
facilitate the delivery of mental health services to
prisoners and offenders).

The bill also provides a power for corrections officers or youth
justice officers, where relevant, to order a person to leave the
neighbourhood of a prison or a residential facility or youth
justice facility, if there is a reasonable belief that the person is
committing, or has committed, the new offence. Police officers
may order a person to leave the neighbourhood in relation to
the two prisons located in Melbourne’s CBD.

I will now turn to the provisions of the bill in more detail.

The proposed ban is extended to a helicopter to address the
security risk posed by helicopters. For example, helicopters
may be used as a means for escape or surveillance.

Safeguards on the exercise of these powers will apply. For
example, there will be a requirement to give an explanation to
the person when ordered by an officer to leave the
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neighbourhood of a prison or a residential facility or youth
justice facility.
Amendments to the Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and
Supervision) Act 2009
The SSODSA is a civil, non-punitive scheme providing for the
ongoing supervision or detention of sex offenders who have
completed their prison sentence and present an unacceptable risk
of committing further sexual offences. The Supreme Court or
County Court determines who will be on these orders and sets
the conditions of supervision orders. Conditions must be aligned
to the offenders’ risk of sexual offending, such as where they are
to reside in the community and any treatment or monitoring.
To strengthen the serious sex offenders scheme the bill will
reduce the risk to the community posed by violent sex
offenders by making it easier for courts to update the core
conditions of supervision orders. Core conditions are attached
to all supervision orders. The amendments in the bill
complement reforms that the government made in the Serious
Sex Offenders (Detention and Supervision) Amendment
(Community Safety) Act 2016 (the Community Safety Act).
The main purpose of the Community Safety Act was to
address the risks posed by violent sexual offending identified
in the Harper review. That act also introduced restrictive
conditions that, upon breach, will constitute an offence
resulting in a minimum term of imprisonment of 12 months
unless special circumstances apply.
Allowing courts to add core conditions including violence
conditions more quickly
Some serious sex offenders are not yet subject to the new
core conditions prohibiting violent offending and behaviour
since the commencement of the Community Safety Act. This
is because the current legal test requires new facts and
circumstances to be provided which may be difficult to
satisfy because past violent offending or behaviour may have
been previously considered by the court in the previous
review hearing. The fact the core conditions have changed is
not enough to satisfy this test. The date set by the court for
the periodic review of the supervision order may also have
not yet arrived.
The government is of the firm view that it is important that
offenders are transitioned to the conditions addressing violent
offending made by the Community Safety Act as soon as
possible. Consequently, the bill will insert an amendment
allowing any core conditions of a supervision order (or interim
supervision order) to be updated without the requirement for
the secretary to satisfy the legal test for leave currently set out
in the SSODSA. The fact that Parliament has changed the core
conditions is sufficient justification for the court to update the
core conditions that apply to supervision orders. The mere fact
the core conditions have changed will be enough. The new
core conditions will apply from the time that the court updates
the supervision order. The bill also ensures that the court can
make any variations or additions to the core conditions that are
necessary to ensure the core conditions are updated.
This reform will enable the courts to update orders to ensure
the supervision and management of the risks posed by violent
sex offenders as well as the other core conditions to manage
serious sex offenders.

1177

Auditing offender electronic devices
The bill will also add new powers for courts to manage
offender electronic devices if appropriate. To ensure this
condition has real meaning, the bill will grant staff powers to
examine, seize, and delete inappropriate material on electronic
devices. For example, social media applications on mobile
phones or offender owned USB devices or computers.
Other improvements to the SSODSA
Other technical amendments in the bill include allowing
periodic reviews to occur even if an offender is in custody,
including on remand, so as to reduce the risk of violent
offending upon release from custody. The bill will also ensure
that the powers of the court conducting a review of a detention
order are explicit, and clarifies which court will hear matters if
a supervision order is imposed by the Chief Magistrate (who is
also a judge of the County Court).
The bill will also improve consistency and accountability in the
reporting on the use of force by corrections staff or Victoria
Police and also ensure that comprehensive appeal grounds are
specified if an offender is made subject to an interim
supervision or an interim detention order.
Parole reforms — expanding the category of serious
violent offenders
The bill will introduce stricter parole laws for prisoners who
have been convicted of certain serious offences including
aggravated home invasion, home invasion, aggravated
carjacking, carjacking, defensive homicide as well as terrorism
and foreign incursion offences. The offences of home invasion
and carjacking are confrontational and demonstrate a significant
criminal invasion of privacy and personal security. Terrorism is
an egregious crime representing an attack on our society. It is
appropriate to include these offences as serious violent offences
for parole purposes to reflect their serious nature and the impact
that these offences have on the community and victims.
These prisoners will be subject to stricter parole laws under the
serious violent offender or sexual offender (SVOSO) division of
the adult parole board. The parole reforms relating to terrorism
and foreign incursion offences will only apply in rare cases
where the sentence for a Victorian offence is longer than the
sentence for the commonwealth offence. The bill does not
impact on commonwealth parole decisions.
Section 77 of the Corrections Act also creates a presumption
that a serious violent offender or sexual offender’s parole
will be cancelled if the person is charged with or convicted of
a violent offence or a sexual offence that was committed
while the person was on parole. If such a prisoner on parole
is charged with, or convicted of, one of these new serious
violent offences while on parole, a presumption in favour of
cancellation of parole will apply.
This reform is important because it aims to ensure that these
prisoners are only released into the community, or remain in the
community, on Victorian parole where it is consistent with
community safety.
The adult parole board is currently required to report annually on
the number of persons convicted of a serious violent offence or
sexual offence while subject to a parole order or a community
correction order, respectively. As a result of this bill, the adult
parole board must also annually report on the number of persons
convicted of aggravated home invasion, home invasion,
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aggravated carjacking, carjacking, defensive homicide, terrorism
and foreign incursion offences while subject to a parole order.
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Information sharing reforms
Part 9E of the Corrections Act currently permits information
sharing about current or former prisoners or offenders in
certain circumstances, for example, when sharing the
information is reasonably necessary for a person to perform
their official duties for the purposes of ‘corrections legislation’.
The bill expands the grounds to use or disclose personal or
confidential information about prisoners, parolees and
offenders (and former offenders). Information sharing will be
permitted where it is reasonably necessary for a person to
perform their official duties for the purposes of
‘corrections-related legislation’ including:
a.

the Crimes (Mental Impairment and Unfitness to be
Tried) Act 1997 or the Mental Health Act 2014, for
example to facilitate mental health services to
prisoners or offenders;

b.

the Family Violence Protection Act 2008 and the
Personal Safety Intervention Orders Act 2010;

c.

the administration of the Working with Children Act
2005 and orders under the Sentencing Act 1991.

The bill also will also permit this information sharing:
a.

for the purposes of the commonwealth Migration
Act 1958 to build on reforms in the Corrections
Legislation Amendment Act 2016 regarding
deportation of non-citizen offenders or prisoners;

b.

by the secretary of the adult parole board for official
duties;

c.

by persons delivering services or advice on behalf of
the Australian Federal Police for official duties, as is
currently the case for persons working with or for
Victoria Police; and

d.

by the Victorian Electoral Commission to establish a
prisoner’s entitlement to vote, as is currently the
case with the Australian Electoral Commission.

Section 189 of the SSODSA also permits information sharing
for the purposes of the post-sentence serious sex offender
scheme to prevent further such offending. In addition to
existing grounds, the amendments in the bill will further ensure
that information can be shared to reduce the risk of a serious
sex offender committing another sexual offence.
The existing safeguards on the appropriate use or disclosure of
this information continues to apply, including a criminal
offence for unlawful disclosure.
The bill represents further action this government is taking to
strengthen the corrections system in order to protect our
community and keep it safe.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 24 May.

Statement of compatibility
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Local Government)
tabled following statement in accordance with
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act
2006:
Opening paragraphs
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 City of Greater
Geelong Amendment Bill 2017.
In my opinion, the City of Greater Geelong Amendment
Bill 2017, as introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is
compatible with human rights as set out in the charter. I base
my opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview
The purpose of this bill is to amend the method of election of
the mayor of the Greater Geelong City Council and the
constitution of the council to provide that the mayor and
deputy mayor be elected by and from among the elected
councillors for a two year term and the council be constituted
of eleven councillors representing four wards.
Human rights issues
Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant to
the bill
Section 18 of the charter establishes a right for an individual to
participate in the conduct of public affairs, to vote and be
elected at state and municipal elections, and to have access to
the Victorian public service and public office, without
discrimination.
Section 15 of the charter protects freedom of expression which
includes the freedom to hold and express a political opinion.
Section 16 of the charter protects the right to peaceful
assembly and freedom of association including for political
purposes.
The bill is relevant to the right to vote and be elected at
municipal elections and the right to take part in public life, and
the complementary rights of freedom of expression, peaceful
assembly and association.
Are the relevant charter rights limited by the bill?
The right to participate in public affairs (section 18) is a broad
concept, which embraces the exercise of governmental power
by all arms of government at all levels. The right to be elected
ensures that eligible voters have a free choice of candidates in
an election, and as with the right to vote, the right to occupy
public office is not conferred on all Victorians; it is limited to
eligible persons where the criteria and processes for
appointment, promotion, suspension and dismissal are
objective, reasonable and non-discriminatory.
Clause 6 provides that the mayor of the Greater Geelong City
Council (council) must be elected by the councillors to be the
mayor. While this change to the council’s electoral structure
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impacts the way the mayor is elected, it does not remove the
right of people in the City of Greater Geelong to elect their
council representatives. The election of the mayor by freely
elected councillors is a representative, independent, fair,
lawful, reasonable and democratic process. The public are still
participating in the election of the mayor through chosen
representatives. The councillors and mayor remain electorally
accountable to the public. Therefore, the right to take part in
public life under section 18 of the charter is not limited.
The bill at the same time also promotes the right to take part in
public life. It gives effect to a mayoral election model that was
representatively chosen by the City of Greater Geelong
community. It provides the opportunity for any of the elected
councillors to be appointed mayor and reduces the term from
four years to two years, providing for more councillors to be
appointed to the role. The move to having 11 councillors
representing four wards also enhances representation, voter
accessibility to councillors and the opportunity for community
participation in council electoral and governing processes.
Similarly, the complementary rights of freedom of expression
(section 15) and right to freedom of peaceful assembly and
association (section 16) are promoted by the bill to the extent
that it enhances the opportunity for public debate, assembly
and association.
Is any limit on relevant rights by the bill reasonable and
justified under section 7(2)?
If the bill is a limit on the rights protected under sections 15, 16
and 18 of the charter by requiring a person to be elected as a
councillor at the council general election in order to be eligible
to be mayor for the council and by removing the ability for
voters to directly elect a candidate as mayor, the limitations are
reasonable and demonstrably justified in a free and democratic
society under section 7(2) of the charter.
The purpose of the limitations is to give effect to the
recommendation of the Geelong Citizens Jury (the jury) that
the mayor be elected by the council from among the
councillors for a two-year term. Consultation in Geelong on
the most appropriate mayoral model for the Geelong council
has been evenly divided between a councillor-elected mayor
and a directly elected mayor.
The jury recommended the mayor be elected by the council,
after many hours of deliberation and consideration of the
merits of both mayoral models, on the basis that this model
would be less susceptible to populism and provide:
better relationships between the mayor and the
councillors;
greater internal support for the role of mayor;
a more cohesive unit with less conflict between the mayor
and councillors; and
a mayor with a greater understanding of council
operations.
The former Greater Geelong City Council was dismissed
following a commission of inquiry report detailing a number of
failures of governance structures at the council. In particular a
lack of clarity in roles and responsibilities, prevalence of
narrow sectional interests prevailing over collective
decision-making and serious behavioural and conduct issues
by councillors and senior staff, that all impact on delivery of
good government in the municipality.
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It is essential for the restoration of proper governance
structures and the development of a positive and productive
workplace culture that the mayor represent the electors with
probity, integrity and accountability, and in the interests of the
community rather than competing sectional or personal
interests.
I consider that the bill is compatible with the charter because
no human rights are limited or if they are the limitations are
reasonable and proportionate. Any limitations strike the correct
balance by providing persons the right to take part in public life
and ensuring the mayor performs to appropriate standards of
probity, integrity and in the public interest.
Natalie Hutchins, MP
Minister for Local Government

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

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
standing orders:
This bill will amend the City of Greater Geelong Act 1993 to
reform the method of election of the mayor of Greater Geelong
City Council and alter the constitution of that council, putting
into effect recommendations of the Geelong Citizens Jury. It
will also reform the election and term of the deputy mayor of
the council, and make other consequential amendments
relating to the mayor and deputy mayor and the constitution of
the council.
In April 2016, the previous council was dismissed by the
Parliament of Victoria in response to the findings and
recommendations of the independent commission of inquiry
into the council. The commission of inquiry concluded that the
council had failed to provide good government to the people of
Greater Geelong, the leadership of the council was
dysfunctional and riven by conflict and there was a
deep-seated culture of bullying within the council and its
administration. The commission also found a range of
organisational failures had contributed to the breakdown of
good governance at the council, including a failure by council
to provide a safe workplace for its employees.
Administrators were appointed in May 2016 to implement
eight recommendations from the commission of inquiry that
were for council action and to act as the council until the next
general election in 2017.
The government committed to consult the community about the
future constitution of its council during the debate of the
legislation to dismiss the council. At my request, my department
commissioned the newDemocracy Foundation, an independent
non-partisan research organisation specialising in innovations in
democracy, to design and oversee a citizens jury process to make
recommendations to the government on the future democratic
representation of the council.
The Geelong Citizens Jury was a randomly selected group of
100 residents who were representative of Greater Geelong in
terms of age, gender and geography. They were asked to
consider the question: ‘Our council was dismissed. How do we
want to be democratically represented by a future council?’
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The jury was asked to provide ‘practical’ recommendations for
an electoral structure for the council within the scope of
existing Victorian local government legislation in time for the
general election of the council in October 2017. The jury was
also able to make ‘aspirational’ recommendations outside the
scope of existing Victorian legislation, including any ideas to
improve local democracy for Greater Geelong.
The jury met and deliberated over four Saturdays between
October 2016 and January 2017 to provide its recommendations
to government. It considered thousands of inputs, including
background information prepared by the department as the
commissioning agency and academics from across Australia.
The jury further considered nearly 1000 community responses to
a values-based survey, written submissions from community
members, feedback from a range of public and targeted
community workshops, expert and community speakers and
other information requested by the jury.
The jury delivered its final report on 21 January 2017 which
included 13 recommendations to government. I delivered the
Victorian government response to the jury on 18 March 2017.
It outlines the government’s level of support for the jury
recommendations and what action the government will take to
address each recommendation.
Two of the jury recommendations relate to the constitution of
the council for the next general election of the council. The
jury recommended that the council be constituted by:
a mayor elected by the council from among the
councillors (instead of being directly elected by voters)
for a two-year term; and
a total of 11 councillors elected across four multi-member
wards, comprising the northern region (three councillors),
the Bellarine coastal region (three councillors), suburban
Geelong (three councillors) and central Geelong (two
councillors).
The jury also made 11 other ‘aspirational’ recommendations
about how to improve local democracy in Geelong. These
include broadcasting council meetings through different media
platforms, utilising citizens juries and committees to review
council decisions and performance, and enhanced candidate and
councillor public information. The government has provided a
level of support for the majority of these recommendations,
many of which are being considered as part of the current
comprehensive review of the Local Government Act 1989.
The government has accepted both jury recommendations for
the constitution of the council. This bill will implement those
two recommendations, to apply for the general election of the
council scheduled for Saturday, 28 October 2017. Specifically,
the bill will provide for the following constitution of the council:
a mayor and deputy mayor elected by and from among
councillors for a two-year term;
eleven councillors, including the mayor and deputy
mayor, elected from four wards as follows:
three wards each consisting of three councillors; and
one ward consisting of two councillors;
provision for an order in council to be made to set ward
boundaries for the new electoral structure.
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Additionally, the bill will make consequential amendments to
the act to support the key changes proposed by the bill to
reflect the jury’s recommendations.
The jury’s rationale for its recommendation for a return to a
councillor-elected mayor was to support better relationships
between the mayor and councillors characterised by greater
cohesion and less conflict. The jury reasoned that there would
be greater internal support for the mayor if elected by and from
among fellow councillors. The jury also sought to make the
position less susceptible to populism and improve the
understanding of council operations.
The jury argued that an 11-councillor multi-member ward
structure would provide broader representation of the diversity
of local needs and interests in each area, increase the
accessibility of voters to councillors, avoid deadlocks when
voting on issues and encourage collaboration between
councillors. The jury’s recommendation for multi-member
wards is consistent with the recommendations from the
commission of Inquiry.
In giving effect to the jury’s recommendations, this bill will
make a significant contribution towards restoring good
governance in Geelong and support the city on its way to
reaching its full potential. Without this bill, there is a serious risk
of a continuation of the past dysfunction and poor governance at
the council. The current directly elected mayor model for
Geelong was a disastrous experiment that failed the people of
Greater Geelong. Continuing with this failed model is an
unacceptable situation. Geelong must have, and deserves,
first-class local governance.
We have seen time and time again that there is no ‘silver bullet’
for a council structure for Geelong that provides for both good
governance and democratic representation. However the
Victorian government is confident that the changes
recommended by a representative and informed cross-section of
the Geelong community will provide the best opportunity to
address the dysfunction seen at the council in the past, improve
democratic representation for the people of Greater Geelong and
strengthen good governance at the council.
This has been a groundbreaking approach to designing a
council structure — no other community in Australia has had
this opportunity. Importantly, this bill demonstrates that the
Greater Geelong community has been heard about how they
want their next council to represent them. When any
government consults the community, it is important that it
listens to what the community says. The changes proposed by
this bill directly reflect what a random but representative
section of the community said about how it wants to elect its
next council after a careful consideration of information about
different council structures.
The jury deliberated over many hours to find common ground to
respond to the challenge put to them. The jury can and should be
proud of its work which was done in the best interests of the
Greater Geelong community. I thank them for their commitment
and their work which is at the centre of this bill.
The jury now expects that the Parliament of Victoria and
Greater Geelong’s future councillors will listen to their
recommendations and put aside individual and partisan
agendas to support a successful and bright future for Victoria’s
second-largest city.
I commend the bill to the house.
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Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Local
Government) — I move:
That the debate be adjourned until next day.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — On the question of time,
it is conventional that debates be adjourned for two
weeks after the second reading of the bill. We have had
no indication from the government as to why they want
to abridge that time period. I am not sure if perhaps the
minister was getting confused about stages of debate,
but in the view of the opposition the second-reading
debate on this bill should be adjourned for two weeks in
accordance with normal practice, unless there is some
particularly compelling reason to do otherwise after
discussion with other parties. If the minister intends to
proceed with moving that the debate be adjourned only
until tomorrow, the opposition would oppose that.
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Katos, Mr
Kealy, Ms
McCurdy, Mr
McLeish, Ms
Morris, Mr

Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Watt, Mr
Wells, Mr

Motion agreed to.
Debate adjourned until next day.
The SPEAKER — Order! I call on the Clerk.
The Clerk — Third order of the day, Appropriation
(Parliament — —
Mr R. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Warrandyte is warned. The Clerk.
The Clerk — Next order of the day, Family Violence
Protection Amendment (Information Sharing) Bill 2017.
Mr R. Smith interjected.

House divided on motion:

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER

Ayes, 45
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Blandthorn, Ms
Bull, Mr J.
Carbines, 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
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
Kilkenny, Ms
Knight, Ms

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

Member for Warrandyte
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Warrandyte will leave the chamber for a period of
1 hour.
Mr R. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member for
Warrandyte to withdraw that remark — that I was
joking.
Mr R. Smith — I withdraw.
The SPEAKER — Order! You have been asked to
leave for a period of 1 hour.
Honourable member for Warrandyte withdrew from
chamber.

FAMILY VIOLENCE PROTECTION
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Noes, 39
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Battin, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T.
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Gidley, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hibbins, Mr
Hodgett, 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
Victoria, Ms

Council’s amendments
Message from Council relating to following
amendments considered:
1.

Clause 30, line 7, omit “230” and insert “230A”.

2.

Clause 40, page 31, line 9, omit ‘Officer.”.’ and insert
“Officer.”.

3.

Clause 40, page 31, after line 9 insert—

FAMILY VIOLENCE PROTECTION AMENDMENT BILL 2017
1182

ASSEMBLY
‘230A Review of amendments to first mention
date for family violence safety notices
(1) The Minister must cause an independent
review to be conducted into the operation of
section 31(3) as amended by section 32 of the
amending Act for the period commencing on
the day on which section 32 of the amending
Act comes into operation and ending on the
day that is 2 years later.
(2) The Minister must cause a copy of the review
to be laid before each house of the Parliament
within 6 months, after the end of the 2 year
period.
(3) The review must give particular consideration
to any unintended or adverse effects of the
amendments made to section 31(3) by
section 32 of the amending Act, including any
increased risk to affected family members.”.’.
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party amendments, which were passed by the Council,
are therefore consistent with the recommendation of the
royal commission regarding extending the period of
operation of family violence safety notices to 14 days,
and in that spirit the government has accepted those
amendments.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I rise to speak on the
Greens amendments to the Family Violence Protection
Amendment Bill 2017. These are commonsense
amendments put forward by the Greens spokesperson
for women in the other place, Nina Springle. These
enshrine in legislation a review of section 31(3) of that
act, which is being changed by clause 32 of this bill.
That particular clause extended the period between
serving a family violence safety notice and the first
mention date from five to 14 days.

This was done, as recommended by the Royal
Commission into Family Violence, to ensure that those
That the amendments be agreed to.
hearings are purposeful and useful. But it does come
with risks, in that there could be a lack of legal
In so moving, I would just like to make a few brief
representation for the victim for a longer period. Victims
comments. The Greens party moved amendments to the often do not engage with a lawyer until the first mention
Family Violence Protection Amendment Bill 2017 in the date, with increased uncertainty for victims and family
Legislative Council, and those amendments were passed members who at that particular time are potentially
in the Council. Those amendments provide for a
being subject to coercion and pressure from the
statutory review of the amendments in clause 32 of the
perpetrator and others to recant allegations or to ask
bill. Clause 32 of the bill extends the period within
police to drop particular matters. With these changes
which the first court date for a family violence
there are some risks for victims in that it could increase
intervention order application commenced by a family
the period of vulnerability and their being left without
violence safety notice must occur from five working
the protection of a family violence intervention order
days to no later than 14 days. That implements
despite being at risk of harm.
recommendation 76 of the Royal Commission into
Family Violence.
The royal commission did recommend that this change
be evaluated, and so this amendment would require the
Specifically, the amendments made by the Greens party minister to review those changes after two years in
and passed by the Council provide that the minister must operation and to table a report of the review before each
cause an independent review to be conducted into the
house of Parliament, with the review comprising an
operation of the amendments of clause 32 for the period independent evaluation with a focus on unintended or
commencing on the day on which the amendments come adverse consequences, including increased risk, as
into operation and ending on the day that is two years
recommended by the commission. As I said, these are
later. The minister must cause a copy of that review to
commonsense amendments put forward by the Greens in
be laid before each house of the Parliament within six
the upper house that will safeguard the protection of
months after the end of the two-year period, and the
women and all people suffering from family violence.
review must give particular consideration to any
We support the amendments.
unintended or adverse effects of the amendments in
clause 32, including any increased risk to affected family
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — We support the
members.
amendments. We raised, and I personally raised, in the
second-reading debate here a little while ago some
In the text of its report the royal commission also
concerns about the operation of this amendment to the
recommended that extending the period of operation of Family Violence Protection Act 2008, not because I
family violence safety notices from five to 14 days be
cavil with the overall objectives — there is a bipartisan
subject to evaluation after a period of two years, with an approach to that — but because of its effect in practice.
emphasis on evaluating any unintended or adverse
Moving the maximum date out from five to 14 days can
consequences, including increased risk. So the Greens
tend to prolong resolving what is essentially a very
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — I move:
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highly charged situation. My concern is not so much that
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
the victim does not have the protection, because the
Essendon is warned.
victim will rightly have the protection of a family
Mr M. O’BRIEN — Premier, 10 new or increased
violence order in that extended period, but that by
taxes
later, why did you break your promise? Why did
extending the period out you are in effect prolonging the
you
lie
to every single Victorian?
period before the court can at least make some more
enduring orders on those matters.
Honourable members interjecting.
We are happy to see this amendment go through. We
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Clarinda
support it. The only thing I would encourage the
is
warned.
government to do is ensure it monitors the effect of this
closely over the two years — obviously, do not wait for
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the member
the two years to pass to do the review. I would imagine for Malvern for his question. Whether it was in fact
that the government and those involved in this system
worth waiting for, I do not know about that. I am terribly
will want to do so, but it is really important because it
sorry I missed the budget reply yesterday. I do not know
does carry some risks in that in very difficult, estranged whether I will ever be able to recover. I do not know. I
and charged situations extending that by nine days — a feel diminished because I did not get to hear the one
little over a week — could have significant
over there who is unburdened by self-doubt, the member
consequences in some circumstances. But we support
for Malvern, Mr Confidence himself.
the amendment.
This government makes no apology for delivering on
Motion agreed to.
every single commitment that we have made.
Interestingly I see that in last night’s federal budget
Business interrupted under sessional orders.
Treasurer Morrison seems to be following the same set
of policy parameters.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Election commitments

Honourable members interjecting.

Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, this is a
question about the Premier’s accountability to the people
of Victoria and whether or not he told them an untruth
prior to the election. I ask you to bring him back to
answering that question.

The SPEAKER — Order! Government members
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier has been
will come to order. The Minister for Tourism and Major
answering this question for less than a minute. I ask the
Events is warned.
Premier to answer the question that was asked.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — As I was saying, we make no
apology
for closing loopholes between where
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — It is worth waiting
spouses
—
—
for.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Yesterday’s question time
I do not think reflected well on the house. It was a very
Mr ANDREWS — Well, if those opposite think it is
noisy and, if there is such a word, shouty question time. I
appropriate for spouses to move properties between each
would ask all members to assist in the smooth running of
other to avoid paying stamp duty, that is their policy
question time today by not increasing the noise levels.
position. Let the record reflect that. If those opposite are
opposed
to those who invest in our city and state but
Mr M. O’BRIEN — My question is to the Premier.
who
are
not
residents in our city or state paying a little
On election eve 2014 when asked on television:
more in order to protect all the things that make us a
Do you promise Victorians here tonight that you will not
great state —
increase taxes or introduce any new taxes?

you replied:
I make that promise, Peter, to every single Victorian.

Honourable members interjecting.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hawthorn is warned.
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Mr ANDREWS — then that can be their position as
well. The list goes on and on.
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about the advice that he sought prior to imposing this
new tax on new car buyers.

The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Premier to
None of our election commitments were predicated on
increasing taxes or introducing new ones. We have been answer the question.
completely in accord with the commitments that we
Mr ANDREWS — I would simply say to the
made, and we are getting on with delivering each and
member
for Malvern that in each of the decisions that
every one of those commitments.
are made in the budget, the government takes advice and
It is because of that work that we are leading Australia in considers all relevant opinions in a careful and
considered way. That is why it is a budget that has been
job creation, leading Australia in infrastructure
acclaimed right throughout the state as a budget with the
commencement, leading Australia in business
confidence, leading Australia on taking action on family right priorities that is getting on with the job.
violence, and I simply say to the member for Malvern,
Ministers statements: federal budget
keep your questions coming.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Before calling the
member for Malvern to ask a supplementary question, I
warn the members for Hawthorn, Ivanhoe, Lowan, the
Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing, the
member for Malvern and the member for Bass.
Supplementary question
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — Premier, one of your
10 new or increased taxes is the increase on stamp duty
on new motor vehicles, which is slated to raise
$400 million over the next four years. Given that the
Transport Accident Commission has shown a direct link
between the age of cars and the incidence of serious
injury or death in road accidents, did you seek any
advice on how many Victorians will suffer serious injury
or death as a result of you breaking your promise and
making new cars less affordable?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Gembrook! The member for Ringwood is warned.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — The member for
Malvern may not be aware but the preferred status in
relation to taxation treatments for those vehicles was in
respect of the Australian automotive industry, an
industry that those opposite sat by and allowed to leave
our nation. If you were to extend the logic, then it was a
matter of road safety when Joe Hockey dared Holden to
leave. What a ridiculous connection to be drawing.
Mr M. O’Brien — On a point of order, Speaker, the
question clearly asked the Premier if he sought any
advice — any advice — before imposing this new tax
regarding what it would mean for road safety and death
or serious injury on our roads. The Premier has not been
invited to talk about federal motor vehicle policy; it is

Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I am saddened to have
to rise to inform the house that in last night’s federal
budget Victoria was ripped off by the commonwealth
government because the Prime Minister decided that it
was national leadership to rat on a deal done with the
state of Victoria — $1.45 billion was owed to the people
of this state as a result of the stunningly successful
privatisation of the port of Melbourne. It was a
privatisation initially opposed by those opposite — —
Ms Ward interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Eltham
is warned.
Mr ANDREWS — The Prime Minister of
Sydney — and that is all he is — decided to not honour
that agreement with the people of Victoria, but in New
South Wales the very same agreement was honoured to
the last dollar.
Apparently you have got to be honourable, you have got
to honour your agreements and deliver in full in Sydney
and New South Wales, but in Melbourne and Victoria it
is okay to rat on deals and short-change Victorian
taxpayers, in this instance, most notably, the good
people of regional Victoria, who are entitled to
$1.45 billion of that money being spent to upgrade and
improve — in the interests of safety, I might add for the
member for Malvern — the regional rail network, and in
the process creating 1000 jobs.
The Prime Minister may be offended and upset to be
referred to as the Prime Minister of Sydney. I will be
clear: I will stop calling him the Prime Minister of
Sydney when he stops acting like the Prime Minister of
Sydney, looking after his mates with harbour views at
the expense of regional Victorians.
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Family Safety Victoria
Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) — My question is to
the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence. At
the announcement of Family Safety Victoria the Premier
said:
The agency will of course be accountable in the first instance
to the Special Minister of State … and that’s as it should be.
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Ms Victoria — Speaker, that is not a proper
withdrawal, and I renew my request. I will not be bullied
in this chamber by her or anybody else.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Members will come to
order. I ask the member for Yan Yean to withdraw in an
appropriate manner.

Minister, you have personal and professional experience
Ms Green — I withdraw.
in this area. You are far more qualified to oversee this
new agency than Gavin Jennings. What rationale did
Honourable members interjecting.
your Premier give you when he gave what clearly should
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
be your responsibility for this new body to the Special
Gembrook
and the member for Yan Yean for
Minister of State?
interjecting across the table while the member for
Ms RICHARDSON (Minister for the Prevention of Bayswater is attempting to make a point of order. In
Family Violence) — I thank the member for her
silence, the member for Bayswater.
question. Of course I am incredibly proud and honoured
Ms Victoria — I renew my point of order on
to be part of a government that is making incredibly
important strides and investing in the prevention of and relevance, and that is as to whether or not the Special
Minister of State is in fact the right minister to be
responding better to family violence. The $1.9 million
overseeing this new body or whether it should in fact be
investment that has been made is not only leading in
Victoria but is of course leading other jurisdictions, and the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence.
of course sadly, as a consequence of having a look at the
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, the
federal budget last night, it is clear to me that we are also
minister
had been answering the question for less than a
leading the nation with respect to our investment.
minute and had been outlining very clearly and very
well to the house the investment that was made in last
The member does of course raise a very important
matter with respect to preventing family violence, and it week’s state budget and was — —
is something that is going to take some time. This is
Honourable members interjecting.
cultural change. It will take not just five years but a
generation to — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Hastings
is
warned.
Ms Victoria — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, my question was very simple. It was about
Ms Allan — She was outlining very clearly the
the relevance of the position — —
budget initiatives, and the reference to the family
violence prevention agency was indeed a budget
Honourable members interjecting.
initiative. The minister was outlining budget initiatives
in this policy area to the house. I would suggest that the
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
minister
be allowed to continue to answer her question
Gembrook and the member — —
without these interruptions by point of order.
Ms Victoria — Speaker, I take offence at the
Mr Clark — On the point of order raised by the
member for Yan Yean’s comments, and I ask her to
member
for Bayswater, Speaker, her question was a
withdraw.
very specific question about the assignment of
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Yan
ministerial responsibility for Family Safety Victoria. The
Yean to withdraw.
minister has had an opportunity to set a context, but I do
ask you to now bring her back to answering the specific
Ms Green — I withdraw.
question that was asked.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Bayswater.

The SPEAKER — Order! The question did relate to
the broad issue of family violence, but there was a
question at the end of the member’s question which
related to the rationale about giving a certain
responsibility to the Special Minister of State. I do note
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that the minister had only been on her feet for some
50 seconds. I ask the minister to continue answering the
question.
Ms RICHARDSON — I am very pleased that the
member is asking these important questions about how
we can prevent family violence and specifically about
the architecture that we will put in place to ensure that
we can develop a strategy and change our culture and
change our ways to ensure that we do more to prevent
the harm that is family violence in the first place.
I am so very proud to see as part of our prevention
strategy that we announced just over a week ago that
$12 million has in fact been allocated to deliver the
prevention architecture that needs to be put in place
because we know all too well that budget cycles and
election cycles mean that all too often these kinds of
significant cultural change might slip under the radar in
time. I am so very pleased and proud to be working
alongside not just the Special Minister of State and the
Premier but every single colleague in this house to
ensure that we actually get this architecture right. It is
not going to be — —
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I must say that Victoria has actually led the way with
respect to these kinds of reforms in terms of what we
have done with respect to the Transport Accident
Commission and WorkSafe. That is the kind of model
that we want to see put in place, and it is the kind of
model which will then deliver significant change —
cultural change — for our state and, hopefully,
ultimately for our nation, because I have no doubt that if
we get this right, Victoria will lead, not just in Australia,
but in jurisdictions around the world — —
Ms Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, with due
respect, this was a very specific question. It asked the
minister what advice the Premier gave to the minister,
the so-called ‘champion for gender equality’ on this
side — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member will resume
her seat.
Ms Ryan — What advice he gave his female — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Questions and statements interrupted.

Ms Victoria — Speaker, I renew my point of order
SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
on relevance to the question as it was asked, which was
about which minister should in fact be overseeing this
Member for Euroa
body. I understand what the minister is trying to say, but
it is not relevant to the question that was asked, which
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Euroa
was about the relevance of which minister should be
will leave the chamber for the period of half an hour.
overseeing this body.
The member continued to make a statement while I was
on my feet.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, the
question related to the family violence prevention
Honourable member for Euroa withdrew from
agency and the minister was just speaking about that
chamber,
exact agency in her answer, so she could not be more
relevant to the question that was asked, and I suggest
QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
that she be allowed to continue to answer it.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
Family Safety Victoria
of order. The member for Euroa, on this point of order or
a further point?
Questions and statements resumed.
Ms Ryan interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I am sorry; I did not see
you stand up before I made the ruling. I have ruled on
the point of order. The minister to continue her answer.
Ms RICHARDSON — Thank you, Speaker. These
kinds of reforms are going to need to be longstanding.
They are going to be the kinds of reforms that are going
to require every single minister, every single member.
These are whole-of-government reforms that are going
to be very important and significant for our state.

Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, you
appear to have ejected the member for Euroa simply for
raising a point of order. I think that sets a very
unfortunate precedent. As I heard it you have not yet
ruled on the point of order either.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ruled the point of order
out of order, and the member continued to talk and stay
on her feet when I rose to my feet — —
Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of The
The SPEAKER — Order! I had ruled on the point of
Nationals is warned.
order and the member continued to talk over the top of
the Chair. The Minister for the Prevention of Family
Ms Victoria — On a point of order, Speaker, my
Violence, to continue her answer.
question was very clear and it was more a question about
Ms RICHARDSON (Minister for the Prevention of whether the minister did not seek responsibility for the
Family Violence) — I renew the point that I am
agency —
incredibly pleased and proud to be part of the reform
Ms Thomson interjected.
agenda that we are putting in place —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Gembrook has been warned.
Ms RICHARDSON — and I will be working
alongside each and every minister and each and every
colleague in our government, and hopefully too with
some colleagues on the other side of the chamber, to
ensure that we get this reform right.
Supplementary question
Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) — My supplementary
question is to the minister. You were not given
responsibility for Family Safety Victoria despite being
the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence, was
this because you did not ask for the responsibility or
because you asked for it but were not given it?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Members on my right
will come to order.
Ms RICHARDSON (Minister for the Prevention of
Family Violence) — The member may or may not be
aware that in fact each and every minister in our
government has responsibility for delivering upon the
royal commission report. That decision was made some
time ago. What that means then is that each of the
responsibilities and very many of the
recommendations with respect to the royal commission
are being delivered — as they should be — by
responsible ministers.

The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Footscray is warned.
Ms Victoria — or whether she was not given it.
The SPEAKER — Order! Has the minister
concluded her answer? The minister has concluded her
answer.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, I would
submit that given that the minister has concluded her
answer and that answer was not responsive to the
question for the reasons raised by the member for
Bayswater, I ask that you ask her to provide a written
response.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, the
minister went into great detail about the construction of
Family Safety Victoria, her role, the role of the Special
Minister of State and how this is a whole-of-government
effort. She answered it very clearly, very well and very
thoroughly. The points of order underscore the point that
those opposite will not ask a question about the policy of
family violence, but they will when they want to score a
political point.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will resume
her seat. I will consider the responsiveness of the answer
to the question and report back to the house.

Ministers statements: federal budget

Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I rise
to update the house on the federal government’s
contempt for regional Victoria in last night’s budget. Not
only is the Prime Minister Sydney-centric but he is also
With respect to the prevention of family violence, which anti-Victoria and he has gutted our regional rail revival
is of course my portfolio and my responsibility, I will be package.
working to ensure that we deliver a prevention agency
that will ensure we can make the cultural change that we Just like when he was a merchant banker, the Prime
Minister has picked winners and losers, and the big
need to make in this state and in fact right across
winner in last night’s federal budget was his big
Australia.
backyard that backs onto the Sydney Harbour. He
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
short-changed regional Victoria by more than
Bayswater on a point of order.
$450 million, leaving large parts of the V/Line network
completely devoid of funding.
Mr Walsh interjected.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and MINISTERS STATEMENTS
1188

ASSEMBLY

What does this look like in each regional community?
Clearly, the federal member for Wannon, Dan Tehan’s,
petition to himself did not work because Warrnambool
line passengers did not get one single red cent from the
federal budget. We wanted to provide $100 million for
the Warrnambool line; Dan and Malcolm gave them
nothing.
The member for Corangamite’s petition to herself did
not work either because she did not get the funds she
needs to duplicate the Waurn Ponds line. Indeed, this
project that she is claiming for her electorate will not
even reach her electorate as a result of the funding.
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Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — Given that,
Premier, you deny you are lying when you claim that the
member for Melton’s rorts payment plan had nothing to
do with you, and given that no parliamentary officer and
no-one in the Department of Parliamentary Services had
been approached or informed about it when you
announced it, who did negotiate the repayment plan with
the member for Melton that you announced to the media
on 24 April?
Honourable members interjecting.

The SPEAKER — Order! I again warn members not
And of course there is the federal Infrastructure Minister
to shout across the chamber. I remind the Leader of the
and local member for Gippsland who could not even
Opposition to refer to members of this place by their
deliver for his own Gippsland community. The money
allocated is less than half of what is needed to deliver to correct title. I ask the Premier to answer the question.
the Gippsland community the extra train services they
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — The Leader of the
need and deserve.
Opposition, just like he was confused last week about
every line in the state budget that he cannot talk about, is
As for communities like Echuca, Ararat, Ballarat,
again confused today. He is absolutely wrong. An
Maryborough and Bendigo — well, those lines do not
arrangement?
That is absolutely incorrect, and I stand by
even exist in Malcolm Turnbull’s federal budget. The
my
earlier
answers.
question for every single Liberal and National Party
member in this place and in Canberra is: do you stand
Mr Walsh — On a point of order, Speaker, on the
with Malcolm or do you stand with regional Victoria?
issue of — —

Member for Melton
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My question
is the Premier. Yesterday you told this house — —
Ms Allan interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the House
is warned.
Mr GUY — My question is to the Premier. Premier,
yesterday you told this house that the repayment plan
between the member for Melton and the Parliament had
nothing to do with you. Yet when you launched this
repayment plan to the media on 24 April, no
parliamentary officer and no Department of
Parliamentary Services employee had been approached
or informed about anything like it. Premier, is it not a
fact that your claim yesterday that the details of the
member for Melton’s rorts repayment plan had nothing
to do with you are a complete and total lie?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — The answer to the
Leader of the Opposition’s ridiculous question is no.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition on a supplementary question.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Without the assistance of
the Minister for Tourism and Major Events, the Leader
of the Opposition or the Premier.
Mr Walsh — On a point of order, Speaker, on the
issue of relevance, it was a very clear question to the
Premier. If he did not negotiate the repayment plan, who
did? I ask you to make him answer that question.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier has
concluded his answer.

Ministers statements: regional rail services
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I rise to update the
house on the Andrews Labor government’s plan to
improve public transport and grow jobs in regional
Victoria. Last Tuesday I handed down the 2017–18
Victorian budget. In it, the Andrews Labor government
revealed its regional rail revival plan. It is a program that
will upgrade every single regional rail line in this state,
and it is funded by a $1.46 billion commitment that
Malcolm Turnbull and the federal government owe the
people of Victoria —
Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Ripon is
warned.
Mr PALLAS — from the lease of the port. In
response to our budget the Infrastructure Partnerships
Australia CEO had this to say:
The Victorian budget puts firm dollars behind real projects,
doubling funding and showing what a real infrastructure
budget looks like —

instead of the baloney we got out of Canberra last night.
Last night they promised $1 billion to Victorians for
infrastructure while they dishonoured the $1.46 billion
they failed to deliver to Victoria. In New South Wales
they cannot shovel money fast enough down the throat
of that government — $2.2 billion on any wish list that
the New South Wales government comes up with.

1189

Mr Merlino — On a point of order, Speaker, the
member for Melton is asking me a question. I cannot
hear the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! Members of the house
need to be able to hear the question that the member is
asking. I ask the member for Melton to ask his question
again.
Mr NARDELLA — My question is to the Minister
for Education. My Eynesbury and Exford communities
thank you and the — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn all members that I
will remove members from the house because I cannot
hear the question that the member is asking.

Honourable members interjecting.
It is regional Victoria that loses out as a consequence of
this. It is a transparent rip-off. It means that the people
Questions and statements interrupted.
you are supposed to be representing are the losers out of
this, and Malcolm Turnbull and his government will
SUSPENSION OF MEMBERS
forever be remembered as the government that broke the
hearts of regional Victorians.
Members for Mornington and Brighton

Melton electorate schools
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — Thank you, Speaker,
and it is my first opportunity to formally congratulate
you on your elevation to Speaker.
My question is to the Minister for Education. My
Eynesbury and Exford communities thank you and the
Andrews Labor government on the budget decision to
purchase the Eynesbury primary school site. We have
been to the site with the — —
Mr T. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, when
are you going to make this crook pay the money back?
He is a thief, he is a crook — —
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of order.
Mr NARDELLA — We have been to the site with
the community and the principal of Exford Primary
School — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Members will come to
order. I need to be able to hear the question.
Mr NARDELLA — We have been to the site with
the community and the principal, Lisa Campo, from
Exford Primary School, in the recent past.
Honourable members interjecting.

The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Mornington will leave the chamber for the period of half
an hour.
Ms Asher — That is just unfair.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Brighton
will leave the chamber for the period of half an hour.
Honourable members for Mornington and Brighton
withdrew from chamber.
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Questions and statements resumed.
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — My Eynesbury and
Exford communities thank you and the Andrews Labor
government on the budget decision to purchase the
Eynesbury primary school site.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Ferntree
Gully will leave the chamber for the period of half an
hour.
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Mr MERLINO — As part of this year’s budget we
funded land acquisition for Eynesbury primary school to
respond to the growing demand in Eynesbury and in the
City of Melton. In the City of Melton, as the member
would be aware and as those opposite should be aware,
the population growth will be the third highest of all
local government areas in Victoria. In the suburb of
Questions and statements interrupted.
Eynesbury the primary school student population will
grow by 50 per cent over the next few years to 2021. We
SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
have been working closely with the City of Melton and
have identified the need to start work immediately to
Member for Ferntree Gully
ensure we have primary school provision in Eynesbury
for the Eynesbury and Exford communities and in the
The SPEAKER — Order! Before calling the Deputy
City of Melton to keep pace with population growth and
Premier, the Minister for Education, to answer the
local development.
question, I do not think the member for Ferntree Gully
heard me over the shouting, but I asked him to leave the This is one part of 56 new school projects in our
chamber for the period of half an hour.
pipeline, 10 of which have already opened in 2017. The
department — —
Honourable member for Ferntree Gully withdrew
from chamber.
Ms Kealy interjected.
Mr NARDELLA — We have been to the site with
the community and the principal, Lisa Campo, from
Exford Primary School, in the recent past. I ask: can the
minister outline the timetable and the process for this
land purchase and the subsequent building of the
Eynesbury primary school?
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Questions and statements resumed.
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — I thank
the member for Melton for his question.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Members will come to
order.
Mr MERLINO — I certainly do not get questions
about school buildings from those opposite. I do not get
questions on education from those opposite.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
South-West Coast is warned.
Mr MERLINO — We know that enrolment growth
pressures are felt in a number of communities right
across Victoria, including in Eynesbury in the City of
Melton.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I have already warned
members that I will remove them from the chamber
without warning because of the level of noise in the
chamber.

The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Lowan
has already been warned.
Mr MERLINO — The department, through the
Victorian School Building Authority, will commence
negotiations with landowners. That will occur over the
next year to finalise the purchase of land for the school,
and the funding of Eynesbury primary school will be
considered in future budgets under the government. We
will work closely with the City of Melton, other planning
stakeholders like the Victorian Planning Authority, local
residents and landowners. To put this in some perspective,
we have invested over our three budgets an average of
$843 million in capital, compared to $237 million in the
first three budgets of those opposite.
Supplementary question
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — My supplementary
question is also to the Minister for Education. Minister,
you and I have been to Bacchus — —
Mr Paynter — On a point of order, Speaker, it is bad
enough to sit here listening to this dirty, rotten, lying
rorter ask a standard question.
The SPEAKER — Order! What is your point of
order?
Mr Paynter — I am not going to sit here and listen
to him ask — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member will resume
his seat.
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Mr Paynter interjected.
Questions and statements interrupted.

NAMING AND SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Bass
The SPEAKER — Order! I name the member for
Bass, and I ask the minister at the table to move the
appropriate motion.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! We need to be able to
hear the motion in silence.
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I
move:
That the member for Bass (Mr Paynter) be suspended from the
service of the house for the remainder of the week’s sitting.

House divided on motion:
Ayes, 47
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Blandthorn, Ms
Bull, Mr J.
Carbines, Mr
Couzens, Ms
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Hennessy, Ms
Hibbins, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
Kilkenny, Ms
Knight, Ms

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

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

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

Motion agreed to.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member for Bass
to leave the chamber.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Bass
needs to leave the chamber.
Honourable member for Bass withdrew from
chamber.

DISSENT FROM SPEAKER’S RULING
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — I desire to
move, by leave:
That this house dissents from the Chair’s ruling to name and
eject the member for Bass but protect the rorting member for
Melton.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr GUY — Speaker, leave has not been refused. I
request leave to move dissent in the Chair.
Leave refused.
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — I desire to move, by
leave:
That this house dissents from the Chair’s ruling to name and
eject the member for Bass.

Leave refused.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Questions and statements resumed.

Noes, 37
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Battin, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T.
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Gidley, Mr
Guy, Mr
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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

Melton electorate schools
Supplementary question
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — In regard to the
Bacchus Marsh secondary college will the minister and
the education department help to develop — —
Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER — Order! As I said before, we need the last two and a half years we have provided funding
for the extension of the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline,
to be able to hear the question that is being asked.
Macalister irrigation district, the Lance Creek
Mr NARDELLA — Will the minister and the
connection for South Gippsland, the Werribee and
education department help to develop and implement a Bacchus Marsh irrigation districts, the Bendigo
plan for the future stages of the Bacchus Marsh
groundwater project and also business cases for
secondary college redevelopment?
Mitiamo, West Wimmera and East Grampians.
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — I thank
the member for Melton for his supplementary question.
Bacchus Marsh secondary is a wonderful school, and I
have been there a number of times. We have delivered
on our election commitment of $5 million. We delivered
that in our first budget and a further $3 million in our
second budget.
Honourable members interjecting.
Questions and statements interrupted.

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

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Melton electorate schools
Supplementary question
Questions and statements resumed.
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — And
there is also a contribution from the school community,
$9.2 million in total, that will go towards a science,
technology, engineering and maths, or STEM, centre.
The last time I visited the school they were doing great
things in the area of science, technology, engineering
and maths. I look forward to the completion of that
project. Like many schools there is always the next stage
to do, and I will ensure that the Victorian School
Building Authority will engage with the school
community over their future plans.

Ministers statements: water policy
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Water) — As we have
heard a lot today, Victoria continues to do the heavy
lifting when it comes to infrastructure, and that is
certainly the case when we talk about water. Just over

But again last night the federal government dudded us
when it comes to infrastructure, including water
infrastructure — these really important projects, critical
to the growth and sustainability of our agricultural
districts right across Victoria, are calling out for this
funding. But of course it is not surprising. Then what we
had from the commonwealth last night was: ‘Come
along, trust us. Trust us again. Sell us your share in the
Snowy Hydro. Trust us and we will do the right thing by
you’. Now this is an important public asset — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister to resume
her seat. Stop the clock. The Leader of The Nationals on
a point of order
Mr Walsh — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is misleading the house. The Mitiamo business
case was actually funded by the federal — —
The SPEAKER — Order! It is not a point of
order — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Walsh — Yes, it was. Yes, it was. Yes, it was
funded by — —.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the House
will come to order. It is not a point of order. The
minister to continue her statement.
Ms NEVILLE — We know those opposite put
nothing into water infrastructure, so it is pretty
embarrassing for the former water minister. But we have
indicated our willingness to have the conversation with
the commonwealth government. But let us be clear: this
Snowy Hydro cannot replace the infrastructure that we
are deserving of — that we need and that we are entitled
to. We have got to have guarantees about the payment of
that money. We have got to ensure that this asset
remains in public ownership and, most importantly, that
the entitlements we have under the Murray, the Snowy
and entitlements for irrigators are maintained, confirmed
and locked in by the commonwealth. The 530 gigalitres
that ensure reliability for our irrigators are absolutely
critical to a future deal. Being pressured into selling
assets to get our rightful share is appalling, and we will
look at this proposal, and we will look at it carefully, but
we want to ensure that our irrigators and our two iconic
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commonwealth.
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SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Rowville

Mr Walsh — On a point of order, Speaker, will you
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Rowville
name the charity that the member for Bass’s salary is
going to, and is it the member for Melton’s charity fund? will leave the chamber for half an hour.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of order. Honourable member for Rowville withdrew from
For the information of members, I think the practice is
chamber.
that at the end of each financial year any funds that have
been allocated through the naming of members are
QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
identified by the Speaker.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS

Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining
agreement
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — My question is to the
Minister for Emergency Services. You have had Chris
Eccles and Tony Bates in a bunker for the last year
trying to sort out your Country Fire Authority (CFA)
mess, and they cannot. You have asked Simon Crean,
and he cannot. You have asked Harriet Shing in the
Legislative Council, and she cannot. Peter Parkinson,
Greg Sword, Luke Hilakari, two CEOs, two boards and
you are the second minister. When are you finally going
to stand up to Peter Marshall and tell him he is not
getting what he wants?

Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining
agreement
Questions and statements resumed.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Deputy Premier is both debating the question and
misleading the house. I ask you to bring him back to
answering the question asked by the member for
Gembrook.
Mr MERLINO — On the point of order, Speaker, I
am not misleading the house. The former emergency
services minister, Peter Ryan, admitted those budget
cuts on the record.

Mr MERLINO (Minister for Emergency
Honourable members interjecting.
Services) — I thank the member for Gembrook for his
question. He clearly needs a history lesson, so I will give
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Deputy Premier
him that history lesson. The fact is an agreement was
to come back to answering the question that was asked.
reached. An agreement was reached between the CFA
and the United Firefighters Union of Australia (UFU)
Mr MERLINO — An agreement was reached. If the
representing career firefighters for the operational
member for Gembrook wants to talk to anyone, he
agreement.
should talk to his mates in Canberra. The fact is that the
unprecedented political interference of the Turnbull
Mr Battin — On a point of order, Speaker, the
government means this: it means that not only the
minister is clearly misleading the house when you are
proposed Country Fire Authority (CFA) — —
talking about a history lesson. The volunteers in the
CFA have as much say in the operations of the CFA,
Honourable members interjecting.
and again he has only mentioned the union, the UFU
and career firefighters. He must put in that the CFA
Mr MERLINO — Do you want to hear the answer
volunteers are happy for an enterprise bargaining
or not?
agreement to go through. It can go through as long as it
The SPEAKER — Order! Members should come to
does not negatively impact on volunteers in our state.
order.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of order.
Mr MERLINO — They do not want to hear the
Mr MERLINO — He talks about standing up for
answer.
volunteers. Cutting $66 million out of fire services,
Honourable members interjecting.
denying presumptive rights, going to the tennis while the
state is burning — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Gembrook
has asked a question. He should listen to the
Honourable members interjecting.
answer.
Questions and statements interrupted.
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Mr MERLINO — The federal legislation means that referring to any particular document and therefore there
is nothing to table.
not just the proposed CFA agreement but any CFA
agreement cannot be finalised because of the federal
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of order.
legislation. That is, any agreement that contains clauses
The
Deputy Premier, to continue.
that relate to training, that relate to equipment, that relate
to rostering —
Mr MERLINO — Thank you, Speaker. So what the
Andrews
Labor government is doing is delivering
Honourable members interjecting.
100 appliances to our volunteers and our volunteer
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Eltham! brigades. We are delivering a $15 million grants
program to support our volunteers and our volunteer
Mr MERLINO — that relate to other normal aspects brigades. What we will not do is deny presumptive
that you would see in an enterprise agreement. The
rights to volunteer and career firefighters. The only
advice to government is that any agreement cannot pass people that want to continue with this political — —
because of the political interference of the Turnbull
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
government.
Deputy Premier is again debating the issue. I ask you to
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
bring him back to answering the question.
relevance, the Deputy Premier is referring to legal
The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Premier, to
opinion. I request that he table that legal opinion to the
continue answering the question.
house. With the consent of the opposition, by leave, I
ask him to now table the legal advice he is referring to.
Mr MERLINO — We will continue to support both
volunteer and career firefighters, the men and women
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, the
who put their lives on the line to protect other people’s
Leader of the Opposition is completely abusing the
lives and property. The only people that want to pit
forms of the house. The Deputy Premier was
firefighters against firefighters are those opposite.
advising — —
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Deputy Premier is defying your order. If he has
Ms Allan — Do you know what legal advice would completed his answer, you should counsel him that he
be interesting? The Ventnor settlement. That would be
should show greater respect to the Chair and honour the
good legal advice, wouldn’t it? Come on, put that on the instructions that you have just given.
table.
The SPEAKER — Order! I think the Deputy
Honourable members interjecting.
Premier has concluded his answer.
Honourable members interjecting.

Ms Allan — You reckon that’s good, don’t you?
Swindling! You swindled the state of millions of — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the House
will resume her seat.

Supplementary question
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — Minister, why is it that
you are prepared to take orders from Peter Marshall
about what he wants, yet you will not even listen to the
vast majority of Victorians and your own backbench,
who clearly do not want to break up and destroy our
proud Country Fire Authority?

Ms Allan — Speaker, let the record show that the
Leader of the Opposition thinks it is a good day when he
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Emergency
can conceal legal advice.
Services) — Quite simply I reject the premise of the
member’s question. I have travelled the state talking to
Honourable members interjecting.
volunteers and engaged recently with Volunteer Fire
Brigades Victoria and with the CFA. In speaking to both
The SPEAKER — Order! I cannot hear what the
volunteer and career firefighters, they want the political
minister at the table is saying.
interference to end, and that is exactly what we will be
Ms Allan — While the Leader of the Opposition is
doing.
gloating about his failed record in office, the Deputy
Premier was clearly referring to advice that ministers
receive in the course of their business. He was not
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and it refers to the Hyland Highway which, given the
issue he just raised, is quite pertinent. The federal
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
government committed $5 million to the Hyland
Safety) — I rise to provide the house with an update on Highway upgrade, contingent on matching funding from
the federal government’s budget last night. Let us be
the state. Now we are in a quandary in Gippsland South
clear: there is very little in it for Victoria. Victoria’s
and Yarram in particular because we do not know what
share of infrastructure funding is still well below 10 per the state government is actually doing with this.
cent — with 25 per cent of the population. If you look at VicRoads has been consulting on how the money is
the federal budget figures, if you are looking forward,
going to be spent, but the state Labor government has
New South Wales is getting $23 billion over the forward not yet announced $5 million for the Hyland Highway to
estimates, Queensland is getting $13.5 billion and
match that funding.
Victoria is down there at $10 billion. What a rotten
I ask the minister to explain whether or not the state
effort. We have been well and truly underdone.
Labor government is going to match this funding. It is
But what the budget also confirms is what a marvellous not in the budget. It has not been referred to in a media
job the Andrews Labor government has done to ensure release by the minister or a member for Eastern Victoria
that all the federal government money headed for the
Region in the Council, Harriet Shing. We are confused
dud east–west project got put into regional and rural
as to whether the state Labor government is in fact going
roads, because we fought and we are the party that
to match this $5 million funding for the Hyland
delivers for regional and rural roads.
Highway. I ask the minister to clarify that as quickly as
possible.
The member for Bass I know will want to thank me for
the effort I put in to get him funding for the Phillip
Macedon electorate
Island road. The member for Polwarth will want to
thank me for the $53 million we got for the Great Ocean
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — (12 626) My
Road. The member for South-West Coast will want to
constituency question is also to the Minister for Roads
thank me for the $40 million we got to widen unsafe
and Roads Safety, but my question is actually a properly
roads throughout her electorate. Let us be very clear: I
constituted constituency question. Minister, how will
know the member for Gippsland South is sitting there
community members in my electorate be consulted
waiting to thank me for straightening up the Black Spur about the vital intersection upgrades at Saunders and
on the South Gippsland Highway. I know they want to
Station roads and at Kilmore and Pierce roads? I was so
pleased to see in this year’s budget planning money for
thank me.
these much-needed upgrades. These intersections are
The last person who will want to thank me is the Leader notorious, and after the previous Liberal government
of the National Party because we have fixed up his
failed to address the concerns of the people of Riddells
Echuca-Moama bridge mess. It was going to start in
Creek, Gisborne and New Gisborne who use these
2010. Guess what? What did the National Party do? It
roads, I am very relieved to see a Labor government in
spent four years trying to find a route, and it could not
power, putting people first and getting the job done.
get there.

Ministers statements: federal budget

Mr D. O’Brien — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is misleading the house because in all the
projects he has just mentioned he failed to mention the
contribution of the federal Nationals with $345 million,
projects he would not even be touching if it was not for
that money.

Mornington electorate

Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — (12 627) My
question is for the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change, and I raise the ongoing issues we have
had with Mount Martha north beach. They have been
ongoing over a number of governments. In late 2010, I
think it was, some 10 000 cubic metres of sand was
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of order. transported to deal with the sand erosion issue, but it
I will allow members to leave the chamber before we
continues to be a problem. In what appears to be an
start constituency questions.
effort to divert attention from its failure to act, the
current government has commenced a coastal processes
CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
study, which will be called ‘Mount Martha coastal
processes investigation and future management
Gippsland South electorate
recommendations’. It was commissioned in January, and
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) — (12 625) My I understand the study will be finalised around midyear,
question is to the Minister for Roads and Road Safety,
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so I ask: will the minister release the report within seven government’s plan for public safety, especially on how it
affects the constituents I represent. This includes the
days of its publication, and if not, why not?
needs-based strategy designed in coordination with
Pascoe Vale electorate
Victoria Police, the resources the Labor government has
committed to deliver it and the number of Victorian
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) — (12 628) My police involved in implementing the plan in
constituency question is for the Minister for Roads and Melbourne’s north, particularly in Broadmeadows,
Road Safety. I ask the minister if the traffic lights at the noting the significance of the record allocation in this
intersection of Bell Street and Suffolk Avenue in Coburg year’s budget to deliver 300 new frontline officers.
are now appropriate for pedestrians who are blind or
vision impaired. A Pascoe Vale constituent brought this
Caulfield electorate
matter to the attention of my office at a mobile office at
Pascoe Vale in the Park. The constituent was vision
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — (12 631) My
impaired and was speaking on behalf of vision-impaired constituency question is to the Minister for Planning.
Residents in Ormond and surrounding suburbs are
members within our community.
deeply concerned about the Labor government’s
According to a 2013 Vision Australia report, there are
proposed Ormond sky tower to be built on top of
approximately 357 000 people in Australia who are
Ormond railway station. Last year I tabled a petition
blind or experience some form of vision impairment.
bearing 374 signatures from Ormond residents opposed
This number has been projected to increase to 564 000
to the proposal. The Victorian Transport Projects
by 2030. It is extremely important that infrastructure in Advisory Committee was due to submit a report to the
our community reflects this need. While all pedestrians minister on the Ormond sky tower project in March
are confronted with a number of safety issues when
2017. I ask on behalf of concerned resident: where is the
travelling to and from work, to service hubs or to visit
report?
their family and friends, vision-impaired people have
particular challenges, and I ask the Minister for Roads
Yuroke electorate
and Road Safety to ensure that these lights now meet
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) — (12 632) My constituency
those needs.
question is to the Minister for Industry and Employment,
and I ask: what benefits can jobseekers in the Yuroke
Hastings electorate
electorate expect from the Jobs Victoria Employment
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — (12 629) My question Network program? We all know how important a secure
is to the Minister for Sport. I ask the minister for
and stable job is to our wellbeing. It is not just about a
information about the provision of funding by the state pay cheque, it is about a place in the community. Being
to assist with the rebuild of the Somerville basketball
unemployed can too often cause social isolation and
stadium. Somerville and its surrounding community
problems well beyond simply not having an income.
was devastated by the destruction of the Somerville
That is why I have been proud of the Andrews Labor
basketball stadium by a fire that occurred in the
government in that it is making sure it does everything it
Somerville Community and Recreation Centre on
can so that people have every opportunity to get a job. I
1 May 2016. The stadium is used by many thousands
know that access to employment is a top priority for
of participants across a range of sports each week. It is local residents, and I look forward to hearing from the
the home of the Western Port Steelers and hosts
minister about how Yuroke constituents will benefit
state-level basketball games. The local community is
from this initiative.
frustrated by the year-long delay by the Mornington
Peninsula Shire Council in rebuilding the stadium and
Nepean electorate
by the refusal of the Andrews government to provide
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — (12 633) My question is to
any funding at all to assist with the rebuild. I ask the
the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate
minister to provide information on how additional
funding can be provided to assist with the rebuilding of Change. Minister, will you ensure that Parks Victoria
meets its commitment to fund and construct overflow
this critical community asset.
car parks for the Arthurs Seat Eagle? Parks Victoria
made a commitment to fund and construct these
Broadmeadows electorate
overflow car parks at a meeting on 24 March this year.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — (12 630) My
Obviously the car parks need to be constructed before
constituency question is to the Minister for Police. The
the 2017 peak season. Time is needed for the planning
information I seek concerns details of the Andrews
and construction, and obviously with winter and spring
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important that the commitment is honoured. I ask the
minister whether she will ensure that the commitment
that was made at the meeting on 24 March is honoured.

Dandenong electorate
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member for Melton and the Labor Party. This is a
disgraceful episode in this Parliament’s history that
will damage all of us as individual members and
damage this place as an institution.
It is deeply troubling that we have reached this point.
To have two of our own who were in the highest
offices that this Parliament can appoint deliberately,
deceitfully and dishonestly take moneys to which they
were not entitled, and to do so while they literally
spoke for us in the positions of Speaker and Deputy
Speaker, is something which is very hard to explain to
ordinary members of the public.

Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — (12 634) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Health and
Minister for Ambulance Services. I ask: how is this
government supporting local paramedics to ensure they
have the resources they need to respond to the needs of
my constituents in Dandenong and ultimately to help
save lives? Our ambulance services do an incredible job
for our community, and it is important that they have the In the time I have been in Parliament I can say for
certain that no single issue relating to parliamentary
best possible structure and resources to carry out this
conduct has been raised with me without invitation by
very important work.
members of the public as much as this has been. Going
down the street, going to my kids’ football and netball
APPROPRIATION (PARLIAMENT
matches and basketball games, this is what the mums
2017–2018) BILL 2017
and dads of my Malvern electorate want to speak to me
about. Overwhelmingly it is, ‘Why is he still there? Why
Second reading
are they still there? Why haven’t you got the money
Debate resumed from 2 May; motion of Ms ALLAN back?’. People feel a real sense of grievance. They feel
(Minister for Public Transport).
that their money and, just as much as the money, the
trust that they placed in this chamber, in the Parliament
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — In rising to speak on as an institution, have been taken advantage of by the
the Appropriation (Parliament 2017–2018) Bill 2017 I
conduct of the member for Tarneit and, even more
can flag at the outset that much of my contribution will egregiously, the member for Melton.
relate to the way in which this Parliament’s money is
raised and expended, particularly in relation to the
For the benefit of posterity and perhaps future Hansard
honesty and integrity of members of this place. I refer to readers who have not read everything else about this
page 338 of budget paper 3, which refers to the
issue, of course we are talking about two members who
departmental objectives of the Parliament. It says the
represent suburban electorates in Melbourne but who
departments of the Parliament of Victoria aim to,
rearranged — it is the politest way I can put it — their
amongst other things:
living arrangements to claim a second living allowance
for members living more than 80 kilometres from the
… safeguard Parliament’s independence and integrity …
Melbourne CBD. There was no need for them to live
there. They did not represent those places. This was an
In the 10 years that I have been honoured to be a
member of this place, at no time has this Parliament’s artificial arrangement purely designed to receive a
independence, and more importantly its integrity, been payment from this Parliament to which they were not
entitled. That is the rort.
under such direct threat than it is at the moment. The
current disgraceful — and there are other words for it,
I refer to the PricewaterhouseCoopers or PwC —
but I will settle for disgraceful at the moment —
whatever they are called these days — Review of
circumstances surrounding the rorting conduct of the
members for Melton and Tarneit do a grave disservice Members Second Residence Allowance: Phase 1, which
was tabled in this Parliament earlier this year and is
to this Parliament as an institution and to every
dated 21 March. In relation to the member for Melton,
member of it.
we know he had been doing this for years. For years he
Yes, the Labor Party will rightly be attacked by us and has been laughing at us. He has been laughing at the
public, ripping us off, lining his pockets, while the rest
by others. It will rightly have its reputation further
shredded by its disgraceful defence of the actions of the of us who try to do the right thing live our lives and
member for Melton and by its failure to require to him while the public who try to do the right thing pay taxes
to keep us on this green leather. Well, the public
to repay all the money that is owed to the Parliament
and the people of Victoria. But the opprobrium will be deserves better. The rest of the Parliament who do the
right thing deserve better.
more than just on the member for Tarneit and the

APPROPRIATION (PARLIAMENT 2017–2018) BILL 2017
1198

ASSEMBLY

The fact is that between March 2010 and April 2014 the
member for Melton helped himself to $76 582 of a
second residence allowance while using or claiming to
use — and who knows when it comes to that member
for Melton? — a property at Lake Wendouree as his
principal place of residence. He was not the member for
Ballarat. He was not the member for anywhere up near
Lake Wendouree. He is the member for Melton, a
suburban electorate in Melbourne. He had the right —
you might say the responsibility — to live in his
electorate.
I do not know how I could do my job as the member for
Malvern as well as I want to and as well as I think my
constituents are entitled to expect if I did not live there.
You pick up so much information about what is
happening in your electorate by living there, by moving
around it, by going down to the shops, by bumping into
people in the street and by going down to the local park
and walking the dogs. If I was living somewhere else, if
I was living across town, all those interactions that give
me information about what is happening in my
electorate and that give people access to me would be
gone. So it is very important, I believe, that you do live
in your electorate because that helps you to be a better
member of Parliament.
The member for Melton and the member for Tarneit had
that option. They have been longstanding members of this
place. They came in under the old scheme, so they are
going to have very nice, fat, juicy parliamentary pensions
waiting for them from the day they leave this place until
the day they die, and then any spouse will get it till the
day they die. So the taxpayer is going to be on the hook
for the member for Melton and the member for Tarneit
for decades to come, we assume. But despite all of that
and despite all of the largesse that this Parliament
provided them through appointing them as Speaker and
Deputy Speaker — the chauffeured cars, the overseas
trips, the extra salary, the extra allowances — that was not
enough for them. Instead those two members decided to
artificially rearrange their living arrangements for the
specific purpose of obtaining a second residence
allowance to which they were otherwise not entitled, and
that is morally and ethically disgraceful conduct on both
their parts.
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living in a caravan at Ocean Grove. Well, as we know,
that caravan park does not allow permanent residents.
As we know, nobody at the caravan park ever saw the
member for Melton. To simply say that this was an
arrangement which was less than satisfactory is
completely understating it. This was a rort. The member
for Melton never lived in the caravan. He never lived in
that caravan park at Ocean Grove. It was a lie, and it was
a lie to take money from this Parliament and from
Victorians to which he was not entitled.
The Premier seems to think that partial repayments of all
the money rorted by the member for Melton makes it all
go away, makes it acceptable. Let us just be very clear
about the Premier’s grubby deal with the member for
Melton. He is saying: ‘Well, you can keep the $76 582
that you rorted when you were living or claiming to live
in Lake Wendouree’. Even though that was not his
electorate, even though it is suggested by the PwC report
that he never owned the place that he claimed as his
principal place of residence there, the Premier is saying
to the member for Melton: ‘I’m going to let you keep
that $76 582 that you rorted by artificially changing your
arrangements to claim something to which you were not
entitled’.
In tax law you call that tax evasion. This is not tax
minimisation. This is not just doing something sensible
to not pay more tax than you have to. The law makes a
distinction between that and artificial arrangements
seeking to evade the law. This is tax evasion. That is
what the member for Melton engaged in: evasion. He
deliberately and artificially changed his arrangements
purely for the purpose of taking money from this
Parliament to which he was not entitled — $76 582.
And the Premier said: ‘That’s okay’. The Premier said:
‘You don’t have to pay it back’. The Premier said:
‘Keep it; that’s on me’. Except of course it is not on the
Premier; it is on all of us and, more importantly, it is on
the taxpayer. It is not good enough that that man to
whom so much was given by this Parliament — we
appointed him Deputy Speaker — should be able to take
and keep that money.

But it is worse than that. When it comes to the $98 254
which the member for Melton rorted through his
arrangements at the Ocean Grove caravan park, the
There is this grubby little deal which the Premier and the Premier says: ‘Mate, I’ll look after you. Why don’t you
pay it back in bits? Pay it back in instalments. Keep your
member for Melton seem to have engaged in whereby
job, keep your $150 000 a year, plus your electorate
the Premier has said: ‘We’ll protect you, member for
allowance, plus whatever else you get. Keep that. Pay a
Melton, because you only have to pay back the Ocean
bit of that $98 000-odd back every fortnight or every
Grove rorting. You don’t have to pay back the Lake
month, and then there will be a balloon payment towards
Wendouree rorting’. That is completely unacceptable.
the end. You can pay $16 000 just before you leave the
The PwC report found that between April 2014 and
February 2017 the member for Melton claimed $98 254 Parliament’.
in a second residence allowance based on allegedly
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How do we know that that money is ever going to be paid
back? We asked the Premier in question time yesterday
what guarantee he can give that that balloon payment will
ever be made. The Premier of course denied it has
anything to do with him. Despite the fact that he
announced the payment arrangements at a press
conference and despite the fact that he made those
announcements when no other parliamentary officer was
aware of them, he still denies at the dispatch box that it
has anything to do with him, and he did it again today.
We have no faith in that rorting member for Melton that
he will repay the money, even that small figure of
$98 000. Even if he were to repay that amount of
money, and even putting aside the $76 000 from Lake
Wendouree, who else gets an interest-free loan from
taxpayers over years? He started rorting this money in
April 2014 and kept doing it until February this year.
Under the Premier’s dodgy deal with the member for
Melton, the Ocean Grove money only has to be paid
back in bits, and there is no interest payable. This is not
Harvey Norman. There are no interest-free deals for
rorting members of Parliament.
Mr Angus — There are here.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — Well, there should not be,
member for Forest Hill. No interest for three years and
no money down — it sounds like a Harvey Norman
advertising slogan, but it is actually the way the Premier
of this state deals with taxpayers money. It is completely
unacceptable. Every dollar of that entire amount — the
$175 000-plus — should be repaid immediately, it
should be repaid with interest and then the member for
Melton should leave this place. He should get out of
here and hang his head in shame. As somebody who has
been a member of this Parliament in both houses for so
long — for well over two decades — when he walks out
those doors for the last time the very most that he can
hope for in relation to his quarter of a century of election
to this Parliament is to walk down the street and hope
that nobody knows who he is, because for as long as
anybody knows his name he will be regarded, rightly, by
the public as somebody who rorted the system, who
ripped them off and who took their money.
You can look at it as a teaching moment, as our American
friends like to call it. You could say that it is something
like a salutary lesson, but I am actually worried about
those members of the public who look to us as leaders of
the community. Those people have been badly let down
by not just the conduct of the member for Melton. Let us
not let the member for Tarneit off the hook. He did
exactly the same thing. He artificially rearranged his
living arrangements for the specific purpose of claiming a
second residence allowance he was not entitled to. There

1199

was a pair of them in it. And when he repaid the
money — so we are told — that he claimed
inappropriately, he did not pay it back with interest, nor
did he pay it back with a penalty.
The Premier comes out all hairy-chested and says, ‘I’m
going to change the system. I’m going to make it good.
I’m going to make it honest now. If a member of
Parliament over-claims, they’re going to have to pay a
penalty of 25 per cent, except for the two Labor
members of Parliament who have been caught
red-handed with their hands in the cookie jar stealing our
money’. For those members of Parliament: no penalty
for them. For those members of Parliament: no interest
payable for them — oh no. They get looked after
because they are Labor mates. We know how this
works. Well, it is not the way it should work.
If members opposite think that they are going to be
getting any clear air during whatever it is they want to
talk about, as long as that rorting member for Melton
continues to occupy that seat, they have got another
thing coming. If members opposite thought that they
were able to cause a bit of a show during the Geoff
Shaw saga in the last Parliament, they ain’t seen nothing
yet.
Ms Graley — Threats, threats, threats.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — There is no need to threaten.
This is simply the way it is going to be, because we have
got an obligation to the public not to let this drop. We
have got an obligation to the public to get that money
back. What is interesting is that when I look at even
yesterday’s Hansard I see Labor members of Parliament
defending the disgraceful rorting behaviour of the
member for Melton and the member for Tarneit. So that
I am not accused of paraphrasing, I will read directly
from yesterday’s Hansard into today’s. The member for
Buninyong said:
I note the opposition members in opposing debate on the
government business program today are again arguing that this
place should be turned into some sort of Star Chamber so that
they can carry on in regard to the activities of the members for
Melton and Tarneit. I am pleased to see that both members
have been in the house again today, and that I think is a
pleasing thing, because we know that these members have
been members of this house for many years — more than
40 years collectively — both in this house and, in the case of
the member for Melton, in the upper house. They have served
in so many roles in their time in Parliament, and they deserve
to be treated like respected members in this chamber,
recognising that they have held high office. And even though
they might be criticised for misdemeanours, there is an
appropriate process to go through to investigate those.
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place’. And we dealt with it. What have Labor Party
members done? They have shut it down. They have
gagged debate. There they were, voting to name the poor
old member for Bass — who was calling out rorting —
… not recognising that they are dealing with members of this
and protecting a rorter, accepting the tainted votes of the
chamber of long standing, who deserve to be treated
rorting members for Melton and Tarneit to kick out a
respectfully …
member of the Liberal Party, a member of the coalition,
We have got no respect for thieves and rorters, and the
who was actually bringing to public attention the rorting
fact that you do says volumes about your integrity,
behaviour of Labor mates. Talk about blaming the victim;
ethics and honesty. You are here defending those rorting you know?
members of Parliament, asking — demanding — that
There is the member for Bass saying it is bad to be a
we treat them respectfully. We will treat them with as
much respect as they deserve, as much respect as people rorter — and he gets kicked out of Parliament. He will
probably wind up paying more money than the member
who rip off the Victorians we are sworn to represent
for Melton ever will, but the Labor Party is very happy
deserve.
to vote to kick out a member of this Parliament who is
We do not regard ripping off taxpayers and committing actually telling the truth, in order to protect two rorting
fraud and rorts as misdemeanours. They are breaches of members of Parliament who should not be here. That is
trust. They are among the gravest breaches of trust that how bad this Parliament has become, this Labor
you can have as a member of this place, and the fact that government has become, under this Premier, because we
the member for Buninyong — the Labor member for
know that a fish rots from the head.
Buninyong — flushed himself out as the defender of the
Those of us who were in the previous Parliament saw
members for Melton and Tarneit says volumes about
how seriously this Labor Party, this Labor government, the conduct of the then Leader of the Opposition. You
could not find a higher moral high ground for him to
treats these issues and cares about public money. It is
absolutely appalling, and we will not let this matter drop. perch on. He would be there lecturing us in the
Parliament, on the television, in the newspapers, on the
We will continue to pursue it because this could be dealt radio, about how rorting behaviour was unacceptable,
with very, very quickly. The Leader of the Opposition
about how it needed to be dealt with, about how it was
has on the notice paper a motion to allow this house to
more important than a government getting its business
establish a committee to get to the bottom of it and deal program through — these matters were far too
with it once and for all, and there is only one reason why important — and that a member should be expelled.
that motion is not being debated. It is that the Labor
When a member of Parliament breaches a fundamental
Party is running a protection racket for its rorting
trust of the public, they should be expelled from this
friends, the rorting member for Melton and the rorting
place. That was the standard that the then Leader of the
member for Tarneit.
Opposition — the now Premier — set in the last
Parliament. He is a complete and utter hypocrite because
Why will members opposite not support a motion to
we know when it comes to this Premier, it is Labor first
investigate and deal with these matters? It is not
and integrity last. He is a hypocrite. He is now covering
acceptable to say ‘There’s a police investigation’ or ‘It’s up and protecting rorting, dishonest, unethical behaviour
being looked at by the police’. That was not good
from two of his own.
enough for them when Geoff Shaw was being dealt
with. We had parallel processes where the Parliament
As I flagged in my budget appropriation speech
asserted its own privilege and its own right to deal with yesterday, I believe there is a very important reason for
our own members, and we took responsibility for
this. There is a grubby political reason for this. I believe
dealing with a breach of proper conduct by one of our
that the member for Melton and the Premier have done a
own. That happened in parallel with police processes,
deal — a dirty deal — where the Premier has said to the
and members opposite did not complain about that. In
member for Melton, ‘You only have to pay back some
fact it was the coalition government at the time that
of the money you’ve stolen from the Parliament —
established the motion to refer it to the Privileges
some of the money you’ve stolen from the public. Just
Committee.
give us back some of the Ocean Grove money —
without interest, without penalty — but you can keep all
We were not going to sit back and say that rorting
the Lake Wendouree ill-gotten gains’.
behaviour or improper behaviour should be swept under
the carpet. We said, ‘No. We’re going to deal with it. We I believe the reason for this is that the member for
actually believe in integrity and the reputation of this
Melton has threatened the Premier that if he is forced to
And then the member for Buninyong goes on. He is
criticising us for daring to raise these issues in the
chamber and criticising us for, and I quote:
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pay back all the money he took, he will go. He will pick
up his swag, he will walk out the doors with his
taxpayer-funded lifetime pension and he will cause a
by-election. And we know with all the issues that are
running in this state at the moment — the crime wave,
the attacks on the Country Fire Authority volunteers, the
sky rail lies, just to name three — and the neglect that
the Labor government has shown for some of its own
electorates, people will make a call that Labor deserves
to be punished. If there is a by-election in Melton, I feel
very confident in saying the Labor Party will lose it, and
if Labor loses that by-election, the Premier would be
gone within a week, because we know the jackals in not
just his backbench but his own frontbench are waiting
for him to stumble.
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Going back to budget paper 3 and looking at the
obligations of the Parliament and the department:
The departments of the Parliament of Victoria aim to:
…
safeguard Parliament’s independence and integrity …

Members opposite would not know integrity if they fell
over it. They are prepared to put their own base political
interests before the interests of this Parliament as an
institution, the interests of the public we are sworn to
serve and the interests of the democracy that sent each
one of us here. That is not good enough.

This Appropriation (Parliament 2017–2018) Bill 2017
should be used as an opportunity for all members to
They are waiting for him to stumble. If the member for reflect on the importance of integrity, which we are
Mulgrave lost a by-election in a Labor seat, he would be obliged to uphold, and as long as the rorting members
gone within a week, faster than you could say ‘special
for Melton and Tarneit remain in this place it will
caucus meeting’. I am sure the member for Essendon
forever be sullied.
would be one of the first ones putting his signature on
the form calling that special caucus meeting. He can
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — For
smell a promotion a mile off, the member for Essendon. someone who had unlimited time to speak on this bill,
He is not wearing that suit because he is a shrinking
that was a rather short lecture on integrity. But I concur
violet; he is wearing that suit because he wants to stand with the member for Malvern on one account — that is,
out. That is the dirty deal. The member for Mulgrave
there has never been a time when the standing of this
would rather push his own interests in preventing a
Parliament and of members of Parliament across the
by-election at any cost than do the right thing: get all the globe, I would suggest, has been held in lower regard. It
public’s money back and expel the rorters from the
is not just to do with the fact that we have had issues
Labor Party and this Parliament, because that is what
with members of Parliament in this Parliament; it has to
should be happening.
do with the way that we behave, the way that we
conduct ourselves and the way that we go about talking
As I have said, this is something that the Labor Party has to people in our electorates and engaging with people in
done which is not just hypocritical and not just an
our electorates.
abrogation of responsibility; this is politically corrupt. It
is politically corrupt to protect people who have taken
Indeed it is about showing respect for each other instead
money from the public under false pretences and to say, of shouting people down, and it is about respecting the
‘You don’t have to pay it all back’. It is politically
role of the Chair so that when they stand on their feet
corrupt to protect people who should be subject to the
they are given that respect. It has been a very
processes of this Parliament and in my view should be
longstanding tradition in this house that when the Chair
expelled from this Parliament in order to look after the
stands on their feet the member speaking sits down. I
political interests of the Premier of the day. This is
have to say that when I was new to this house I made the
political corruption writ large by the Labor Party, by the mistake of continuing to talk when the Chair was on her
Labor government and by this Premier.
feet, and that Chair, the member for Evelyn, actually
threw me out. It was the best lesson I have ever had
Victorians should not have to put up with it, and as far as actually, because I was given a lesson in how to behave
the coalition is concerned Victorians will not put up with in this Parliament and I never made that mistake again. I
it. We will continue this fight for integrity, this fight for would suggest to the member for Bass that if he was
justice, this fight for repayment of every single cent that modelling good behaviour to his electorate, then he
the taxpayers have had stolen from them, and we will
would show decent respect to the Chair and he would
continue the fight to restore a semblance of honesty to
take today as a lesson. But as I said, this is what people
this place, because as long as the member for Tarneit
are talking about on the street and the member for
continues to sit in his seat, taking his salary and voting
Malvern reminds us that people are talking about these
with Labor, and as long as the member for Melton
issues, so we all need to take heed of that.
continues to sit in his seat, taking his salary and voting
with Labor, honour will not be restored.
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We live in times when people think they can say and do
I tell you what else people are talking about: they are
also talking about this budget, and this budget has — — anything and there will be no repercussions for doing so.
Sadly, that is the case. In talking to journalists, I have
Honourable members interjecting.
remarked to them that they are not helping this cause by
reporting on members of Parliament, particularly when it
Ms GRALEY — Yes, they are. ‘It’s brilliant’, says
has amounted to an incursion into the privacy of our
Domestic Violence Victoria. ‘This is a budget with
lives. That is making us more vulnerable. When security
heart’, says the Victorian Council of Social Service.
attended my office they were really quite alarmed at the
‘These initiatives will help young Victorians to enter the situation we faced, so I was not backward in coming
home market across the state’, says the Housing Industry forward in talking to the Treasurer about the need for
Association. This is a fiscally responsible budget that
extra security for all members of Parliament and, as I
delivers in the key areas of education and health and
mentioned, our staff.
invests in infrastructure. These are the things that people
are talking about, but I digress — —
As I said, we live in different times. I do not want to see
members giving up the privilege of being connected,
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, this is the good, hardworking, engaged members of Parliament.
Appropriation (Parliament 2017–2018) Bill 2017, not
That is why we need to have this extra staff and security.
the Appropriation (2017–2018) Bill 2017. Perhaps you We still need to engage with our electorates, we still
could direct the member to come back to speaking on
need to go out, we still need to bring people in, we still
the Appropriation (Parliament 2017–2018) Bill 2017.
need to communicate strongly and we still have to put
on our best face, but we know that in these times, when
The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
there is just far too much nastiness and
order. I understand the member was responding to
comments that were made in the previous contribution, thoughtlessness — too much ‘Me! Me! Me!’ actually —
and far too little kindness, support and respect for others,
but I do ask her to come back to the Appropriation
that has become harder. We are all suffering from this,
(Parliament 2017–2018) Bill 2017.
so I am very pleased to see in this bill that all MPs will
Ms GRALEY — I am more than willing to return to be provided with extra security.
the Appropriation (Parliament 2017–2018) Bill 2017. I
I have a statement about the budget which says that this
am saying that we need to invest in this august
security is being provided to help minimise workplace
institution and make sure that it continues to operate in
risks associated with existing staffing levels. It is a sad
good working order.
day when a workplace risk is not someone tripping over
I wish to put on the record, as has always been the habit a cord but is instead about the actual safety of your staff.
I am very aware that this extra security comes as a bit of
in this place — I did notice, however, that the member
for Malvern did not do this — my thanks to the staff of a shock when it is first installed. It means that your
the Department of Parliamentary Services and those who office is not open for people to come in and out of as
they please, but that is something we will have to
work in this building, including the clerks, the library
increasingly adjust to. Certainly in my case I am using
workers, the staff at Strangers and the attendants, who
really go beyond the call of duty in providing us with a my best endeavours to make sure that people still feel
comfortable and fitting working environment. I must say very welcome and well looked after when they come to
that I have always had strong respect and a high regard my electorate office.
for the staff in this building. They have always been able
I am not one to back away from the fact that people
to provide me with the right advice not just on the
should be able to engage with and in fact demonstrate
information I need but also on entitlements et cetera.
out the front of a member of Parliament’s office. One of
the real values that we have in democratic Victoria is the
I also note — and we all need to make note of this —
right to demonstrate. I note that recently there have been
that there is extra funding in this budget for security
and staffing for members of Parliament. I want to talk demonstrations outside MPs’ offices. We need to be
aware of this because Parliament’s resources are finite.
about this because it goes back to the point I was
making at the outset. Sadly, members of Parliament are We have delivered a fiscally responsible budget, but all
members of Parliament also need to be fiscally
often not held in high regard, and this has meant that
responsible in the way that the Parliament spends its
many of us — I have read this in the papers — have
felt under threat or insecure at our electorate offices. I money and the way that electorate offices are run.
confess that I have been one of those members. I have
been concerned not only for my safety and security but I noticed recently that there were some volunteers
outside the electorate offices of a member of Parliament
also for those of my staff.
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in the Bayside area. Recently this member of Parliament,
a Liberal member in the upper house, Mrs Peulich, stood
up in Parliament and called for an investigation into the
funding and activities of Environment Victoria.
Committee inquiries are a very expensive thing that the
Parliament does, but this member of Parliament got up
and called for one because people were demonstrating
outside her office. I presume that Mrs Peulich is a
climate change sceptic. She asked the Special Minister
of State to launch an investigation into the funding and
activities of Environment Victoria.
We have to be very careful that we are not seen in this
Parliament to be wasting resources on political
witch-hunts and on things that you happen to disagree
with because you have a different ideological view. As
the open letter to Mrs Peulich in reply from
Environment Victoria said:
The volunteers outside your electorate office last week live in
your electorate and are representative of this 93 per cent,
because for them action by the coalition and all political parties
on climate change is a priority. While there were no
Environment Victoria staff present —

there is no real need for an investigation, so I hope we
do not waste resources on it —
I can assure you that if the coalition continues to oppose
environmental measures and lacks its own environmental
agenda, we will continue to inform Victorians this is where
their alternative government stands when it comes to
protecting our environment.
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pathetic arguments that are being put up to oppose these
matters, that certainly is a waste of the Parliament’s
resources.
I will finish my contribution by just saying that it is very,
very important that members of Parliament in this house
respect the traditions, the conventions and each other,
frankly. I would also like to finish up by saying thank
you to the Treasurer, who has not only delivered a
fantastic budget for all of Victoria, but he has also
delivered a magnificent budget to make sure that this
Parliament can continue its good works.
I would particularly like to commend his staff, especially
his chief of staff, Alison Currie, who I think is a real
dynamo and who has been able to bring all this matter
that is a plethora of figures, wishes and desires by
parliamentarians and of course constituents into this
magnificent document entitled Getting on with the Job:
Victorian Budget 17–18. I would especially like to thank
his caucus liaison adviser, Calum Walker, who does a
terrific job of working with the caucus and making sure
that we understand how the budget works but also
making sure that we are mindful that we are all part of a
team and we all need to work together to make sure that
the budget does represent the best for Victoria.

It is a real privilege to work in this Parliament and to
serve the people of Narre Warren South and Victoria.
But I do just want to put on the record that if we want
respect, we have to earn it and we have to earn it every
day that we are in this house and every day that people
So there is no need for an investigation. These people
are here. We must use the resources provided by this bill
have every right to demonstrate, and I think the ball is in wisely and respectfully because it is an essential part of
the opposition’s court. It would be a ridiculous waste of making sure that this really precious democracy that we
the Parliament’s resources if we were to go down that
have in Victoria is more accountable, more successful
track, and we have already seen examples of that
and more highly regarded. So without hesitation I do
happening in the upper house where things are just
commend this bill to the house.
dispensed off to committees and inquiries. The
government’s strong agenda to make sure that Victoria
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) — I too am
is the best place for everyone to live, work and raise a
pleased to rise to speak on the Appropriation (2017–2018)
family is being held up by cheap political manoeuvres
Bill 2017. I could not agree more with the member for
that are not serving Victorians and indeed are wasting
Narre Warren South on a number of those issues, in
money. I think that everybody has the right to
particular the need for us as MPs to respect this
demonstrate, but this is a warning to those who want to Parliament. Unfortunately what we have seen from a
waste the Parliament’s resources. It is also a wake-up
former colleague and a current colleague of the member
call to the opposition. You really need to get your act
for Narre Warren South is absolute disrespect not just for
together on environmental matters.
this Parliament but also for the people of this state. The
way that the member for Melton and the member for
I noticed that already in the upper house the opposition Tarneit have behaved is just disgraceful. It brings great
has voted against the Climate Change Bill 2016, voted
shame on them and the Labor Party, and sadly it brings
against fairer tariffs for solar energy, campaigned to
great shame on all of us because, as the member for Narre
keep the dirtiest power station in Australia open for
Warren South said, we are all tarred with that same brush
longer and signalled an intent to scrap the Victorian
unfortunately. So I am extremely frustrated and angry at
renewable energy target if re-elected. It is not good
the performance of those members and the way it has
policy, and if we are spending time on discussing pretty reflected on this house. As previous members have said,
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we need to use the appropriations given to this Parliament
wisely, and indeed the government needs to use all
appropriations wisely. I am certainly concerned that that
has not been the case with the former Speaker and Deputy
Speaker. That is very obvious. I will come back to those
matters later.
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and it is not always good, I encourage those departments
to do their work as efficiently as possible.
I talked about using the taxpayers money in this
Parliament wisely. We have not seen that with the
actions of the members for Melton and Tarneit. Not only
was it not a wise use of funds, it was an outright
deception and rorting of the taxpayer. It has left a stain
on all of us in this place. As much as we can take
comfort that it was someone else, a constant theme that I
hear is, ‘You’re all the same’.

On the other matters that confront the Parliament at the
moment, we are seeing some of the money allocated in
past years ending this year, with the new
accommodation that is being built rising out of the
ground behind us. I know many members of the public
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.02 p.m.
would say that we should never expend any money on
Parliament or on politicians, but I do look forward to the
new accommodation that is being constructed. I hope it Business interrupted under sessional orders.
is delivered on budget and as efficiently as possible, and
MATTERS OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
I look forward to having a window where I can actually
see the sky or daylight at some stage. But it is a privilege
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining
to be in this Parliament, and it does not matter whether
agreement
you are in a broom closet or the Premier’s office. People
should treat it with respect and be thankful for the
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I have
services that we have here.
accepted a statement from the honourable member for
Gembrook proposing the following matter of public
In speaking to that too, I acknowledge the work of the
importance for discussion:
staff at Parliament, from the clerks to the Hansard
reporters and the tour guides, who help us here in the
chamber, and the committee staff. The committee staff
do a fantastic job running the committees, which
involves a lot of detail and a lot of information. I note
that the budget this year for parliamentary committees
has actually been reduced, which is I think a backward
step on the part of this government.
Mr Clark — They don’t want to be scrutinised.
Mr D. O’BRIEN — They do not want to be
scrutinised — the member for Box Hill is right. That
budget is being reduced by half a million dollars, and
that is a backward step because the committees do great
work in prosecuting difficult issues, in looking into
complex matters that the Parliament needs to get its head
around and act on and also in scrutinising the
government of the day. The government has form on
this, having referred a number of its election
commitments — including, for example, a parliamentary
inquiry into onshore gas — to an upper house committee
that had no resources to be able to properly interrogate
that issue. We got a virtually useless response as a result.
The government should not be cutting funding to the
committees, because that is an important part of the
parliamentary process.

That this house condemns the continual undermining of the
CFA by the Andrews Labor government, including:
(1) the disrespect shown by the Premier, Daniel Andrews, to
all CFA volunteers;
(2) the Andrews government’s caving in to the United
Firefighters Union demands to take control of the CFA;
and
(3) the dangers to all Victorians from a possible break-up of
the CFA, which would undermine surge capacity for
fighting fires and put Victorian families at risk.

Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — It is National
Volunteer Week in Victoria, and today is a day in a
week in which we should be very proud of those who
stand up and protect us across the state, whether it is the
State Emergency Service (SES), the Country Fire
Authority (CFA), volunteer ambulance officers or
people in schools, councils, the Australian Red Cross
and local kinders — the list goes on. So many people in
our community protect us every day and volunteer in
their local communities to make Victoria a better place.

I know for a fact that people like the member for Evelyn
have so much respect for CFA volunteers, particularly
the work that several CFA brigades do in her
community. I can say that the member for South-West
I also thank all those who work in the Department of
Coast thanks and respects those in Woolsthorpe, and she
Parliamentary Services, including the finance and
thanks and respects the Port Fairy SES unit and the work
administration sections, human resources et cetera.
that they do in their community. I have been out with the
Although many of us have regular interaction with them, member for South Barwon to thank and respect the
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anxiety among CFA volunteers across the whole state,
particularly in those 35 stations that are integrated — the
35 stations that have volunteer and career firefighters
I would like to personally thank those from the CFA
that many will tell you have worked so closely together
brigades and the SES units and all those other volunteers for so long and have fought fires in their communities
in my electorate, with a special focus on Clematis. The together? Why would a Premier want to go out and do
Clematis CFA brigade is a station that has assisted in
that right now?
training me to get me ready to turn out for fires, and I
On behalf of his union masters, he obviously made some
can understand the training that a CFA volunteer goes
kind of promise before the election that he will hand
through. I put on record my thanks to the member for
across control of the CFA to the union. He has promised
Benambra, who is a volunteer in his own community
and stands up for his community not just as a member of Peter Marshall of the United Firefighters Union (UFU)
Parliament but also as a proud volunteer in the CFA, to that he will hand across control and they will use the
Simon Ramsey, a member for Western Victoria Region clause in the enterprise agreement about consultation as
in the Council, and to the member for Scoresby for their the scapegoat. They talk about consultation and then
they add the words ‘and agree’. In anyone’s language
services within our CFAs. Finally, the federal member
that is a veto clause. It removes the power from
for Wannon, who is also a very proud volunteer, has
stood side by side with me as we have talked about those management to operate the services and protect the very
volunteers who are working for those services.
volunteers and what they do across the state.
Grovedale CFA brigade as well as the South Barwon
SES unit, which celebrated 40 years of service recently.

Yet what do we see on the other side of the chamber in a
week when we are talking about respecting our
volunteers? It is a week when we are talking about
needing to make sure they are here for the future, yet we
are talking about a Premier who now wants to destroy
the CFA and the very, very community-minded people
who have been involved in the CFA for so many years.
He is joined by a minister who is remembered for the
more than 10 statutory declarations that came into the
Parliament to prove he was lying in relation to
presumptive legislation when he met the captains and
leaders of CFA brigades in his own community.
A perfect example of the current Minister for Emergency
Services’ two-faced approach to his war on volunteers
was his visit to the member for Warrandyte’s electorate
for the official opening of the new South Warrandyte
CFA station. He stood in front of the volunteers and the
career firefighters and said how proud he was of the
volunteers — their service, their dedication and their
commitment. At the same time he was working in the
background to sack them from that brigade and make it a
career-only station in the future — getting rid of
volunteers and disrespecting them. There is no bigger sign
of disrespect than pushing out the men and women who
have protected us for so long, including on Black
Saturday and Ash Wednesday. These men and women
are the ones you can easily identify because as most of us
are driving away from the dangers of fire, they are the
ones driving into the face of fire to make sure they can
protect our lives, our property and our future.

On behalf of the Liberal and National parties, I am very
proud to rise to speak on this matter of public
importance today, and I know I speak on behalf of every
person on this side of the house. We will fight tooth and
nail to stop this happening. We will work with our local
communities, we will work with our local volunteers
and we will push every button we can through the
media, social media and our local networks to make sure
every person in Victoria understands that in the week
when we are supposed to be respecting volunteers, the
Premier is trying to tear apart the very organisation that
they have been proud to represent and one we should all
be standing by.
The disrespect is never-ending. It has created a massive
dispute that has been going on for some time now. As I
recall, it was just under a year ago that the Premier
proudly said, ‘It needed to be fixed, and I fixed it’.
Nothing could be further from the truth. You are not
going to believe it, but in a statement of 8 May his
Minister for Emergency Services actually came out and
said, ‘We’re working on fixing it’. Which is it? Was it
fixed 300-odd days ago or is he is still trying to work on
a fix now? Even in question time this week, the Premier
and the Minister for Emergency Services could not once
say, ‘We guarantee that every volunteer in this state will
be protected in the station they have proudly served and
will continue to serve into the future’.

Let me assure you: the Liberal and National parties
guarantee that if they are in government, they will
protect every volunteer in such a vital service. We will
respect them, and we will ensure that they have the
Why is Premier Andrews doing this? In a week of
thanks to the volunteers, why would you go to the media safety equipment and the opportunities to go forward in
and start talking about destroying the CFA? Why would the future to protect our community. They are the
world’s best trained volunteers. They are some of the
a Premier want to put a message out which creates
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world’s best firefighters. You can go out to Meredith,
you can go down to South Barwon, you can go down to
Pakenham or you can go up north to Mildura — all of
these stations have got quality volunteer firefighters who
have done excess training as well as turning out to many
thousands of fires and protecting us across the years.
What do we get? A decision by the Premier that shows
disrespect for them. He is aiming to sack them from
those 35 stations. You would think he would just stop
there. You would think he would have done enough just
by getting rid of volunteers in paid stations — no. We
have seen the list that is out there. Let us look at the Lara
CFA brigade. Lara CFA is one of the stations that the
UFU continuously target. They intimidate and they
bully. They send out false documents in relation to their
response times. They blatantly lie to the community.
They send messages through committees in this
Parliament, and on the record they have lied about
response times from the Lara CFA.
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that serves the prison system. But no, the Minister for
Emergency Services, who is just walking into the
chamber, is working with Peter Marshall to ensure that
there is a clause in the EBA that says you cannot have
industry responses. They are putting the union ahead of
the safety of Victorians, and they are putting their union
mates and the deals ahead of all Victorians.
It is fair to say that the union is out there campaigning
right now. They are out there trying to get their message
into the media about what they are doing. Brenton
Smith, a firefighter up in Ballarat, was awarded the
Ballarat Trades Hall Young Activist of the Year
Award — —
Mr Merlino interjected.

Mr BATTIN — Sorry, is that the minister? The
minister is a bit touchy when we talk about the young
activist of the year for the UFU, who put an op-ed out. If
you summarise the op-ed, he has effectively said that the
If you want the facts around Lara CFA, go and actually volunteers up there are useless, they cannot do anything,
they do not respond on time, and if you live in an area
speak to the volunteers down there and ask them about
the turnouts. How many times do they turn out per year? with volunteers, you are unsafe. I hope the minister goes
It is more than 300. On every occasion, apart from when on the record and supports his statement and goes out
there and lets all the volunteers know that he agrees with
they have to respond to the prison system, they are
Brenton — that if you live in a community with
actually on time. Their standard response times are
volunteers, you are unsafe. Because those are the words
nearly 100 per cent.
he has put there.
If you add in the prison response times, you actually get a
Members do not need to take my word for it. I refer to a
different result, because they cannot just drive straight
into a prison. There are obviously security issues, so their letter from Chris Jones, the captain of the Meredith rural
response times are different. That will not change if there fire brigade:
are career firefighters at Lara. They will still have to wait
Mr Smith’s statements could not be further from the truth.
outside the prison. They do not get a special exemption to
It is my fellow volunteer firefighters who for decades have day
go in that, just like volunteers do not get one.
We need to make sure that the truth is on the table and
people are reading from the facts about what is
happening out at Lara. It is about time that this
government and the member for Lara stood up in this
place and said they will not accept the fact that the career
firefighters are coming in to take over a station that has
proudly served his community.
Mr R. Smith interjected.
Mr BATTIN — Exactly. As the member for
Warrandyte said, the community has put millions into
this facility, not just in man-hours but actually in raising
money and cash to build the facility, and the union and
Peter Marshall want to come in and take it over. That is
a disgrace. If you were to go back to the enterprise
bargaining agreement (EBA), you could actually fix the
problem down there. You could fix the problem by
putting in an industry brigade near the prison, a brigade

in, day out given their time for free and on many occasions at
the expense of the member to protect our communities and
who come together in times of crisis to preserve life and
property …
If we lose our CFA volunteers and the current structure that we
have for so long cherished, we also lose the surge capacity that
comes with it and the large numbers of firefighters that attend
fires just like the Scotsburn fire in 2015. This will be a disaster
for community safety across the state.

Chris Jones is going to stand up for his community. He
is a firefighter who is going to stand up to this minister,
he is going to stand up to this Premier and he is going to
make sure the message is out there. Volunteers have
protected us for a long time and they will protect us for a
long time into the future. They now are asking the
minister, quite simply, why he will not protect them.
When the minister gets up and speaks on this matter —
and I am assuming that he has walked into the chamber
to speak after me on this matter, so he should take a note
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of this — I challenge him to get up and give a guarantee
to every volunteer firefighter in this state that not one
will be displaced from any station across the state — not
one. I want a guarantee that the volunteer firefighters in
Pakenham, in Warrnambool, in Mildura, in Ballarat, in
Ocean Grove, in any of those stations that are integrated,
will not be pushed out in favour of the minister making a
dodgy deal with Peter Marshall. It is about time that the
minister stood up for them. We know where the last
person from his side who stood up to Peter Marshall sits
now, the last person who said she was threatened that an
axe would be put in her head. I wonder if the minister
has had those same threats from Peter Marshall, but I
suppose you do not get threats when you do everything
Peter Marshall says.
The minister may have missed what I said before, but
we saw the respect he has for his own brigades when he
lied straight to their faces about presumptive legislation.
He came into this place and continued that lie after the
first question. Then 10 statutory declarations were
actually tabled to say that the minister had lied. That is
the respect that the CFA volunteers have for this
minister.

1207

not get past the UFU website. But if the minister would
like to look on the VFBV website, he would understand
how surge capacity works. If he is not sure, I can email
him the list of exactly how it works and the little
drawing on the VFBV website that shows how surge
capacity actually works. We need to protect that surge
capacity going forward, and the only way to protect that
is for government and opposition to stand side by side
and protect the volunteers.
However, we have got a problem with it. We have a
minister and a Premier who are more interested in
standing side by side with Peter Marshall than getting on
with the job of making sure we have the best fire
services in Victoria. As I said at the start, only the
Liberal and National parties will stand with every
volunteer in this state to protect Victoria, our future, our
people and our volunteers.

Mr MERLINO (Minister for Emergency Services) —
I am happy to rise to speak against the matter of public
importance, as you would expect. It is another round of
drivel from those opposite, another attempt to spread fear
and division, and another base attempt to pit firefighter
against firefighter. It is what they have been doing not just
The minister has been put into a position, along with the for the last two and a half years; it is what they have been
Premier, where he has to protect all Victorians and not
doing for many, many years.
just the unions that have bankrolled Labor to get it
where it is. Whenever you are going to make a change to Let me make this point: the Andrews government has
done more to support our fire services — the Country
the CFA or the Metropolitan Fire Brigade or change
Fire
Authority (CFA) and others — and our volunteers
how you deliver fire services — and no-one on this side
than
the previous mob could be bothered doing in their
will deny you have to make changes to the fire service
entire
time in government. Those opposite come into
delivery model to keep up with technology and to keep
this place and they talk about respect for firefighters. It is
up with available resources; we all understand that —
you cannot make a decision on these things based solely unbelievable.
on what the UFU wants. You have to go out there and
work out the best outcome for Victorian families and the Their MPI talks about ‘the disrespect shown’. Let me
say that it is not respectful to cut $66 million out of our
best outcome for Victoria.
fire services budgets, straining precious resources. That
is what those opposite did when they were in
When we go back to February 2009, the minister
government. It is not respectful to deny evidence that
should be able to tell us how many career firefighters
certain
cancers are caused by firefighting duties. Those
were on the firefighting ground on 7 February for the
1
opposite
denied that. It is not respectful for those
first 5 ⁄2 hours on Black Saturday. I can tell the house
opposite
to
refuse to acknowledge the need for
that it was zero. The volunteer firefighters were all out
presumptive rights legislation. That is what they have
protecting us and protecting our environment, our
denied. It is not respectful to let firefighters continue to
future and our lives. The career firefighters and the
volunteer firefighters worked very closely together post train at a ground like Fiskville even though it was known
that time. The reality is that surge capacity is vital, and that they were being exposed to dangerous chemicals.
we need to respect that volunteers are available on call They let them continue training there. That is not
at the drop of a hat at any time to protect us. That is not respectful; it is disgraceful, and every one of those
about demonising anyone. That is the fact. The fact is opposite should be ashamed. It is not respectful to
we need to make sure that we have got surge capacity abandon an inquiry into the scandal at Fiskville because
you have better things to do. That is what the member
in this state.
for Gembrook did; he abandoned the inquiry. He could
not even be bothered hearing the evidence.
I know the minister would never look at the Volunteer
Fire Brigades Victoria (VFBV) website, because he does
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Mr Battin interjected.
Mr MERLINO — You left it, you coward; that is
what you did.
It is not respectful to spend a Friday evening at the
tennis while there are dozens of fires burning. That was
the previous emergency services minister, the member
for Rowville. It is not respectful to vilify career
firefighters, calling them thugs and using their legitimate
right to bargain for a new enterprise bargaining
agreement (EBA) as an opportunity for a political fight.
I tell you what, the thug is the member for Gembrook.
The thug is the Leader of the Opposition for vilifying
and demonising the men and women in our fire services
who put their lives on the line to protect property and to
protect and save other people’s lives. Those opposite are
the thugs. They are the bullies.
It is not respectful to lie to volunteer firefighters and to
scare them about things that are blatantly untrue — that
they will not be welcome in the CFA and that they are
not capable of working with career firefighters. They lie
blatantly about issues such as seven on the ground.
Those opposite have never sought to do anything other
than ramp up tensions in our fire services for their own
political gain, and that is what they are doing now.
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Consultative Committee, a committee of volunteer and
career firefighters. The clear and unambiguous advice to
government is that the federal legislation makes not just
the proposed CFA agreement but any agreement
virtually impossible. The legislation is so broad — —
Mr Battin — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker,
the minister is referring to legal advice he has had as to
how the EBA can or cannot go through. We ask him to
table that legal advice to ensure all the community
knows that he is lying to the volunteers yet again.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! There is no
point of order.
Mr MERLINO — The legislation is so broad that it
would ban clauses, completely normal industrial
relations clauses, in EBAs, terms that exist in fire
services EBAs in other jurisdictions. It is things like
staffing levels, career pathways, hours of work, safety
standards for uniforms, for equipment and appliances.
All of these clauses are banned by virtue of the political
interference of the Turnbull government — the Liberal
and National party mates in Canberra. This is the reality.

So we are here all this time later because those opposite
and the federal government thought that they could get
some political mileage out of keeping this dispute
running. The fact of the matter is that the current
The paid firefighters EBAs, of both the CFA and the
proposed CFA agreement and any CFA agreement that
Metropolitan Fire Brigade, expired in 2013. Those
opposite were in government but made no effort to come contains clauses around training, equipment, staffing and
rostering will be banned under this legislation. So do not
to a resolution. In fact those opposite declared war on
talk to me; talk to your mates in Canberra.
our firefighters. After extensive work to consult and to
put in place additional safeguards, the CFA and the
In terms of our volunteer firefighters, career firefighters
firefighters union reached an agreement to end this
and all of the community, they are sick of this political
dispute. It was based on the recommendations of the
football. As CFA chief officer Steve Warrington told the
independent umpire, the Fair Work Commission, and
parliamentary inquiry into fire season preparedness in
work was underway for it to go out to employees for a
August last year:
vote. The federal Turnbull government intervened and
amended the Fair Work Act 2009 to target career
The reality is we have had agreements in the past. The sky was
firefighters. The federal government intervened to
going to fall in in 2010, and I can tell you we continue again to
prevent an agreement the two parties had reached from
provide service in a collaborative manner across this state, and
we will continue to do so.
being implemented and then took the extraordinary step
of writing to the CFA with a series of legal threats to
intervene in proceedings and block the agreement from The emergency management commissioner, Craig
Lapsley, has been definitive about this, saying that they
going ahead.
have had no problems at all with CFA firefighters —
In light of this extraordinary intervention, the CFA and career or volunteers — working together, working with
the union returned to the Fair Work Commission. It is no other agencies, and that it has been absolutely critical
and a stellar effort. The firefighters, whether career or
secret that the political interference of the Turnbull
volunteer, won’t let Victorians down; they haven’t
government means that it is virtually impossible for a
CFA operational agreement to be reached. The facts of missed a call yet, and they won’t miss a call.
the situation are on the table. I have had these
The South Warrandyte former captain, Greg Kennedy,
discussions with Volunteer Fire Brigades Victoria, I
have had these discussions with the CFA and I have had said:
these discussions with the CFA Performance and Policy
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We’re looking forward … getting on with what we’re here to
do, which is protecting the community and providing the best
service we possibly can.

Those opposite have gone around the state telling the
community that volunteers were going to stop turning
out. This is irresponsible, an insult to volunteers and
patently untrue. The parliamentary inquiry into bushfire
preparedness heard from CFA volunteer Ian Ashcroft,
who stated:
If the EBA was signed tomorrow, then on Monday we would
not see any difference at East Gippsland.

Nick Barton told the same hearing:
If I could support what Ian says, there is no concern that local
volunteers will not turn out.

Former CFA chair John Peberdy said:
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An honourable member interjected.
Mr MERLINO — No, both, you fool. We make
these investments because we are committed to the
safety of our firefighters, unlike those opposite. They
wilfully and callously ignored the problems at Fiskville,
which put so many firefighters, career and
volunteer — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MERLINO — They stand up here today
pretending that they care about volunteer firefighters.
They did not care when they were exposed to
dangerous chemicals. They do not care if they contract
cancer as a result of their firefighting duties. They do
not care about that.

The CFA services 3.3 million Victorians, including
60 per cent of Melbourne suburbs. Victoria’s population
is projected to increase by 4.6 million people between
now and 2050, with significant increases in the CFA
area. The 2009 Victorian Bushfires Royal Commission
We know that volunteers will always turn out. This is
why we are the ones making the investments in our fire looked at this issue and noted the significant change in
the needs and risk profiles of our outer suburbs and our
services. While those opposite want to call the
dedication of firefighters into question and call it respect, regional centres.
we are the ones who invest in our fire services. We do
The Jones review into CFA volunteers, which was
not rip millions of dollars away — that is the record of
commissioned by the former coalition government, had
those opposite.
this to say:
We have targeted investments at our emergency
It is clear that the changing risk profile in Victoria, with the
volunteers because they are our first line of defence. Our
development of new urban areas and extension of urban
57 000 CFA volunteers do an outstanding job keeping
growth boundaries will place significant pressure on the CFA
to ensure its service delivery standards are maintained.
our community safe. It is vital that our brigades have the
Inevitably, this will result in more paid firefighters being
support, the equipment, the facilities and the training
required to meet the service needs.
they need to get on with the job. That is why we
introduced the emergency services volunteer
The Jones inquiry — your own inquiry — said more
sustainability grant, providing $15 million in immediate paid firefighters will be needed. That is the election
investments across the emergency services sector. With commitment we made: 350 additional firefighters. The
over $850 000 worth of direct investment already
member for Rowville called that a disgrace. Tell that to
announced and more to come for CFA brigades across
the growing outer suburbs. Tell that to regional cities
the state, volunteers are already seeing the benefit. It
that need those additional career firefighters supporting
meant that brigades like Devon Meadows could finally our volunteer brigades to keep our community safe. That
afford specialist equipment like thermal imaging
is what it is all about.
cameras, and that volunteers at other brigades like
Edithvale could have the brand-new facility they need to We will always need a strong CFA. We will always
need to protect and enhance our volunteers. Surge
keep the community safe.
capacity is absolutely vital. We have had it, and we
Our first budget in 2015–16 provided for 80 additional
always will. We need a strong professional career force
trucks — 80 additional appliances — for CFA volunteer as well. That is what we need in a growing state. That is
brigades. There are a further 28 appliances as part of our what we need in a modern fire service.
$35 million emergency management volunteers
Because of the political interference of those opposite, a
package. We are rebuilding stations at Huntly,
CFA agreement cannot be reached because of the
Buninyong, Plenty and Edithvale. We are rolling out
federal legislation. So we are looking at all options. We
emergency medical responses to our integrated CFA
are going to the bushfires royal commission. We are
brigades and other volunteer brigades as well.
My experience is when there is a fire, the firefighters are there,
and I was not personally convinced that we would lose a lot of
people …

MATTERS OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
1210

ASSEMBLY

Wednesday, 10 May 2017

(UFU) in their takeover plans for the Mildura region.
going to the Jones review. We are going to the fire
services review, and it is only Labor that will deliver the They will do anything for the UFU, including
removing — —
support that our fire services need.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! There is too
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Before I call
the member for Mildura, I would ask members to be in much audible conversation in the chamber. I cannot hear
the member for Mildura.
their allocated seats if they wish to speak across the
chamber, and I would also ask members to refer to other
Mr CRISP — What has become of the volunteers in
members by their correct titles.
integrated stations? All I can talk about is Mildura. In
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to speak in support of Mildura they have been driven out. There is no other
way to describe it. They are part of the group of
the matter of public importance (MPI) raised by the
3800 volunteers that have left the CFA. They have been
member for Gembrook. This is about volunteerism in
driven out by the activities of the paid firefighters within
our community. Volunteers, including those in the
Country Fire Authority (CFA), are paid in respect; that that station complex. It has become a hostile
is all they ask for in exchange for their time and in some environment that has just ripped out the respect for what
they are there to do.
cases their money to keep our community safe. It is
locals looking after locals. It is locals understanding
local needs, and it is local knowledge that is everything Where have these great community-minded volunteers
gone? Some have gone to nearby brigades, which are
to our communities.
now threatened. Some have joined the rural fire service
Now we hear of some secret committee that is going to over the river in New South Wales. All these volunteers
wanted was respect. The Andrews government has
change things. What sort of change do we know of?
allowed respect to be ripped out of the CFA, particularly
What we are hearing is that despite previous promises
at integrated stations. By implication the Andrews
about boundaries, the Andrews government is
government is ripping respect out of communities. the
considering splitting the CFA. This goes to the very
government may not value respect, but country people
heart of what so many of our volunteers and our
communities expect. Can the boundaries of the CFA be do, and I do.
moved? The answer is yes. The boundaries are set in
legislation with complex details on how you move them. Surge capacity has been discussed. As well as keeping
the community safe day-to-day, CFA volunteers provide
the state with a stable surge capacity. Surge capacity is
Boundaries can be changed by request from the
vital to how we go about major campaign fires. It is the
Metropolitan Fire Brigade (MFB) and a municipal
ability to mobilise large numbers of emergency
council agreement, and then it goes to the Governor in
personnel to major emergencies while currently
Council. That is if you want to enlarge the urban
maintaining the coverage at local services at home. For
boundary. But that is not what I am here to talk about,
example, during the major disasters both volunteers and
because I am talking about Mildura. If the government
paid firefighters travel outside their areas to fight major
wishes to create new areas that are not a simple
expansion of the existing boundary, it is not possible — fires, such as on Black Saturday, and we can even go
it requires legislation. That is what is rumoured is going back as far as Ash Wednesday.
to happen in Mildura.
In my particular area in the recent period there were
Expanding the boundaries of the MFB to the edge of the what we call the Yaapeet fire and the South Australian
metropolitan area would capture many brigades and both border fires. Surge capacity is only available to a
volunteer agency with thousands of firefighters trained
integrated and volunteer firefighters. It would displace
and able to travel anywhere across the state. The
thousands of volunteers that cannot volunteer at MFB
stations, thus impacting our surge capacity. I will explain Yaapeet fire burned for 10 days, with multiple crews
from the Mildura region working 12-hour shifts, and we
surge capacity later.
had a fire in almond hulls and husks down at Carwarp
The government can make Mildura part of the MFB, it
that required a long commitment of volunteers to look
can displace the volunteers from Mildura and, yes, the
after that area. Also crews from our region travel
government can redraw the response boundaries
interstate to assist other states. The Blue Mountains is
threatening the nearby volunteer brigades. This is what one area where volunteers went in recent years.
scares our communities most: that there will be a
There is also the role that our volunteers play in non-fire
creeping takeover of the Mildura CFA areas. Yes, the
emergencies. We had floods in January 2012 in Beulah,
government is a slave of the United Firefighters Union
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and there were volunteers from Mildura sandbagging
that area. I was there, and they were giving their time.
Then later in February there were huge floods in
Mildura from getting our annual rainfall in 12 hours, and
those volunteers worked for weeks pumping water away
from roads and other infrastructure. In the
Remembrance Day storms they assisted the State
Emergency Service, particularly in Merbein, to remove
debris and fallen trees. The Merbein fire station, staffed
by volunteers, became the hub of that community. The
community interacted with that station. That is where
they went for information and that is where they went
for support. Even the Deputy Premier visited the station
and was briefed by volunteers. It took days to clear away
the debris to let the utility services access and restore
services.
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100 days of them coming to government, but there is no
sign of it yet. It has been used as a wedge — something
that is unfair on those particular communities.
One of the other things that is going on out there that is
impacting how volunteers feel about being respected is
the apparent budget reduction of $47 million this year.
Again, this is not adding to the value of the gift they give
us, which is their time. They deserve respect. Then there
is the cost of all of this to Victoria. So much of the
money that is going to be a priority for the government
and the UFU could go to equipment if they have to go
way beyond these boundary issues. Imagine what could
be done with that spend.
The principle of volunteerism is under threat. A
cornerstone of our community is under siege. I stand
with the communities and the volunteers to oppose a
government that is complicit in driving volunteerism
into the ground. Shame on the government that has sunk
to this level.

The fire stations are the centres in community
emergencies because the community feels connected to
them. They respect their volunteers and they are
respected, and they have been doing that for over
70 years. Paid firefighters and volunteer firefighters are
Ms WARD (Eltham) — It astonishes me that those
all trained the same, and they are prepared to continue to
opposite actually have the gall to put themselves up as
protect their communities. But in these circumstances,
the moral custodians of the Country Fire Authority
with the lack of respect for them, it is certainly being
(CFA) and volunteers in this state. I do not know where
ripped out of them.
they get off.
The enterprise bargaining agreement dispute could have
Mr Dimopoulos interjected.
been resolved if there had been no negative impact.
Volunteer Fire Brigades Victoria have been demonised
Ms WARD — Absolutely right, member for
in this. They have said that all they want to do is protect Oakleigh. After they ripped out of the heart of the CFA
the CFA volunteers and not see the CFA split up. This
$66 million over four years, that they then think they are
year the government has become enslaved to the UFU, the moral custodians of volunteerism in this state is an
which just wants to see what they can get.
absolute disgrace, because, member for Oakleigh, they

are not. All they are is political opportunists. That is all it
is: it is political opportunism. They do not really care
about what happens to our CFA, whether it is the
volunteers, whether it is the career firefighters or
whether it is the communities they serve. They only look
to serve themselves and they only look for the political
advantage that they can gain out of this. The fact that
they have no conscience whatsoever over the
disharmony, the discord and the deep, deep hurt that
they are causing in communities and in CFA brigades
In fact to many of those volunteers and many of those
communities it seems like it is just a takeover. What they astonishes me. I know it probably should not, but it does.
are afraid of is that they will be wedged up by boundary It astonishes me that they should be so base as to use
changes hidden away within the presumptive legislation, such an institution as badly as they do.
which is something that has been promised for a long
time. It will be in the same bill. There is no doubt about To think that they portray themselves as the only ones in
this house who understand the importance of the CFA,
that. It will wedge volunteers, and therefore they will
understand the importance of the volunteerism of the
feel they will have to give away their volunteerism to
CFA and understand the career firefighters — to think
agree to that. They should not be put in that situation.
that they think they are the only ones! I have lived
The government has been in no hurry to introduce this
presumptive legislation because I think it wants to use it practically my whole life in the shadow of a CFA siren
going off every Sunday morning. I know exactly how
to blackmail those volunteers. It was promised within

In dealing with all the red herrings, the false news and
the alternative facts, or even perhaps lies, the
government cannot demonise the federal government on
this. All they were endeavouring to do was maintain the
role of the volunteer in the Australian community, so to
demonise the federal government I think is worse. All
they wanted was that the volunteers be respected and
that volunteerism thrive in our community.
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important the CFA is to communities at both a career
level and a volunteer level. My father fought in the Ash
Wednesday fires; my brother still fights today. I
absolutely understand the importance of the CFA — and
how dare members opposite accuse me of lying about
the service of my father and my brother. How dare you!
Who do you think you are that you can come into this
house and accuse people of lying about the actions of
their families? Where do you get off? It is astonishing
that you would use the CFA in such a manner.
Ms Thomson interjected.
Ms WARD — Absolutely right, member for
Footscray, as a political tool.
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Let me read something posted on the member for
Gembrook’s Facebook page by a volunteer who served
at the Hazelwood fire. He wrote:
It’s a great shame that this whole issue has been manufactured
by the Liberal Party and the Herald Sun newspaper for
political and financial gain.

This is a CFA volunteer from Gippsland. He continued:
They have no respect for us volunteers past, present or future.
We need all firefighters to work together, not to be forced into
political fights.

That is exactly what they have reduced this to. They
have reduced it to a political fight for their own base
means, nothing else. Where has the federal government
been since they made their legislation? Where are their
visits to our CFAs? Where is their support for our
CFAs? There is zero. It was a political football.

For a few days after Black Saturday I was in the
command centre at Kangaroo Ground CFA. I heard the
phone calls, I saw the work that people did — and I see
the member for Yan Yean here, and I know exactly the
work she did too. My community bands together when it
Mr Foley — Where is the Sydney-centric PM now?
is needed, and my community works hard together,
Ms WARD — Absolutely, Minister for Housing,
whether they are career firefighters, whether they are
Disability
and Ageing. Where is our Prime Minister for
volunteer firefighters or whether they are a community
Sydney now? Well, he is not at any of our CFAs. The
as a whole. They work together.
election has been and gone, and so is he — out of this
And that is exactly what the CFA is supposed to be and state. He could not care about what happens in Victoria,
that is exactly what those opposite have worked
and he could not care what happens to our CFA. It
incredibly hard to destroy, which is collectivism,
should not be a political football. This volunteer
because those opposite do not under any circumstance
firefighter fought at Hazelwood, but let me read out a
support collectivism. They do not support people
career firefighter’s experience at Hazelwood — the
working together to achieve a common aim. What they Hazelwood that those opposite walked away from, the
support is division. The only way they see through
Hazelwood that those opposite did not know how to
political debate or conversation is through division,
manage and the Hazelwood that those people let burn
because those opposite have no underlying philosophical and burn and burn. Let me read the story of that
basis behind them. They have nothing that they actually firefighter:
want to achieve for our communities. What they want to
I responded to the Morwell mine fire in the first few days of it
achieve for our communities is division, because the
burning. I spent a month in that hole the size of Sydney
only way that they think they can achieve success is by
Harbour with a crew of four, including myself, doing our bit to
hurting people.
extinguish an environmental disaster. Once you took the
When they were in government they absolutely hurt our
CFA: they ripped $66 million out of our CFA brigades.
That is around a thousand dollars per volunteer that they
ripped out of the pockets of our CFA brigades while
they were in government. They did not care about our
CFA at all. As soon as they see an opportunity that they
think will give them political mileage on this issue, they
jump on it with jack-nailed boots. They jump on the
hopes. They jump on the communities. They jump all
over people, causing pain wherever they go. That is the
only way that they think they can get the success
because they are a policy deficit zone. They have no
policies. They have no vision for this state. They just
want to cause pain.

15-minute trip to the bottom of the mine for the 12-hour shift,
you soon realised that you were standing in the stereotypical
vision of hell and putting it out would be as big a job as putting
hell itself out. I was covered in black coal for a whole month.
What was immediately obvious was the politics of the disaster.
At that stage we were there to extinguish this fire with the
minimum of resources to avoid the scrutiny of the media and
journalists realising the huge scope of this disaster. That didn’t
happen.
On the first day my crew ate food out in the open with ash
falling on their food as they ate it, and there was nowhere for
them to sleep. After a 12-hour shift crew leaders like myself
were refusing to put our crews at risk anymore, with no
emergency plans to evacuate crews and no carbon monoxide
monitors, even though a crew of five was hospitalised with
poisoning days before.
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The first politician I saw on scene was the opposition leader,
Daniel Andrews. On the second-last night shift I spent in the
mine I was almost killed by falling coal boulders the size of a
small car. Things like this happened because the previous
government were at war with the fire services and cut budgets
while expecting firefighters to produce the same results.

The member for Gembrook wants this to be a political
battle that sees volunteer and career firefighters as
collateral damage. This is now a man who stands with
the current Premier, this is a man who stands in this
house, this is a man who fought to save people’s lives
time and time again, and this is a man who has taken
dead bodies out of cars and out of buildings, as have all
of our firefighters. I ask members to consider the trauma
that our firefighters experience every single day when
they are out defending our communities and how harsh
and brutal the approach by those opposite is. They do
not care about the needs of our firefighters, whether
career or volunteer.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Eltham will pass her notes on to Hansard.
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — I rise to join the
debate on this matter of public importance (MPI) and
support the member for Gembrook’s matter of public
importance, which highlights the disrespect that the
Andrews government has shown to volunteers and its
caving in to the United Firefighters Union (UFU). It also
seeks to highlight the dangers that the government’s
policy will inflict on particularly those who live in our
rural areas but also those in areas such as my own
electorate of Warrandyte.

For a very long time — almost 11 years — I have been
in this place, and I have seen a number of matters of
public importance debates. There have been MPIs of
varying degrees of importance. I would rate this one as
one of the most important MPIs that has been raised in
this place, because this MPI deals with the breaking up
The things that these men and women have seen in their of an organisation that has been around for over
professional and volunteer lives I would not wish on
70 years — an organisation that has protected
anyone. I really would not. They have seen shocking
communities right across the length and breadth of this
things. They have seen things that would keep any
state, has saved lives and has been at the forefront of
reasonable person up at night. And what do those
making sure that property and life is protected. The fact
opposite want to do? They want to turn it into a political that this government seeks to undermine and break up
football match, they want to play with these people, they this organisation is testament to how indebted this
want to tease these people and they want to use them up Premier and this government are to Peter Marshall and
for their own base means. They think that this battle is
the UFU.
their ticket to government. I tell you what: the ticket to
I just want to begin by talking about a case study that
government is very simple. It is not through hurting
was put out by Emergency Management Victoria — a
people, it is not by damaging people and it is not by
case study that was endorsed by the Country Fire
dividing people; it is by creating good policy that
actually helps people. It is about investing in things like Authority (CFA), the Metropolitan Fire Brigade (MFB),
the then Department of Environment and Primary
our CFAs, as this government has done.
Industries, Victoria Police and the State Emergency
I thank the Minister for Emergency Services for the
Service.
money that he has put into my community for the fire
truck at the Research CFA, for the money that has gone This case study talks about a fire that happened in my
into extending the Research CFA, for the money that has own electorate on 9 February 2014. It was a big day for
gone into the Diamond Creek CFA for a new truck, for fires. There were a number of fires. I believe there were
the rebuilding of the Plenty CFA and for the money for up to 900 around the state that day. This particular case
study talks about the fire that began in Flannery Court in
the extension to the Wattle Glen CFA. The money that
has gone into emergency services since this government Warrandyte, and the fact that the Warrandyte Country
Fire Authority captain — a volunteer CFA captain —
was elected is everything compared to the zero
investment that those opposite made when they were in was the first to get there. He took an assessment of the
situation, and was joined shortly afterwards by two
government. They did nothing for our emergency
services, and they should be absolutely ashamed of how deputy group officers who were also Warrandyte
volunteers. Knowing the area very well, they took it on
they are treating our emergency services. But do you
themselves to establish a control point up on a hill just
know what? They have no shame.
near Tindals Road, which gave them an excellent view
Mr Katos — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker,
of the fireground and also dealt with a number of the
the member for Eltham has been quoting a lot of
blackspot areas to enhance their communication.
material from her device and a Facebook page, so I ask
Twenty minutes after the fire started there was a wind
that she makes that device available to Hansard so that
change which pushed the fire towards houses off
they may verify everything she has been quoting.
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Amersham Drive. Volunteer crews from Warrandyte
came in very quickly, along with several other crews,
but the Warrandyte volunteers were in a vehicle that was
able to access areas that the larger trucks could not.
Indeed in the course of their duty they extinguished
several spot fires which, if the Warrandyte volunteers
had not been there, would have claimed more houses.
By the time the fires were extinguished we had had over
300 firefighters there, and over 70 vehicles and two
aircraft had helped contain that fire.
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only through local knowledge and expertise that the
community has been protected for so long. If there is a
move from this government — which the Premier has
refused to deny at every opportunity — then the
outcome of this will be a less protected community.

This volunteer community is a huge part of Warrandyte,
so much so that the local community has raised tens of
thousands of dollars for their local community. Just a
few years ago the Warrandyte community held what
they called a fire ball, a fundraiser where 300 people
came, celebrated the work of the CFA and raised
I go to page 4 of this particular case study, which says,
thousands of dollars — $57 000 — which was spent on
and I quote:
a new tanker for the North Warrandyte CFA station.
The early and significant escalation of resources based on the
This event is held every two years. The subsequent event
local knowledge of the Warrandyte captain and his situational
had
over 400 people and had to be moved out of
awareness ensured both an immediate weight of attack and
Warrandyte because the demand from people wanting to
integration of MFB resources he knew were available.
come along and support the CFA was so great. There
It goes on to say that the local Warrandyte police had
was not a place in Warrandyte that could have held that,
helped significantly because there had been a great
so we held it at a venue in the city and raised over
integration between the CFA and local police, and also $80 000. This goes to show what an integral part of the
that:
community the CFA is.
The decision to locate the control point in Tindals Road —

as I mentioned earlier —
provided an effective overview of the fireground, allowed the
reception and deployment of resources as they arrived, and
eliminated communication black spots (based on the local
knowledge of the personnel involved).

It goes on to say towards the end:
The key people involved in decision-making during the early
stages of this fire were all from the area and have extensive
local knowledge. The two DGOs, in addition to being
Warrandyte firefighters, are former brigade captains. These
two people in conjunction with the current captain have built
strong relationships during the many years they have worked
together.

The Warrandyte CFA brigade, the North Warrandyte
CFA brigade, the South Warrandyte CFA brigade and
the Wonga Park CFA brigade are such an important part
of our community, and it is a place that our community
wishes those volunteers to hold. I have noted that in her
contribution the member for Eltham again refused point
blank to guarantee that her volunteers at Eltham station
would be guaranteed their position there — refused to
guarantee that those people who had proudly served that
brigade would remain there. All the member for Eltham
or indeed the Premier or Minister for Emergency
Services needs to do is get up and say, ‘Every volunteer
who proudly serves in their station will continue to serve
there’, and not one of them has been able to do that.

My point in talking about this case study is that this is an
example of how local knowledge can help protect
communities to an enormous degree. This case study
talks about the expertise of the local volunteer
firefighters, their commitment to the communities and
the importance of their local knowledge.

We asked the Premier yesterday on several occasions to
guarantee that he would not change boundaries, to
guarantee that he would not remove volunteer
firefighters from their brigades. We have had no answer,
which should be enough to set alarm bells ringing. I hear
from those opposite, ‘We’re in this situation because of
Liberal lies’, ‘Liberal lies have caused this problem’.

Why is this important, Deputy Speaker? The reason this
is important is that when government members were
questioned about their plans for the CFA, when we
question government members about the possibility of
moving boundaries to remove volunteers from
integrated stations, replacing them with career
firefighters who do not live in the area, who do not have
local knowledge, that is enough to send fear up the spine
of every person who lives in Warrandyte, North
Warrandyte, South Warrandyte and Wonga Park. It is

I ask those opposite: was it Liberal lies that made the
member for Brunswick resign as Minister for
Emergency Services? Was it Liberal lies that caused a
decorated police officer, Lucinda Nolan, who had been
hand-picked by the Premier to take charge of the
organisation, to resign in protest? Was Liberal lies that
caused a board to resign en masse because of what had
happened? Was it Liberal lies that led Jack Rush, a man
intimately involved in the 2009 Victorian Bushfires
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Royal Commission, to comment that the proposed
enterprise bargaining agreement was unjust?
The fact of the matter is that those opposite can scream
about Liberal and National Party lies all they want. The
fact of the matter is that there are people on their own
side that the Premier has hand-picked who do not want a
bar of what the Premier has got on the table — not one
bit of it. So say all you want that it is a political football,
but the fact of the matter is Labor’s own people have
backed away from this in droves, and those
backbenchers who have CFA brigades in their
electorates know. You can say all you want in this
chamber, but we know what it is like. We have been out
to your electorates. We have spoken to your people. You
know you are burning on this issue 100 per cent.
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Labor has made over the last two years in trying to hand
control of our proud organisation — the CFA, with its
70 years of integrity — over to the union.
Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) — I am certainly
pleased to speak on this matter of public importance
(MPI), which is about a very important organisation to
this state, an organisation that is indeed vitally important
across my electorate, and to say that the wording of this
MPI is absolutely absurd. To suggest that the Premier or
any member on this side of the house has any disrespect
toward our great volunteers in the Country Fire
Authority (CFA) or our career firefighters for that matter
is absurd.

As somebody who has worked with all of the CFA
brigades across my electorate, which amount to more
than 15 brigades currently, and when I add to that the
Those opposite also want to talk about how the former
coalition government apparently slashed $66 million from brigades that were within the former boundaries of my
electorate, that is at least another 15. Over the years I
the budget. You might be able to read the Labor Party
handout, but I invite you to read the budget from that year have been very pleased to work with the fantastic
volunteers of those many brigades across my electorate,
and I invite you to read the bushfires royal commission
and I have also been pleased to work with our career
report, which recommended a one-off payment of
firefighters who are located at the Ballarat City fire
$66 million to boost resources in CFA stations. The
station for the most part.
coalition government duly delivered on the $66 million
one-off payment as recommended by the bushfires royal
commission, boosted resources as the royal commission Both, I have noted, have worked very well together over
the years, and they continue to do so whenever they are
recommended and got on with the job.
called out to fight fires together, because they work
together as volunteer and career units within my region.
If those opposite want to keep reading the Labor
They have done some fantastic work in addressing fires
handout and ignore the facts, then that is fine, but they
like the Scotsburn fire that we experienced not that long
also should get up and talk about the $47 million that
this government has cut from their own budget this year. ago in my area and, sadly, before that on the fires in
Mount Clear, Musk Vale and in many other parts of my
So I invite you, in addition to reading the Labor Party
electorate. The joint activities of the volunteer brigades,
handout, to read the budget of the former coalition
supported by career firefighters, produced the outcome
government, to read the recommendations of the
of putting those fires out as quickly as possible.
bushfires royal commission and read your own budget
of today.
The volunteer brigades based in my electorate that I have
visited over the years include Millbrook, Elaine,
Acting Speaker, I have to say that it is time for
Meredith, Napoleons, Smythsdale, Scarsdale, Buninyong,
volunteers to stand up — to stand up to the weak
minister that they have, to the bullying Premier that they Ballarat, Mount Helen, Linton, Ballan, Sebastopol and
have and to the arrogant union that is causing grief to an many more. I have enjoyed my visits to them on
organisation of 70 years that protects this state. Stand up numerous occasions, whether that has been to hand over
keys to new tankers or new units that those brigades have
to them and make sure they do not do what they are
been able to get, including through the Volunteer
planning to do.
Emergency Services Equipment Program funding, which
Your emergency services minister must go to bed every has added to the great fundraising those brigades have
night racked with guilt. If he does not, he is a hollow,
done but has also enabled them to get new equipment
empty man who has not a skerrick of integrity left. It
quickly, whether that has been for a CFA rollout of
amazes me that he is able to come in here and talk about vehicles or whether that has been for new fire stations.
supporting volunteers when he clearly does not. There is
no way that this man supports volunteers. He is trying to When I look back over the years to my former
electorate — and it is good to see the member for
break them up. He is taking away our surge capacity,
Macedon take over much of that territory and support it
and this lack of respect by the minister and by the
so well — I look at those brigades in Daylesford, Musk,
Premier indeed is only overshadowed by the mess that
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Newlyn, Kyneton, Malmsbury, Creswick and so many
more where I saw either new fire stations built or new
appliances provided under Labor governments. We have
led the support for these brigades over the years,
recognising the great efforts that our volunteers have put
in. We continue to show great respect for the terrific
work they do as volunteers, coming out week after week
if necessary, especially through the firefighting season
but also at other times with their rescue vehicles as well
as their firefighting vehicles, to save property and lives
across our area. I know that every member on this side
of the house has great respect for our firefighters,
whether they be volunteer or career.
I will just remind members of the history of the issue
with the enterprise bargaining agreement (EBA) for the
CFA. We know that it was due to be restruck in 2013.
That was under the former government. For two years,
in the final part of their term before they were thrown
out by the people of Victoria, the former government did
nothing to address it or get on with developing a new
EBA. So it was left to this government to work through
the process of establishing a new EBA. As we know,
eventually an agreement was struck last year which
allowed our firefighters to move forward.
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complicate these issues further, so we have not yet been
able to finalise the agreement with the CFA. We face a
long period of uncertainty which we have to work our
way through as a government. No doubt the government
will try to work through it.
When the federal Minister for Employment, Michaelia
Cash, got involved in this matter she did not seem to
understand it at all. She did not seem to appreciate that
clause 7A.1 of the agreement says that the role of
volunteers in firefighting bushfires and maintaining
community safety and delivering high-quality services to
the public in remote and regional areas and in integrated
stations is not altered by the agreement. She said, ‘Well,
I disagree with it’. She disagreed with the agreement that
was in place and went ahead with bringing in new
federal legislation, which has only complicated this
issue; it has not helped it in any way at all.

We have to work our way through this. We know that
there are always challenges when you are dealing with
volunteer circumstances. Most of my brigades are doing a
fantastic job in trying to recruit new members. Some are
supporting junior brigades in great ways so that they see
new volunteers flowing in in the future. Some are doing
well, but others recognise that this is a tough job and it is
only getting tougher in terms of attracting new volunteers,
Unfortunately in the meantime a federal election came
up, and our opponents managed to misuse and inflame a as we have seen happen especially in the more urbanised
areas. We know this is going to be the case.
lot of the concerns that were out there amongst
volunteers. They did not worry about the facts; they
This is not something that is new; this is not something
scaremongered as much as they could, and they are
brought on by the EBA. We know this has been a
scaremongering again today. They raised concerns
longstanding issue. In fact over the last two years there
among firefighters. When I went out and talked to
has
been no significant change in numbers; they have
brigades across my electorate, most of them took a
sensible approach. They wanted answers to questions. I stayed stable. But we know there is a challenge. For that
reason, both the Brumby government and this
was very pleased that the current Minister for
Emergency Services came to meet with leaders of most government have supported bringing on more career
firefighters to support the volunteers and to support our
of my brigades last year; he was able to answer their
fire response. We need to continue to review our
concerns. The volunteers continued to get on with the
jobs they had been undertaking. They continued to work capacities, especially in places like Ballarat, so that as
with career firefighters across my area. They did a great our regional towns grow we can continue to provide a
response to the demands of fires. This government has
job throughout the fire season last summer and they
been more than intent in doing that by bringing on many
have continued to do so since then.
new career firefighters to support the volunteer structure
I do not know if it is related to the political affiliations of of the organisation. We will continue to review the best
ways to provide fire services across our region to ensure
some brigade members — I do not like to be too direct
on this — but I have a strong sensation that for some of that we go forwards not backwards.
my brigades perhaps political affiliations have led them
to be a little bit more militant and strident in expressing Yes, there are challenges ahead in dealing with the
outcome of the federal intervention. Yes, our
their concerns than in the majority of my brigades. But
government will work to try to find the best way to work
we are still working with them.
through it. Scaremongering, however, will not help. We
The problem we now face is around the agreement that need to work with our volunteers. We need to bring
them on board and keep them informed. This side of the
was struck after going to the Fair Work Commission.
house respects our volunteers. We will continue to
The federal election further inflamed these issues. The
respect our volunteers and we will continue to work with
federal government decided to get involved and to
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Then of course there was Black Saturday, which we
have spoken about many times in this chamber — just a
terrible, terrible event for not only my local community
but also many Victorians. There were 173 lives lost and
thousands of homes and stock destroyed. The damage
was just extraordinary. Unfortunately this time during
that awful set of circumstances there was loss of life
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — It really does not give
locally, and it was just absolutely terrible. Again, you
me any great pleasure to rise today to speak on this
can only commend, honour and acknowledge the efforts
matter of public importance (MPI). We really should not of all firefighters at that time.
be having this debate this afternoon, particularly during
It was obviously a different set of circumstances or a
National Volunteer Week, which is an opportunity to
different complex of fires when we had the mine fire in
honour and respect those volunteers across our
community who do so much good work, including those Morwell in 2014. It was not so much just the flames at
the time; the ongoing smoke event that engulfed the
in emergency services, whether it be the State
Emergency Service, the Country Fire Authority (CFA), Morwell township and beyond was just terrible. In
relation to the conditions that those firefighters and
ambulance services or others.
volunteers faced — career, interstate and international
Speaking from the Morwell electorate perspective there firefighters — you can only take your hat off to the work
is long-running concern in our community and across
that they did in trying to extinguish the mine fire at the
many regional communities about the government’s
time.
respect or lack thereof for CFA volunteers. In many
country towns and communities our CFA volunteers — So my observation, assessment and conclusion is one of
absolute admiration and respect for all firefighters, and
our men and women, our juniors — are enormously
there are no boundaries to that respect, whether they be
respected and highly valued, as are our career
career firefighters or volunteers. Indeed last Sunday at
firefighters, and they should be.
Churchill we had a CFA memorial service for
Speaking from experience, in my time as a member of
firefighters who have passed away. One of those people
Parliament, over the last 10 years or so, unfortunately we was a young Churchill lad who passed away around
have had many major and complex fires in our region;
35 years ago, young Darren McLean. His mum and dad,
indeed a month after the 2006 election we had a
Barry and Val, still live in Churchill. I guess it really
significant fire in the Cowwarr-Toongabbie area, where brings home to roost what a dangerous occupation or
10 homes were lost. It gave me a great appreciation at
volunteer role many men and women in our community
the time of how well our rural CFA members
undertake. Again, my condolences to Barry and Val on
functioned. Yes, it was sad that 10 homes were lost in
the passing of their son Darren even though it was
that particular fire — and if you understood the terrain, it 35 years ago.
is just amazing that it was limited to that number — but
there was no loss of life, which was extraordinary in the Many members opposite, including the previous
circumstances. I still vividly remember touring through Speaker, have talked about scaremongering and
that particular fire area in the aftermath, and my respect politicising firefighters, and I just find it absolutely
hypocritical and extraordinary. I think one only has to
for firefighters absolutely increased at the time.
have a look at the Electoral Matters Committee inquiry
In January 2009 we had the Delburn complex of fires in into the 2014 election and have a look at the evidence
the Boolarra and Mirboo North area, and unfortunately a that was tendered by a number of CFA volunteers and
number of homes were lost during that time. Again, I
helpers of political parties at polling booths to
have vivid memories of attending community meetings understand some of the bullying, intimidation and
as the fire front came towards the township of Boolarra, impersonation of CFA volunteers for the United for
which was like a village set down at the bottom of some Firefighters Union (UFU) to curry favour in having the
hills. Again, there were just some extraordinary efforts
now Premier elected. It is just extraordinary, and I
not only from the local CFA brigades but also from
particularly encourage newer members of the
those of neighbouring towns who came to not only save government who are here today to go back and read
the town but also ensure that there was no loss of life. It some of that evidence that was submitted by the
is just remarkable what those volunteers and career
volunteers, and you might get a better appreciation of
firefighters did at the time.
the scaremongering and politicking.
them to find the best outcome and the best way forward.
Scaremongering for party-political advantage, as the
other side are doing, is not going to help us through this
process. This government is determined to ensure that
we have a very healthy firefighting capacity across
regional Victoria.
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Since that particular time, one of the frustrations for
many of our CFA volunteers has been the uncertainty
that exists for them. We have had the extraordinary
situation, as has been articulated, of the resignation or
forced resignation of the previous minister, Lucinda
Nolan gone, Joe Buffone gone and the board sacked.
What has happened has just been an absolute debacle
and a disgrace from so many perspectives. I talk to a
number of volunteers and personnel across our brigades,
whether it be Newborough, Yallourn North, Tanjil
South, Tyers, Yinnar, Yinnar South, Glengarry,
Glengarry east, Traralgon South, Toongabbie, Cowwarr,
Boolarra or Callignee. The feedback that I have received
from people who work in the stations has been mostly
just shaking their heads in frustration about what has
transpired over these past two and a half years.
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excrement —
hits the fan you need as many volunteers as possible, and you
are now putting that at risk.

That is from a CFA volunteer, and they are legitimate
questions. There is ongoing uncertainty and concerns
that have escalated over the past two and a half years.
The new minister, Lord Farquaad, was put in place to try
to fix this, and like Lord Farquaad, he has not been able
to resolve these issues. It is not good enough. It is not
satisfactory for any of the CFA volunteers or indeed
career firefighters. While there have been challenges,
they have worked well together over decades. I support
the MPI that is in play.

Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — It is good to
rise and correct some of the extreme misconceptions that
In the Morwell electorate we do have two integrated
have been raised in this matter of public importance.
stations, those being Traralgon and Morwell. I think one Again we have seen another political stunt from the
of the questions being asked at the moment is: what
member for Gembrook, who is trying his best to be a
becomes of those volunteers in those stations? Do they
credible shadow minister but who falls far south of the
actually get a new station? Will they be forced to merge expectations of someone who holds that position. The
with other brigades out in the regional communities?
member for Gembrook has put forward a proposition
One has to ask that question. What is right?
about supporting volunteers, and it is during National
Volunteer Week that we acknowledge the service and
In some of the conversations and reading notes, no doubt sacrifice of our volunteers across all agencies — the
from the other side, they talk about cuts to the CFA
Country Fire Authority (CFA), the State Emergency
budget when the coalition was in government. It is just
Service or Life Saving Victoria.
simply not true. I encourage any member to bring in to
this Parliament proof of that, because the facts are that
The shadow minister representing emergency services
when the coalition was in government every single CFA has come into this place and talked about volunteers.
budget was more than the last Labor CFA budget before The member for Gembrook had one of the biggest
the 2010 election — fact. It is fact. And yet with the
opportunities at the start of this parliamentary term to be
hypocrisy that exists in this budget, there is actually a
part of a landmark inquiry into the exposure of
$47 million cut in emergency management capability. It volunteers and career staff to hazardous chemicals over
is just extraordinary. There is even a concession from
a period of more than 50 years, a landmark inquiry that
the government in the budget papers that volunteer
he was put onto to represent a shadow portfolio and a
capacity will reduce by 3800, and we simply cannot
landmark inquiry that tried to get to the bottom of some
afford that to happen.
of those historical practices. This shadow minister has
not once, since jumping off that inquiry, mentioned
On a final note, this is an email from a volunteer of a
Fiskville in this Parliament — not once. That is the
station within the Morwell electorate. I will not name the priority he places on the support and protection of
person or the station because this person did not want
volunteers.
me to. What it actually says is, and I quote:
But it goes further than that, because today we heard an
With the Andrews government’s poor handling of the EBA
extraordinary statement from a shadow minister in this
and removal of the CFA board and minster and inexcusable
Parliament when he interjected that Fiskville was merely
support for the UFU, our once-friendly, welcoming station
became a broken, defective, destructive cold place. And now
a set-up. The member for Ovens Valley, in the presence
we understand the Andrews wrecking ball of government
of the member for Gembrook, the shadow minister, said
wants to destroy any chance of things being repaired. If they
the inquiry into Fiskville was a set-up. Today I call on
have their way, where do I stand as a volunteer and my fellow
the member for Gembrook to come forward, in this
members who are part of integrated brigades all over the state?
place or outside, and tell all Victorians and all volunteers
Does this mean that we are given a station with a truck to
ourselves? Or is our service and dedication just thrown out
whether he supports the member for Ovens Valley’s
after protecting our community with dedication and spirit that
comments that Fiskville was merely a set-up. He should
is the Aussie way? I am sorry, but I don’t understand why all
come
forward and tell the volunteers today that he thinks
members of government have abandoned us. When the —
their exposure — the exposure of people for more than
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50 years to hazardous chemicals — was merely a set-up.
He needs to come forward today and explain to Diane
Potter why he could not be bothered getting along to two
parliamentary inquiry hearings. The response he put
forward to the Herald Sun, a disgusting response, was
that he was too busy with shadow cabinet commitments.
The member for Gembrook is someone who stood here
and said that he was a volunteer of the Clematis fire
brigade and that he stands alongside volunteer
firefighters, then he denied Fiskville — because if the
member for Gembrook leaves unchecked the member
for Ovens Valley’s comments that Fiskville was merely
a set-up, then that is an endorsement by the Leader of
the Opposition and the shadow cabinet that Fiskville was
merely a set-up. Remember, this was an inquiry that
found there were significant exposures of volunteers to
various hazards. This was an inquiry that said that there
should be a redress scheme for people who were
exposed to those chemicals over time. It made
recommendations about the ongoing monitoring of
volunteers and career staff — no differentiation — and
the ongoing monitoring of their health, similar to the
Hazelwood mine fire inquiry. To say and to categorise
that as a mere set-up is an absolute disgrace and an
outrage to all those people — the more than
100 000 people — who went through Fiskville and to
some of those who are exposed and still live with the
uncertainty of what they might have been exposed to
and what might manifest in their health in the future.
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is. Is that supporting volunteers? Is that putting forward
the needs of volunteers during National Volunteer
Week? Absolutely not. That is turning your back, and
when the member for Gembrook stands in here and says
the disrespect is never-ending, I could not have a greater
example here today than the disrespect he showed when
he turned his back on the more than 100 000 people who
have gone through Fiskville.
But the devil is in the details as well. The 2009 Victorian
Bushfires Royal Commission was a landmark inquiry,
one of the most significant inquiries in our state. The
member for Warrandyte selectively quoted from that
report. What he did not say was that that document, put
forward to support volunteer and career efforts to keep
our state safe, put forward an additional 380 career
staff — not just career staff in the city but across our
state — to protect, to train and to mentor our volunteers.
Because if that is a diversion from what was put forward
in that inquiry, then effectively it is saying that we do
not need integrated stations — that those career staff
who link in so importantly, including at Patterson River
just down the road from my community, those career
staff who mentor and support volunteers, are not doing
the right job.

Because when the then Minister for Emergency
Services, the member for Rowville, suggested that those
resources were not needed, he was undermining the
work of Justice Teague, who determined that
380 firefighters were absolutely critical to our surge
I call on the member for Gembrook to have the guts and capacity and to the support of our career and volunteer
firefighters. That is irrefutable. Anyone who has
the courage. He is all right going out and trying to
bothered to read the full report into the Black Saturday
fundraise for the Liberal Party on websites,
fires knows that that is absolutely the case. To then
masquerading and standing up for the CFA when he is
attack our additional resources for the more than
trying to get some funds for his Gembrook caravan of
courage out in Berwick. We know the real truth here. He 450 firefighters that deliver — —
is just pork-barrelling his next campaign. He could not
Ms McLeish interjected.
care less about the CFA, because if he did, he would not
have disgracefully turned his back on such a landmark
Mr RICHARDSON — The member for Eildon may
inquiry like Fiskville.
laugh — a community that was so affected by Black
Saturday. You think that is funny. That is absolutely
Of course there was the minority report that was put
outrageous. Guess what, member for Eildon, that
forward — all of two pages, all of about 650 words —
community was affected. You were not even on the
where opposition members suggested that there were a
scene. The former member for Gembrook, Tammy
number of organisations that ‘derive their livelihoods
from proclaiming that the “sky is falling”‘ and that they Lobato, was servicing those communities while you
were in the city, living nowhere near your electorate.
‘never miss an opportunity to turn any incident into an
That is an absolute disgrace and that is outrageous.
occasion to advance a political agenda or ideology’. I
challenge those who put that forward, and the member
Those additional firefighters were delivering on the
for Gembrook, and ask whether they stand by those
claims, whether, when Brian Potter courageously came recommendations of the bushfires royal commission.
The member for Eildon might laugh and think that is
forward to the Herald Sun to expose contamination at
funny, but the communities of Warburton that you
Fiskville, that was political ideology from the Potters.
supposedly now represent evacuated for six weeks
That is a disgusting and despicable claim put forward
and something that really should be called out for what it straight — all the way from Woori Yallock through to
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Warburton evacuated for six weeks straight. You can
laugh and put that forward, but they were evacuated for
such a long time. Your coalition opposed the
380 additional firefighters. It is an absolute outrage.
Ms Victoria — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
I suggest you direct the member for Mordialloc to
address his comments through the Chair.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines) —
Order! I am happy to take suggestions from the member
for Bayswater on points of order. I understand the point
she is making, and he is coming to a conclusion. The
member for Mordialloc will continue and direct his
contribution through the Chair while the member for
Eildon awaits her opportunity to make her contribution.
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the Country Fire Authority (CFA) with the proposed
split and what that was going to mean was certainly a
kick in the guts. It is also worth remembering that 95 per
cent of our emergency services workers are volunteers
and that is an extraordinary number. The MPI today is
about the support and respect for our CFA volunteers
whose spirit of volunteerism is under threat from the
proposed changes being put forward by the Andrews
Labor government, which clearly shows a lack of
respect for the CFA.

I grew up in a CFA family. My father was a 45-year
member. He stood down at the age of 74, but he still
continued to defend fires on his land. Certainly on Black
Saturday we were all involved in defending our land that
was under threat. We were not devastated, as many
others were, but we did have some losses. I think the
Mr RICHARDSON — We see as well that during
member for Mordialloc was very flippant in his
the coalition’s term in office there were significant cuts comments previously, because I do know about
to our firefighting services that directly impacted on
bushfires. I have had them probably 10 metres from my
volunteers. That is irrefutable. They do not deny that. It door. As children in the 1969 bushfires, our house was
was put forward by those opposite in slashing budgets.
surrounded on all sides by fires and my father was away
The other thing that was put forward while we visited
for weeks on end fighting fires goodness knows where.
Fiskville was rather than investigating the water quality We certainly were unaware of where he was as young
and the issues that were present on-site, there was an
children. I grew up also with the Limestone fire brigade,
investment in accommodation and facilities there. If they where often the Christmas parties for families were held
were fair dinkum and serious about supporting
at the station.
volunteers, they would have done that work and looked
into the risks and exposures and the water quality
As the member for Eildon I represent 51 CFA brigades.
on-site.
They are all volunteer brigades. I have no integrated
brigades at all. I have larger brigades around Mansfield
Those are the facts of the matter: you turn your back on
and perhaps Healesville, but I have a whole bunch of
Fiskville, you cut funding to the CFA and you deny extra smaller ones from Reefton to Yellingbo to Boorolite,
firefighters that absolutely underpin better training and
Barjarg and the like. The small brigades are often the
better outcomes for the 60 000 volunteers that support our heart of the community, and they are very accepting of
state. The coalition opposed that extra resourcing and then men and women. My brigades span four different
demonised career staff who link in in my community so
districts — 12, 13, 14 and 23. Some of the members of
perfectly. That is the reality of the matter here, because in the brigades are employed by the CFA and some by the
my community we have a fully volunteer brigade in
Metropolitan Fire Brigade (MFB). It seems as though
Edithvale that links in with the Metropolitan Fire Brigade more and more MFB paid employees are joining some
and links in with an integrated station at Patterson River. of the local brigades.
They do an outstanding job, turning out nearly 400 times
a year. I am proud that we are investing in building a new I have put on record time and time again that I am a
station, something the Liberals turned their back on in the long-time supporter of the CFA and will continue to
last term.
support the CFA because it is something that I
absolutely believe in, having grown up with it. I respect
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — I am delighted to speak
the brigades, I value their efforts and value the
on the matter of public importance (MPI) put forward by commitment and skills that they offer. We have had the
the member for Gembrook today. But first of all I want CFA for some 70 years. In 1945 it was established
to acknowledge that this week is National Volunteer
following the 1939 bushfires, which were absolutely
Week and today is Wear Orange Wednesday to support devastating. But many brigades have histories longer
our State Emergency Service. I note a few people here
than that and have been around for decades before then.
have worn orange today.
Kangaroo Ground is the longest continuously operating
While this week is National Volunteer Week, the news rural brigade and they have just had their 125-year
celebration, having been formed in 1892. Healesville
last week that the government was going to undermine
was formed in 1894, Mansfield in 1891, Warburton in
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1913, Murrindindi-Woodbourne in 1920 and Strath
Creek in 1926.
There were some 60 000 volunteers engaged with the
CFA, but when these disputes started happening and
there was all the noise about the threats to their future
there were losses, and that is very sad. The CFA also has
some 1000 paid firefighters. These firefighters all work
with other agencies and we know at times when there
are major emergencies that they all work together, and it
is important that they work well together. The CFA and
its members are skilled. They are professionally trained.
They deal with day-to-day fires, emergencies and other
major disasters. They can deal with a home fire, a shop
fire or a factory fire, motor vehicle accidents, major
hazards and of course bushfires.
There are a number of issues at play here that undermine
the future of the CFA. What will the proposed changed
boundaries mean for brigades who are on the fringes of
the city? Whilst I do not have any integrated brigades, I
certainly know what is going on at the Eltham brigade,
and I have heard some of the stories from there about the
culture, fear and disrespect. It is important that in these
stations the volunteers and paid firefighters work well
together. I know of cases where that does happen, but I
know of cases where that does not happen.
I have got a number of other brigades around the urban
fringe — Panton Hill, Kangaroo Ground, Healesville,
Yarra Glen and Hillcrest at Woori Yallock. Those
stations are very worried about the future because they
can roll out very quickly to attend an emergency. As I
understand it, Point Cook is a volunteer brigade and they
can get out extremely quickly. So the issues that are on
the table about what will it mean for the future and how
a change of boundary is going to impact on what they do
are certainly of great concern to many of my brigades.
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Shepparton brigade, who had come miles and miles,
were actually the ones at my house saving it, and I am
very pleased and thank them for that.
We also note that the bushfires royal commission
recognised the CFA in their volunteer capacity. It
recognised their dedication. It recognised their
professional skills and how professionally they go about
their tasks. I find it quite remarkable that those opposite
think that the Liberal-Nationals would abandon the
CFA, and even suggest that we cut funding to them
when, if you have a look at the bushfires royal
commission, it had a whole bunch of recommendations
that the Brumby Labor government refused to
implement, and we went on to implement them. There
was a whole bunch.
Ms Thomas interjected.
Ms McLEISH — The member for Macedon is quite
surprised to hear that they did not implement all of the
bushfire royal commission recommendations. I am more
than happy to enlighten her at a later time of what they
did not do.
However, to do it, we needed to put an additional
spike — an additional $66 million into a particular
budget — to pay for the recommendations that needed to
be done. This was on top of the increased budget that we
were already delivering each and every year, well above
what Labor had done — the figures are there in the
budget, but of course no-one wants to look at the facts
and figures.

We know that this side of the house certainly has a great
deal more respect for the fire brigades and the CFAs
than those opposite, who are absolutely beholden — and
the Premier is beholden — to the UFU. Goodness
knows what it has on him. The former minister was
I want to refer now to the threat to surge capacity, and I prepared to stand up. No-one over there is prepared to
stand up to the UFU, to say to Peter Marshall, ‘you
want to draw on comments made during the 2009
Victorian Bushfires Royal Commission. The importance cannot have what you want at this time’. We know the
CFA have the confidence of the communities that they
of the surge capacity was noted, and a key strength of
the CFA was that they could mobilise a rapid response. represent. They have the support of their families and
they also have the support of their employees.
They could combat multiple fires at a time. The CFA
can supply firefighters for weeks on end. This is a
This has gone on long enough. This needs to be put to an
fundamental benefit of the large, committed, volunteer
end. The Premier, in June 2016, said:
workforce — the fact that they can get out quickly to
fires and can back each other up.
This dispute had to come to an end and I ended it.
It is not unusual for brigades to travel a long way out of
their district to support other districts. I remember, I
think it was about 2007, there were fires on our property
very close to our home. I was out at the time and very
concerned about what would happen because there were
a number of other fires, but the members of the

Let me tell you, he has not.
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — I suppose someone has
to follow the member for Eildon and that person is me. I
will give the member for Eildon this: she did make the
point that today is Wear Orange Wednesday. I am doing
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that, taking the opportunity to appreciate and celebrate
our State Emergency Service (SES) volunteers. It is
volunteer week, and I do note that the member for
Gembrook chooses to use his matter of public
importance to bring into this place a statement of lies,
and to forego an opportunity to indeed talk about the
terrific work that our SES volunteers are doing, that our
Life Saving Victoria volunteers are doing, indeed that
our Red Cross volunteers and our Country Fire
Authority (CFA) volunteers are doing. He could have
brought in a matter of public importance that focused on
celebrating the work of our volunteers. Instead of that he
has utilised this time that he has in the house to spread
lies and misinformation, and to continue to politicise the
CFA to no end other than his own political advantage.
He cares not a whit for community safety, not a whit,
and I will talk to that in some detail.
As I said, it is Wear Orange Wednesday, a day to pay
tribute to the thousands of men and women in our
community who give up their time to volunteer and keep
us safe in time of storms and floods. You know, the SES
does not always get the same attention as their colleagues
in yellow. Providing rescue and clean-up services after
storms and floods is dirty, wet and smelly work.
Attending to road accidents and providing rescue and
recovery services is tough. It is physically and
emotionally demanding. So I want to commence my
contribution today by noting that I am wearing orange and
I am sending my respect to the thousands of women and
men across this state who volunteer for the SES with, of
course, a particular shout-out to the fantastic SES units at
Gisborne and Woodend in the Hepburn shire.
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We on this side of the house will not exploit our
emergency service volunteers in this way. Instead of that
the Andrews Labor government is focused on giving
volunteers the resources they need to get on with the job.
That job, whether they are volunteers, whether they are
paid, is about keeping our community safe. That is
where we want to see our emergency services. That is
what unites our volunteers and our paid staff — that
strong belief and determination to do all that is necessary
to keep our communities safe.
That the Liberal Party, in an act of absolute political
bastardry and exploitation of the highest order, used
CFA volunteers to raise funds for the Liberal Party in
the federal election campaign is an absolute disgrace. Do
you know what? They have gone quiet on that side.
Where is the money? When are they going to give back
that money — that money that they raised from people
in Victoria under false pretences? This was a disgraceful
act of rorting from those on the other side.
We know of course that the Liberal Party in this state is
in all sorts of financial strife, what with their thieving
former state secretary now locked up in jail and their
current president, as we know, at war with major donors
over his failure to satisfy them that there is some process
around donations and some transparency. I make this
point: on this side of the house we absolutely respect our
volunteers, and if those on the other side wanted to show
them some respect, then they would give back the
money that they took from the Victorian people under
false pretences.

While the Liberal Party in government sat with their
heads in the sand on Fiskville, this government took
It was really pleasing to note that the Andrews Labor
action on this. We established a parliamentary inquiry,
government, in its most recent budget, is delivering
$34.3 million for trucks, boats and trailers to the SES to and I congratulate the member for Mordialloc on his
contribution and for calling out the member for
modernise their buildings, including $2.8 million each
Gembrook. He walked away from that committee and
for the Chelsea and Broadmeadows depots. This is
fantastic news. This is how you respect volunteers. This will not speak about Fiskville because he knows that
when they were in government they chose to ignore what
is true respect for volunteers.
was going on at Fiskville. They chose to pretend that there
I note also that included in this budget is the establishment was nothing going on. We know that, shamefully, both
of new SES units in Caroline Springs, Clyde, Craigieburn volunteer and paid firefighters were exposed to
cancer-causing chemicals at Fiskville. But what did those
north, Cranbourne, Officer and Point Cook. In a further
on the other side do about this? Nothing. They put their
significant reform, $14.9 million will cover the costs of
SES units located on council land with long-term leases, heads in the sand, and the now shadow minister, when he
had an opportunity to make a positive contribution and to
giving them more certainty about their future.
atone for the failure in government by participating in the
This matter of public importance, as I said, is full of lies. government committee, walked away from that. He was
Let us be clear about that. The shadow minister has had too busy shaking the can and raising money under false
an opportunity to speak to and to celebrate the work of
pretences for the Liberal Party.
our volunteers. Instead of that he has decided that he
wants to put before this house a statement of lies which We are committed to ensuring that firefighters have the
best and the safest training facilities possible. We did not
is all about cheap political point-scoring.
stand idly by while Fiskville remained open, and we will
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not stand by until we have new and upgraded
firefighting training centres. That is why this year’s
budget invests $46.2 million for a new firefighting
centre in the Central Highlands at an updated facility at
Huntly. We will invest $80.7 million to decommission
and remediate the Fiskville training facility and conduct
environmental audits and upgrades at six other
operational centres located across regional Victoria.
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our Country Fire Authority (CFA) volunteers. In
particular the Premier of this state is the chief
disrespecter of our CFA volunteers, followed by the
Minister for Emergency Services.

An average person who is not a member of a union or a
political party and has no particular political leaning
would look at this situation and at the government’s
intentions — to try and split up and divide our fire
services — and think this is absolute madness. There are
For all the chest thumping we have seen on display
the whims of one man in particular, Peter Marshall.
today it is worth remembering that those on the other
What he wants is what he is getting. Everything he
side did nothing to introduce presumptive rights
wants, he is getting, and this government and this
legislation for firefighters. They did nothing to boost
resources for the CFA to keep our communities safe. As Premier are prepared to turn the whole CFA upside
down, to split it up and to divide our fire services, which
we know, and as the member for Mordialloc pointed
have worked really well for the last 70 years, to give
out, they have actively campaigned against the
Peter Marshall everything he wants. I really want to
recruitment of additional firefighters, as recommended
by the royal commission into Black Saturday. As I said, know: what does this man have on our Premier? Why is
they actively opposed additional firefighting resources. he doing this? So many people have looked at this. Even
more recently Simon Crean walked away from this
In contrast, I am very happy to show every day in my
thinking, ‘This is just crazy. What are you doing? This is
work as the member for Macedon the respect that I have just madness’.
for the volunteers in my electorate. I take every
opportunity to get out and about to dispel the myths and I have heard a lot in the contributions from members of
the government about volunteers being used as political
lies propagated by those on the other side.
footballs, yet the Premier in June last year had his Julia
In my electorate CFA volunteers are 100 per cent
Gillard moment. She said, ‘There will be no carbon tax
focused on keeping our communities safe, and they do
under a government I lead’. He said, ‘This dispute had to
not appreciate being used as political footballs. Last
end, and I ended it’. On that day, not only did he have
Saturday I joined the Metcalfe CFA to hand over the
the United Firefighters Union (UFU) standing next him
keys for a new tanker, to award national emergency
but there were children in the photo. Members of the
medals and to acknowledge the incredible 60 years of
government are saying that they do not want people used
service of Mr Tony Neylon. The Sunday before that I
as political footballs, but they are putting children in
was celebrating the centenary of the Bolinda and
press releases and at press conferences. Then they have
Monegeetta brigade and officiating at the opening of
the audacity to come in here and say that volunteers are
their new station, and the Sunday before that I was
being used as political footballs. They are not being used
delighted to visit Carlsruhe brigade, again for medal
as political footballs; they are standing up for their rights
presentations. In April of this year the Premier joined
as volunteers, and they want to protect their local
with me to announce a new tanker for the Malmsbury
communities.
CFA brigade.
We all know that the UFU has its hit list. There are
This is what respect looks like. Respect for our volunteer 35 integrated stations where they want to throw out the
CFAs is about getting out there. It is about the $250 000 volunteers, push them out onto the street after years of
that Kyneton CFA received. It is about the $100 000 for service and take over those stations. The Herald Sun
a light tanker that Pastoria received, the $100 000 that
printed a picture of a whiteboard. The Labor Party and
Glenlyon received, the $100 000 to the Benloch CFA
the unions love whiteboards. Just like Justin Madden
and the $53 000 for the Gisborne CFA — —
loved his whiteboard, they love their whiteboards. Here
is a list of the stations, and that is just the start of them.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.
In the Geelong area, we already have integrated stations
at Belmont, Corio, Geelong City and Ocean Grove.
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — I am pleased to rise Torquay will be next on that hit list. The UFU will want
in support of the matter of public importance (MPI)
to take that one over and throw out the volunteers.
submitted by the member for Gembrook. It is very
Grovedale, although 100 per cent volunteers at the
fitting that in National Volunteer Week we bring this
moment, will be the next on the list, because a new
matter to the house because this government disrespects emergency services precinct is mooted for Boundary
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Road, Armstrong Creek. There are plans to move the
CFA headquarters from North Geelong to that site and
have a CFA brigade there — an integrated station and an
ambulance station. That is in the future planning.
Obviously Grovedale CFA will be thrown out on the
street too. Those volunteers will be given their marching
orders. That is the plan of this government. Then there
will be 100 per cent career staff, subservient to the union
and Peter Marshall, at their new Armstrong Creek
facility in the future. That is what this government will
do. Highton brigade will be one of those ones on the hit
list as well — another 100 per cent volunteer brigade.
They will be swallowed up by Belmont. Belmont will
become a career-only brigade, and Highton will be gone.
I can guarantee those are the plans of this government.
Just to show the jackboot way that some in CFA
management are treating local CFAs, on 28 February
this year it was Red Balloon Day, which is a national
program where you pay your respects to local
firefighters, whether they are career or volunteer — any
firefighter around the country. I had organised with the
Grovedale CFA to hold a sausage sizzle to which I
donated sausages, bread and condiments. We held that
outside the front of the Grovedale IGA in Marshalltown
Road. The local school across the road, Grovedale
Primary School, was invited. They were given sausages
at half price — a dollar a sausage — and the grade 5s
and 6s came across. I was there along with the member
for Gembrook, who is also the Shadow Minister for
Emergency Services.
That event raised over $400 for the volunteers at the
Grovedale brigade. The station was not used, and
100 per cent were volunteers donating their own time to
do this. Yet the brigade got a call from someone at the
CFA office in Geelong chastising them for having the
member for Gembrook and me there running a sausage
sizzle to raise money for the Grovedale CFA and also
recognising Red Balloon Day. That is the attitude of
some in the CFA. I have no doubt that that person in the
CFA would have had United Firefighters Union
affiliations. The fact is that those volunteers simply
raised money for their own brigade, and I assisted them.
I am the local member, and I assist a lot of community
organisations in their fundraising efforts. I see that as my
role. But to be called and chastised by the local CFA
command about holding a fundraiser and not using any
taxpayer resources or taxpayer equipment to do so is a
complete disgrace. It is an absolute disgrace that that is
what these people have done.
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other brigades in my electorate: Barrabool; Bellbrae,
which was funded by the previous coalition
government — a brand new station; Connewarre;
Freshwater Creek; Gnarwarre and Modewarre. These
stations are all fairly much your local country CFAs
which, under this government’s plans, will remain
volunteer only. But I can guarantee you that Torquay
will be under the gun, as will Grovedale and Highton.
They are the three that will be stomped upon by the
UFU and this government, particularly Torquay. I can
see that becoming a career station. All those stations are
doing a great job with the volunteers. They are
responding quite well, and they are responding within
their required time frames.
We have a situation where this government wants to
divide our fire services. They want to demonise our
volunteers. That is what it is about. There are
60 000 volunteers in this state.
Regarding the surge capacity: even with 350 additional
career firefighters, if our volunteer base drops off
because of the way they are being treated at the moment,
and if morale drops and they leave, then that surge
capacity will simply disappear. When we get another
event like Black Saturday, or when we get another event
like Ash Wednesday or even like what happened in Wye
River last year and at Scotsburn, near Ballarat, that surge
capacity will not be there. That will put property and
lives at risk. I fully support this MPI from the member
for Gembrook. It is time that this Premier and this
emergency services minister started respecting our
volunteers.

APPROPRIATION (PARLIAMENT
2017–2018) BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed.

Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) — I will pick
up from where I left off speaking about the
parliamentary appropriations bill. I was discussing the
concerns on this side of the house about the activities of
the members for Melton and Tarneit and just how
outrageous the rorting has been by those members. I
know that many members opposite are equally
frustrated, but it is just a disgrace that the Premier is
actually allowing the member for Melton in particular to
get away with what he is getting away with. We had the
unedifying spectacle of the Premier yesterday and today
It is pretty clear that this government wants to move the saying that he had nothing to do with the payback
boundaries. They want to split up our fire services, all at arrangements that the member for Melton has allegedly
committed to for a proportion of the money that he
the behest and the whim of Peter Marshall. It is quite
falsely claimed, despite the fact that it was the Premier
outrageous that they want to do this. I certainly have
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himself who announced those payback arrangements on
24 April.
That in itself just highlights the non-transparent way that
this government goes about its business. It made an
announcement on the changes to the parliamentary
entitlements system at 4 o’clock on Anzac Day eve and
then at about 8 o’clock on a Friday night the member for
Melton came out and announced that he would be paying
back only a portion of the money that he rorted from this
Parliament. They are doing their absolute best to avoid
scrutiny on this issue, and that is a disgrace in itself
because this issue has brought great shame and left a stain
on this Parliament, no more so than the fact that both the
member for Tarneit and the member for Melton were
supposed to be in positions of authority. They were
supposed to be the people that we looked up to. As I said,
this has reflected very poorly on all of us, and that is
why it makes me so angry. It is left a stain on this whole
Parliament, and it further reduces people’s view of
politicians generally but also in this state — even those
of us who do the right thing.
I found amusing the announcement of the changes that
the Premier wants to introduce, one of which is making
a rule that the second residence allowance is only for
country members. Well, der! It should be blatantly
obvious to anyone except those who are trying to rort the
system that that is what the second residence allowance
is for. It is for country members like me and like many
of my colleagues on both sides of the house, as we
spend — in my case — about 20 weeks a year here in
Parliament, away from our families. We obviously need
somewhere to stay when we are here. In my case the
second residence allowance does not even cover the cost
of the one-bedroom unit that I rent, but I am not
complaining about that. It is very obviously something
that we need to have accounted for.
But it is just extraordinary that any suburban member of
this place would think, ‘Hey, I could get access to that
by moving somewhere else’. We have to rewrite the
rules because they are not clear enough, but the average
man in the street is shaking his head saying, ‘Why
would anyone have thought that if you were a suburban
member of Parliament you were entitled to the second
residence allowance?’. The notion of actually thinking,
‘Hey, if I move notionally 80 kilometres away — I say
“notionally”, because we now know that the member for
Melton did not live at the caravan park in Ocean Grove
anyway — then I will be able to claim that allowance’ is
just outrageous.
The member for Malvern talked about the view of
people in his electorate. I can only say it is the same in
my electorate: people are just angry about this. They
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stop me in the street and say, ‘What are you doing about
it?’. I find it extraordinary. The member for Malvern
read out the comments made by the member for
Buninyong, who yesterday referred to this rorting as
‘misdemeanours’. It is just astounding for him to suggest
that the member for Tarneit, with nearly $40 000, and
the member for Melton, with over $170 000, committed
‘misdemeanours’. It is just extraordinary.
People in my electorate say to me, ‘Why do these two
not go to jail?. It is very difficult to explain to people
that technically it was not against the rules. And people
say, ‘What do you mean “technically”? If I did that in
my job, I would get charged. I would lose my job and
I’d go to jail’. As I said, it is extremely difficult to
explain to people that the rules technically allowed them
to do it. It is just extraordinary that those members of
Parliament have gone out of their way to game the
system for their own personal benefit. For the member
for Buninyong to have said yesterday that these are
misdemeanours beggars belief, and further he went on to
say that the members for Melton and Tarneit should be
‘treated respectfully’ when they have absolutely
disrespected this Parliament and every other member in
it. It is just outrageous.
The Premier continues to hide from this issue. The
Premier continues to duck and weave. He refuses to
refer the behaviour of those members to a select
committee as proposed by the Leader of the Opposition.
He has refused to even send it to the Privileges
Committee at this stage. I think the Premier is just
hoping that this issue will go away. Well, I can tell you,
the anger in the community about this is not going to go
away. People are still angry and frustrated about it. They
are still talking to me about it, and it is certainly
something that, as I said, has greatly diminished the
people in this place. Through no fault of our own, we are
being taken down by the bad behaviour of the members
for Tarneit and Melton.
Mr Dimopoulos interjected.
Mr D. O’BRIEN — I am hearing a lot of words
from the member for Oakleigh. I can only assume that
he is trying to stand up for the members for Tarneit and
Melton.
Mr M. O’Brien — Defending the rorters.
Mr D. O’BRIEN — He is defending the rorters, by
the sound of things. I can just hear the noise in the
background. If the member for Oakleigh does not
believe that these are issues that people are talking
about, then he is living in a mushroom world of some
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sort. The people in my electorate are coming and talking you look at a straight per capita calculation, the price of
democracy in this state is $23.98 for the next financial
to me about it. They are angry about it.
year. I think that is outstanding value. In fact — and I
Mr Dimopoulos — Too little, too late.
am delighted that my dear friend the Minister for Health
is at the table — I thought to myself, ‘What could you
Mr D. O’BRIEN — This is the Labor Party: ‘Look buy for $23.98?’. I am pleased to advise that you can go
over there. Don’t talk about the issues we don’t want to to the Village Green Feast Mother’s Day Breakfast from
talk about. Let’s go back to 2014 and 2010. We don’t
8.00 a.m. until 10.30 a.m. on Sunday for $23.98. So
want to talk about the rorting member for Melton and
really the people of Victoria have this wonderful
the rorting member for Tarneit’. The member for
institution for $23.98 all year round, or they could spend
Oakleigh should know better than to try to defend those 21⁄2 hours on a Sunday morning at the Village Green. If I
people in this place. That is just outrageous.
wish to spend time at the Village Green — I was more
of
a Burvale person than the Minister for Health — I do
We have here an appropriation bill that highlights how
not
think I would like to spend 21⁄2 hours there late on a
the money for the Parliament should be spent. How it
Sunday morning!
should be spent is on the proper operation of this
Parliament. It should be spent on us doing our job
representing the people of our electorate, writing and
passing legislation that is for the betterment of the state.
It should not be about dodgy MPs ripping off the system
for their own personal benefit and then waltzing back in
here and continuing to act as though nothing has
changed. I give the member for Tarneit some credit in
that he has at least apologised and paid the money back,
but the member for Melton still stands condemned for
failing to act on his appalling behaviour. We on this side
will continue to agitate for him to face the consequences
through a select committee and for the member for
Melton to be forced to pay this money back in its
entirety.

A bill like this is important too because we can talk a bit
about all the various functions that the Parliament
performs. From my perspective, I have the great honour
of not only being the member for Essendon but also the
chair of the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee.
Over the course of the last financial year Phil Mithen,
who is a former Clerk of the Legislative Assembly, up
until I think about 1998, served in an acting capacity as
our executive officer. He has subsequently been replaced
by Caroline Williams. The committee is well serviced
by Kathleen Hurley, who is the senior research officer;
Bill Stent and Alejandro Navarrete, who are research
officers; Leah Brohm; and of course Melanie Hondros
and Amber Candy. The amount of work that the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee does on a regular
I will stop there and make comments on the budget
basis is quite significant. We are extremely well serviced
papers later. But on the Appropriation (Parliament
by
these individuals who make sure that the members
2017–2018) Bill, as I said, I look forward to the
are
well supported, make sure that we can run our
Parliament and its officers, including our Presiding
hearings
properly and make sure our reports are
Officers acting honourably and spending money wisely,
produced.
We are very fortunate in that respect.
rather than rorting the system as has been undertaken by
the previous Speaker and Deputy Speaker.
Indeed it is also important to thank the staff in this place
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I am delighted to
make a contribution on the Appropriation (Parliament
2017–2018) Bill 2017. It is fair to say that often this bill
does not get the level of attention that the appropriation
bill would normally attract for the broader state
government of Victoria, but I enjoy speaking on this bill
because it covers such a wide range of topics in relation
to the discharge of democracy in this place. Winston
Churchill said, ‘Democracy is the worst form of
government, except for all the others’, which I always
find to be quite an irritating quote.

for their assistance, both the clerks and the other support
staff, as well as the attendants. In my role as a local
member, my office staff, Jenni, Frank, Rachael and
Claudia, do a fantastic job supporting me.

It is interesting to look at Parliament’s department
estimates. I looked at the figures for the Legislative
Council and compared that with the Legislative
Assembly on a per capita basis. The Legislative Council
is projected to spend $3.688 million next financial year
and the Assembly is projected to spend $4.801 million.
If you look at that as a per capita figure — bear in mind
there
are 40 members in the other place and 88 here —
When you look at the 2017–18 estimates for this place,
the
projected
cost for the next financial year for the
it is projected we are going to spend $146 million. When
average member of the other place is $92 200, whereas
you look at the Australian Bureau of Statistics data for
Victoria’s population, the September 2016 figures reveal in the Assembly it is $54 556.82. Obviously a factor of
that would be labour, because the other place often sits
that at that point in time it was 6 100 900 people. So if
late into the night or into the wee hours of the morning,
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so that is a factor. You would normally expect, if the
other place is doing its role as a genuine house of
review, a greater level of resourcing is required on a per
capita basis.
But it does beg the question: is that worth an extra
$38 000 per member per annum? I am not sure if it is.
Certainly a portion of that $38 000 is fair and
reasonable. Clearly if attendants are working in the other
place until 4 in the morning, it is fair and reasonable that
they are paid appropriate penalty rates which, I am sure,
Acting Speaker, you are in furious agreement with, as
am I. If you are looking at a piece of legislation that
needs to be properly scrutinised and reviewed, which
takes time, then of course you would expect a proportion
of that $38 000 difference to be considered a worthwhile
expense. But when we are looking at taxpayers funds it
is important to think about whether that $38 000
difference is appropriate. Is that a really good use of
taxpayers funds or is there waste in that? I just pose that
as a question.
This bill looks at a range of other roles that are
discharged. I note that the appropriation bill before the
house funds the operation of the Victorian
Auditor-General’s Office, and we are looking at a
modest increase in terms of that budget from
$16.184 million last financial year to $16.589 million
this year. As many would be aware, we have a new
Auditor-General, who recently started in this financial
year. When you look at the office of the
Auditor-General, it plays such an important role not only
in terms of the way in which this place functions but also
in holding the executive to account in terms of the
expenditure of public moneys.
It was interesting that when the former Kennett
government looked at making sweeping changes to that
office — which I know the member for Box Hill would
remember very well because he was a member of this
place at that time — it was an extremely contentious
issue. I remember doing some research at the time for
John Brumby. It is interesting that an Auditor-General
was appointed to the state of Victoria before responsible
government was established. We separated on 1 July
1851, and before responsible government was formed
the Auditor-General had been appointed to ensure that
public moneys were appropriately expended. I think that
the audit office can play a really important role.
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are going to have tighter returns. We are operating in a
low-inflation environment. I know that this financial
year the state budget is projected to grow to $63 billion,
and that is partly due to a range of factors, not least of
which are the changes to the GST, but we are operating
in a lower-for-longer environment.
At the same time, we have got an ageing population, and
as the baby boomers start to retire and as they start to
become more aligned with and dependent upon public
services, that will put further pressure on our budget. I
remember speaking with a senior executive at Medibank
Private a number of years ago, and she advised me that
1 per cent of policyholders at Medibank Private constitute
between 45 and 55 per cent of the annual expenses of that
business. Partly that was due to the frequent flyers in that
health practice — people who have made poor lifestyle
choices, who are constantly ill from the age of 40 and
who have really poor health outcomes — but part of it
was also due to people who were in the final stages of life.
They might have fallen over, hurt themselves and then
had to be hospitalised with high-care nursing and all of
that, and then they pass away.
Now, I know that this is a bit of a circuitous route,
Acting Speaker, and I appreciate the indulgence you
have provided me so far, but what that means in a
low-return, low-rate environment is that we are going to
have some high costs that are going to be coming down
the pipeline — not so much over the forward estimates,
but if we look to the future over the next 10 to 20 years.
I think that the audit office plays a really important role
in terms of how we can be more efficient and effective
in the way in which we spend public moneys. If you are
looking at $63 billion in expenditure, I think the audit
office can play a really important role in saying, ‘Of that
money that we spend in health, is that the best that we
can do? Can we do better? Can we find savings?’.

I think the budget for the Department of Health and
Human Services is around $25 billion for the 2017–18
financial year. If you are looking at just a 1 per cent
improvement of that $25 billion, it is an extraordinary
amount of money, particularly if it can be done not so
much on the capital side but in relation to the current
expenditure. So when we appropriate the
Auditor-General’s office we do so to make sure there is
a fair approach in the way in which money is being
expended — that there is robust pressure being put back
on the executive to make sure that they do not spend
From where I sit, and just looking at what I think the
potentials could be for this office, if we are in a lower for money wildly or freely, and that there is some level of
longer economic environment, we can only expect to get accountability.
an 8 per cent or 10 per cent return on the moneys that we
There is also this great prospect and opportunity in
have invested. We are not going to have higher wage
growth. We are going to have tighter wage growth. We ensuring that we can be more efficient and effective
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because, at the end of the day, it is not our money, it is
the people’s money. The reality is that we are going to
be somewhat constrained in terms of the revenue
opportunities that will be available to us because of the
environment we are living in, but we know that our costs
are going to be increasing. So I think that the offer and
the potential that exists within the Auditor-General’s
office is quite profound.

Wednesday, 10 May 2017

house is vigorously trying to suppress the very integrity
of this house that the member for Essendon referred to in
concluding his remarks. The elephant in the room is the
rorting that has been going on of taxpayer funds by
Labor members of this Parliament, the member for
Tarneit, the member for Melton and many other
members besides in relation to the red shirts rort and the
costs that have flowed to the taxpayer from that.

In relation to the conduct of the members for Tarneit and
Melton the appropriate and proper way forward is
exactly what has been done in the past and exactly what
was done with the former member for Frankston in the
previous Parliament: to refer the allegations to a
committee of this Parliament to investigate and report,
and, on the basis of the findings and recommendations
of that committee, for this house to deal appropriately
with that conduct. That is what happened in the previous
Parliament at the instigation of the then government
when allegations were made. They were followed
through, there was a report to the Privileges Committee
and that was dealt with, and sanctions were debated and
applied by this house. That is exactly what should be
So the appropriation bill is a very, very important piece happening in relation to the members for Melton and
of legislation for the Parliament. Again for $23.98 I
Tarneit. Certainly on this side of the house we believe
would like to think — others may think differently —
the reference should be to a select committee established
that the people of Victoria get good value from that. This for that purpose, given that they were the former
is a great institution, the Parliament of Victoria, and I
Speaker and Deputy Speaker of this house. But, be it a
think that for those of us who have the distinct honour
dedicated select committee or be it the Privileges
and privilege of serving here it reminds us that we have Committee, that is the proper process that should be
got such a great obligation to our communities in terms followed and that those on the government side of the
of returning the trust that they have placed in us, but we house should be supporting.
have got an obligation to this institution because this
institution has served this community well for well over It is worth also reminding the house that in the case of the
150 years and we must always try to make sure that the former member for Frankston the Privileges Committee
integrity of this institution is upheld. I commend the bill recommended — and this house accepted the
recommendation — that in addition to repayment a
to the house.
penalty of 25 per cent should be imposed on the member
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — The Appropriation
in line with what had even at that stage become the
(Parliament 2017–2018) Bill 2017 is this year, as
established practice. So for the Premier to come out and
always, a bill to provide the resources for the Parliament announce, as though it is something new, that at some
to carry out its functions. It provides the resources for
stage he is going to introduce legislation for a 25 per cent
the staff who support this Parliament in so many
penalty is not something new, radical and different but is
different capacities to continue to perform the
simply confirming the practice and precedent that was set
outstanding work they perform in the exemplary way
in the previous Parliament. And it just reinforces the
that they do in assisting members of Parliament to carry question as to why the Premier has not said anything
out our functions.
about a 25 per cent penalty in relation to the members for
Tarneit and Melton or indeed why he is continuing to not
This bill often provides an occasion on which members insist on full accountability and repayment and indeed
across the chamber are able to reflect on the operation of further sanctions in relation to both of those members.
Parliament and to make observations on the operation of
Parliament in a generally bipartisan way. Unfortunately We have had the Premier being asked about a deal done
that is not the case this year because there are matters
with the member for Melton and denying any
concerning the conduct of this Parliament and its
knowledge of it, but he told the house yesterday in
implications for the cost to taxpayers of this Parliament question time, ‘The money should be paid back and it is
that are certainly not bipartisan, where one half of this
going to be’, which seems to confirm that he is perfectly
We are also very fortunate in this place to have the
parliamentary library. At various times when I have
asked questions such as what the pension rate for retired
coalminers was in the Coal Mines (Pensions) Act 1958,
they were forthcoming in providing that information,
which I think deserves a particular shout-out given you
have got somewhat esoteric and cryptic requests coming
from members. We are very well serviced by that great
institution, and I know the staff; I have been there, and
they have done a fantastic job over many years in
supporting us members in terms of making sure that our
contributions can be more interesting — potentially —
though others can judge that.
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Labor Party — an attitude that seems to care more about
happy with the member for Melton only repaying the
amount that he has rorted in relation to the Ocean Grove the offender than about the victims, because we did not
property, without any penalty and without any interest. have the member for Buninyong highlighting the cost
and the affront that has been inflicted on taxpayers or
We had some extraordinary statements by the member
appealing for recognition of the injustice that has been
for Buninyong yesterday on this subject, which the
done to them and for redress accordingly. We had
member for Malvern quoted in full earlier, and again I
appeals to go soft on the perpetrators because they have
quote in relation to the members for Melton and Tarneit: been through challenging life situations and we need to
recognise that in whatever misdemeanours they have
… they deserve to be treated like respected members in this
committed.
chamber, recognising that they have held high office. And
even though they might be criticised for misdemeanours, there
is an appropriate process to go through to investigate those.

Later on he said they are:
… members of this chamber of long standing, who deserve to
be treated respectfully …

Then further on he said:
We should allow them to follow through appropriately the
processes that they need to follow.

So we have got this bizarre contradiction on the part of
the member for Buninyong, saying on the one hand we
need to recognise that these are only misdemeanours and
that, whatever these members have done, they still need
to be treated as respected members of this chamber
because of the high office that they have held. I would
not have thought holding a high office was an
ameliorating or mitigating factor; I would have thought
it would be an aggravating factor in terms of the
sanctions that ought to be applied to them, as indeed is
the fact that they have been longstanding members of
this house and this Parliament and should have known
far better than to do what they did. They could not claim
ignorance or action in good faith that a new member
might be able to claim.
The member for Buninyong came out and made those
statements yesterday. What we have to wonder is
whether he has unintentionally let the cat out of the bag
and has been saying publicly in this chamber what other
members on the other side of the house have been
saying to each other in their caucus gatherings, or over a
cup of coffee in the lounge room, or saying to
themselves in their heart of hearts that these guys really
have not done all that much after all, it is all a bit of
exaggeration and they might have committed a
misdemeanour, but we should get over that and get on
with life.

Unfortunately on both accounts, the condoning of
rorting and the soft-on-crime approach is an attitude that
is completely wrong and completely out of line with
what decent and ordinary Victorians would think about
this. They believe, rightly, that members of this house
who consciously and deliberately go out and do the
wrong thing and who consciously and deliberately
engage in scams to enrich themselves at the taxpayers
expense should feel the full wrath of the law, that they
should certainly be subject to due process and that if that
due process confirms what seems to be plainly the case,
very strong sanctions should be applied accordingly.
In that context I want to touch on the statements that
were made to this house and the Legislative Council by
the Speaker of this house yesterday and the President of
the Legislative Council on 2 May. Both made statements
in relation to the role of the Audit Committee of the
Parliament. While those statements were in many
respects similar, there were some significant differences.
However, both the similarities and differences point to
the same conclusion, because what both the Speaker and
the President were saying to their respective chambers is
that in effect the Audit Committee got drawn into this
process through the public references that were made to
it, that it has been expected to perform a role which was
not, strictly speaking, the role for which it was
established and that it is being pushed to fulfil functions
and has had expectations placed on it that should not
have been placed on it.
The takeout from both the Speaker and the President is
that there are other proper processes that should be
followed. The Speaker remarked, and I quote:
There are other committees which are set up with powers and
reporting frameworks to investigate certain matters.

The President was more explicit. He said, and I quote:

There are committees, such as privileges committees, which
If that is the attitude that is echoing around the caucus
are set up with powers and reporting frameworks to investigate
and the member for Buninyong has put that on the
certain matters.
record from what is being said privately, then that
reflects, firstly, the condoning of a culture of rorting that Although the Speaker was a lot more circumspect than
is endemic within the Labor Party and, secondly, the sort the President, he was making exactly the same point.
of soft-on-crime attitude that has also permeated the
There are committees such as privileges committee that
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are set up with powers and reporting frameworks to deal
with matters such as this. So we now have our Presiding
Officers in both chambers giving a clear message to this
Parliament that there are other proper mechanisms for
dealing with this sort of rorting. That is exactly what we
on this side of the house have been saying all along.
The Audit Committee performed a valuable role in
gathering evidence and material and came forward with
a report to both houses. It did that in the circumstances
in which this matter evolved. But the proper and
appropriate way that this matter should have been dealt
with is through a committee of this house being
established, either a select committee or a privileges
committee, to investigate these matters, and time and
again that is what this government has refused to do,
which is carrying through to the estimates of this
Parliament.

Wednesday, 10 May 2017

So ‘rorts’ is the theme that is hanging over this bill and
this Parliament. This rorting needs to be resolved. There
needs to be a select committee or a privileges committee
to deal with the conduct of the members for Melton and
Tarneit. The Ombudsman needs to complete her
investigation and report on that rorting and then action
needs to be taken to hold those responsible to account in
accordance with the evidence and report of the
Ombudsman. Unless and until this rorting is dealt with,
we cannot re-establish the integrity of this Parliament.
We need to make sure that is done.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms HENNESSY
(Minister for Health).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION
AMENDMENT (OFFICE OF THE
VICTORIAN INFORMATION
COMMISSIONER) BILL 2016

The other thing that is adding to the costs of this
Parliament, and in magnitude this is probably even
greater than the rorting by the members for Melton and
Tarneit, is the consequences of the red shirts’ rorting,
Council’s amendments
where we have seen the Premier and his government
fighting tooth and nail every step of the way through the Returned from Council with message relating to
amendments.
legal system to do everything that they can to prevent
the Ombudsman of this state investigating the red shirts’
Ordered to be considered later this day.
rorting of parliamentary staff allowances, which was
undertaken by Labor members of Parliament prior to the
MINERAL RESOURCES (SUSTAINABLE
last election.
It was not just the trial division of the Supreme Court
and it was not just the Court of Appeal; it was off to the
High Court, seeking special leave to appeal, with legal
expenses at every step of the way for the Department of
Premier and Cabinet and no doubt legal expenses for the
Attorney-General’s areas as well as the cost of the
solicitor-general and of course the costs to this
Parliament of seeking to uphold what the High Court,
the Court of Appeal and the Supreme Court trial division
have all said was a completely appropriate and
legitimate reference from the Legislative Council to the
Ombudsman.

DEVELOPMENT) AMENDMENT
(LATROBE VALLEY MINE
REHABILITATION COMMISSIONER)
BILL 2017
Second reading

Debate resumed from 22 March; motion of
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Resources).

Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — I rise to speak on
the Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development)
Amendment (Latrobe Valley Mine Rehabilitation
Commissioner) Bill 2017. I state at the outset that the
That is a cost that has flowed through to this Parliament. opposition will not be opposing this bill. This bill will
establish the statutory office of the Latrobe Valley
I would be very confident that the total cost to the
Mine Rehabilitation Commissioner to monitor and
taxpayer of the Premier’s efforts to cover up the red
audit mine rehabilitation and consult with local
shirts’ rorting have exceeded the total cost to the
communities. This has come about as a result of the
taxpayer of the rorting by the members for Tarneit and
Melton, and that is imposing an even greater impact on 2015–16 Hazelwood mine fire inquiry; it was
recommendation 14 of that inquiry.
the parliamentary appropriation. That, of course, is on
top of the value and amount of money that was rorted by
What I will be doing today is outlining some of the
Labor members of Parliament before the last election.
reasons for the development of the commissioner role and
also just questioning some of the processes that are
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involved here. As I stated at the outset, although we will
not be opposing the bill we will certainly be watching
very carefully to ensure that the intent of this particular
role is carried through, largely from a safety mechanism
perspective. The opposition are absolutely 100 per cent
supportive of these types of roles that ensure we have
absolute safety when it comes to our mining and
resources sector. We should look at anything we can that
improves safety. That is why we are not opposing the bill.
The role of this commissioner as set out in this bill will
be to provide independent advice directly to the
government on mine rehabilitation and to help develop
the Latrobe Valley regional rehabilitation strategy. The
commissioner is required to work closely with the
community, with stakeholders and with the Latrobe
Valley mine operators, and to oversee individual
rehabilitation planning at each of the coalmines. It is
important to point out that the commissioner will be
appointed to look specifically at Latrobe Valley mines
and operations, including that of the recently shut-down
Hazelwood power station and mine, thanks to the
current government, and I will be making some further
comments about that shortly.
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but again it will be interesting to see what this
commissioner role ends up being and the importance in
terms of the time allocated for such a role.
New section 84AL outlines the functions and powers of
the commissioner. This is included but is not limited to:
(a) to develop and maintain a framework for the monitoring
and evaluation of rehabilitation planning activities;
(b) to carry out strategic audits of public sector bodies and
Latrobe Valley licensees in relation to rehabilitation
planning activities;
…
(c) to monitor and evaluate rehabilitation planning activities
in accordance with the framework;
(d) to review any research plan in relation to the
rehabilitation of coal mine land prepared by a Latrobe
Valley licensee and make recommendations, if any,
following a review to the relevant Latrobe Valley
licensee;
(e) to coordinate rehabilitation planning activities …

It also provides information on education for the
Victorian community about coalmine land rehabilitation
The main provisions in this bill firstly deal with clause 5. and the rehabilitation strategy, carrying out
A new section, 84AD, in the principal act provides that: investigations on the referral of the minister and
providing advice and recommendations to the minister
There is to be a Latrobe Valley Mine Rehabilitation
on matters related to the exercise of the commissioner’s
Commissioner.
powers and functions.
That is initially to set up the role of the commissioner.
The new section 84AF in the principal act provides that: Section 84AL outlines a very broad function. There are
lots of responsibilities that are outlined in this. Certainly,
(1) Subject to subsection (2), the Governor in Council, on the
the important elements are some of the audits looking at
recommendation of the Minister, by instrument, may
the licensee roles, looking at some of the planning
appoint a person as Commissioner.
activities as part of the rehabilitation and engaging with
(2) A person is eligible for appointment as Commissioner if
stakeholders. It is all very important.
the person has expertise relating to the rehabilitation of
mines.

We see it as a very important part of the bill to ensure
that there is someone who has expertise in dealing with
the mining industry and has an understanding of the
importance of the rehabilitation process.
New section 84AH outlines the terms and conditions of
the commissioner’s appointment. This includes but is
not limited to:
(a) holds office for the period, not exceeding 5 years,
specified in the instrument of appointment; and
(b) is appointed on a full-time or part-time basis, as specified
in the instrument of appointment …

On the role of education about the land to the Victorian
community, again we would just question what the
priorities and focus may be. As I outlined from the
beginning, this importantly should be about mine safety.
We hope that the commissioner’s role would be focused
around that and not running around the state running
education programs. So we just have a question in terms
of the focus. It is really important here to have
somebody that has real expertise in delivering safety first
and foremost, and certainly there are other options to run
some more general educational programs in relation to
rehabilitation.

The new section 84AR gives the commissioner or the
authorised officer the power to enter and inspect without
consent and to take samples, measurements or make
That clause also deals with the eligibility for that
appointment. We do not have a problem with that per se, audio-visual recordings on coalmine land or in any land
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that we would see as outside of the remit of this
commissioner. It should be very, very much dealing
with the business and the business operations, not
effectively planning that we not only shut down
Hazelwood, as the government has done with the
This particular section is very interesting, certainly in
Hazelwood plant and the Hazelwood mine, but shut
terms of inspection, which is obviously very important. down the remaining facilities. If the commissioner is
But doing that without consent is something we question going to be used as, effectively, the government’s
in this particular element of the bill. I know the Minerals linchpin to shut down further operations, then we would
Council of Australia and a number of other industry
see that as very problematic and something that we
groups question the heavy-handedness of this bill, of this would not be supporting.
clause. We believe that it is important, and it would be
fair to say that the operators all agree that this role is an I will just go into some background here because I think
important one for mine safety. We would be the first to that is very important on this particular role. Certainly,
as we mentioned, the actual recommendation came out
want to cooperate and work with the commissioner in
terms of advancing that, but to actually allow powers to of the Hazelwood mine fire, which began on 9 February
2014 and burnt for 45 days. It was very complex. It was
enter a workplace without consent is questionable.
a fire which had emergency and serious public health
If you look at other operations in a more general sense in consequences, and certainly it would be fair to say that it
the state, a landlord that owns property still requires
was something that this state had not seen before in
some form of notice before they enter the premises. To terms of its complexity and difficulty. I would like to
effectively give no notice and just turn up and say ‘I am take the opportunity to acknowledge all those
entering the premises again’ seems a bit heavy-handed. emergency services workers and all of the community
who took part in that very, very difficult period. It was a
The new section 84AZM provides that by 30 June 2020 very complex set of issues. As much as we all may
the minister:
claim to have answers for these sorts of things, nobody
can really predict the sorts of situations that may arise. I
must prepare a strategy for the rehabilitation of coal mine
think it would be fair to say that regardless of who is in
land …
power you would do your absolute best to ensure that
The strategy is to set out:
you got on top of a very difficult situation.
adjacent to a coalmine for the purposes of carrying out
referral investigation. The power is subject to a number
of limitations. Refusal by a corporation will result in
300 penalty units.

(a) the safety, stability and sustainability of coal mine land
and any adjacent land;
(b) the planning for the Latrobe Valley region in relation to
the rehabilitation of coal mine land and any adjacent land,
and the relationship between each mine void;
(c) the development of a plan for the monitoring and
evaluation of coal mine land after rehabilitation of that
land is complete.

The strategy must be reviewed every three years.

What we did in government was that we developed the
Hazelwood mine fire inquiry in 2014 and investigated
the circumstances and the government response to that
particular mine fire to learn from what happened and to
ultimately ensure that we can put in place a series of
processes and systems to mitigate future issues. The
report contained 18 recommendations, 12 of which were
directed to government to intervene and implement. The
Victorian coalition government supported the
12 recommendations that applied to it, 11 of them in full
and recommendation 5 in principle.

So obviously it is important to have a plan, to have a
strategy and to have that strategy reviewed, and certainly At the end of our term, in 2015 under a new
that would initially be a key element of the
government, a further inquiry was held, again looking at
commissioner.
some of those systems and processes and looking at
issues particularly around the rehabilitation of the
Again, we see this as a role that is safety first. A key
Latrobe Valley coalmines. That, as I said, resulted in this
element of the strategy should be working with mine
particular recommendation, recommendation 14. I am
operators to ensure that all of the safety mechanisms and
particularly pointing out that some technical issues of
procedures are focused as part of the rehabilitation.
mine rehabilitation were raised, and the regional and
mine-specific levels were looked at as part of those
We would certainly ask, or suggest, that if there is a
recommendations.
As I stated, recommendation 14 of
broader plan to actually use the office for a shutdown or
the
Hazelwood
Mine
Fire Inquiry Report 2015/2016,
a closure of the industry to effectively transition
completely out of coal, then that would be something
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Volume IV — Mine Rehabilitation refers to the Latrobe
Valley rehabilitation commissioner.
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been a deliberate strategy to shut these facilities down
and to move out of coal completely.

It came as no surprise that Engie made the
announcement that they did to close down the power
station, knowing what the government has done. What is
surprising though is the government’s response once
Engie made their decision to close. We had a private
company that said, ‘We’re not going to continue to
operate in Victoria and we are going to transition out,
but we are going to do it within five months’. For the
government to pretty much stay silent for five months
and do nothing to keep the Hazelwood mine operating is
an absolute disgrace. It is complete negligence, because
we have seen other instances where they have
responded. Even in Heyfield the government was quite
Some of the other general points in terms of the
happy to intervene and run a private business when there
commissioner are that, as I stated, they are appointed by was no timber on the basis of saving some jobs. But
the Governor in Council. They must have expertise in
when Hazelwood was closing, which not only affected
rehabilitation work and must monitor and audit the
the jobs directly in the valley but affected every single
Latrobe Valley licensees. They will promote information Victorian in terms of their power prices and energy
sharing and also commit to this work plan. In terms of
security, this government turned its back and said, ‘Do
the office itself, we are not told specifically what the
you know what? If you want to be out within five
known cost would be, although we can see that in the
months, you can go within five months’.
2017 budget the government has allocated $13.8 million
No matter who they are or what they think about the coal
over four years for the regional rehabilitation strategy.
We can assume that the funding would come out of that industry and its future, I have found no-one who has said
to me that closing a business as significant as this within
particular amount of money. Again, it would be
five months is a good thing. Not one person has said that.
interesting for us to know exactly what the cost will be
Even AGL, which have a plan to transition out of coal,
of establishing this role. As I alluded to earlier, we are
have very clearly said you cannot make an announcement
not sure whether it is a part-time or full-time role
according to the current government or what other staff and shut down coal within five months. You cannot take
22 per cent out of the market within five months. What
this commissioner’s office would have.
happens is that we all pay in terms of the consequences of
Some of the other points to raise are that this
jacked-up energy prices and the instability of power
government has been very deliberate in terms of its
generation and the grid. The Australian Energy Market
focus around coal, particularly around its attack on coal Operator has warned of 72 days of power insecurity over
in the more general sense. We saw what happened with the next two years, and there are recent threats of
Hazelwood and the closure of Hazelwood, and we saw industrial action at Loy Yang at the AGL power plant by
that that was very much a targeted attack on a coalmine the Electrical Trades Union. All of this stuff would not be
that still had potentially 10 or 15 years to run. What
as important as it is right now if you were not taking out a
happened there was a very interesting set of
major supplier of power to the grid. For the government
circumstances. Firstly, there was a tripling of a coal tax, to turn its back and allow that to happen is negligence. It
which impacted directly on that industry. The mine
is absolute negligence for them to go ahead and do what
operator, Engie, made very clear that a $250 million-odd they have done.
coal tax which was going to affect them directly would
One can only surmise that the fact that this government
make it very hard for them to continue operations. So
did nothing when it came to closing down Hazelwood is
that was one thing.
that they have an intended policy which says, ‘Let’s get
There was also a very strong signalling of the
rid of Hazelwood and let’s get rid of the rest of them —
state-based renewable energy target on top of federal
Yallourn, Loy Yang A and Loy Yang B — and let’s
targets. The government has certainly been very
transition completely out of coal’. That is something we
deliberate in its attack, saying that operations like
can only assume on the basis of the actions of this
Hazelwood are not welcome in Victoria, and there has
government. But what is even more surprising is that on
18 November 2015 the government announced that they
As I alluded to before, we think that is very important.
We think that, certainly, having done the work of these
inquiries, both the inquiry that we had and the inquiry
that the government has had, we are certainly not going
to knock what the government did, and I do not think we
should be playing politics in terms of the veracity of
inquiries. Whatever we can do to ultimately learn from
them and implement and improve systems is what we
should be doing. That is what we should all be striving
towards. Basically, that is why we think having a
commissioner role like this is important, certainly and
ultimately, in terms of shoring up safety.
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would do a coal review to give certainty to the
community and to industry. They said they will:
… carry out an independent review …

Wednesday, 10 May 2017

remaining power stations’, and the current Minister for
Resources is probably trying to have a bet each way in
terms of what happens with coal in the future.

We have a government that has put out a press release
and talked about certainty, but in practice, as far as
energy policy is concerned, it has done the complete
opposite. Victoria has never been in a more uncertain
time when it comes to energy than it is right now.
Already in this press release they were saying that other Victoria has been the jewel in the crown for energy
people are getting out so maybe they should have a look supply, but is now in a situation where we are importing
energy from other states. During the peak periods of
at it. They went on to say:
summer we will be reliant on New South Wales and
The Labor government is committed to planning for this
Tasmania exporting power to Victoria. We have seen
transition to give the community and industry certainty going
what has happened in South Australia and we are
forward.
heading down the same path as South Australia to outdo
Certainty, one can only assume, in terms of closing the them on a renewable energy plan.
remaining power stations.
We have a government that have abdicated
responsibility when it comes to power security and
The review of coal development programs and new coal policy
will help achieve this, as will the government’s Renewable
affordability. We have a coal industry with 500-plus
Energy Roadmap.
years worth of coal in the Latrobe Valley. We have got
an area which I am sure the member for Morwell will
We can see very clearly in this press release by the then
talk about that has been built around the energy industry,
Minister for Industry and Minister for Energy and
has been supported by the energy industry, and families
Resources, the member for Mill Park — and we have
have resided there because of the energy industry. They
since had a portfolio change where the member for Mill
all do not know what their futures will be. It is the most
Park is now the Minister for Energy, Environment and
uncertain time ever in Victoria right now because we
Climate Change, and the member for Williamstown is
have a government with no plan when it comes to
the Minister for Industry and Employment and the
energy, no plan when it comes to resources and no plan
Minister for Resources, which splits up the roles and
when it comes to mining.
responsibilities quite conveniently — that the review of
the coal policy was announced to give certainty, one
The resources minister who is responsible for this bill
would suggest, about closing the remaining power
has established an office called Minerals Development
stations. Here is the kicker:
Victoria. The whole idea around this office was that it
Victoria has the second-largest brown coal deposit in the
world; however, major energy companies including AGL,
GDF Suez and Origin Energy have already announced
publicly that they will not be investing in new coal-fired power
stations.

The coal policy will be released in 2016 in order to incorporate
findings from this review, the government’s climate change
review and the Hazelwood mine fire inquiry
recommendations.

would streamline projects to ensure we get resources
projects going here in Victoria. This office has done
nothing but add another layer of bureaucracy. Gavin
Lind, the executive director of Minerals Council of
Australia — Victorian Division, has said:

That is what the government said. They were going to
do a coal review, and this was before Hazelwood closed.
Much-needed new jobs and investment in regional Victoria are
They were going to look at the future of coal and they
being delayed — or missed — by antiquated approvals
processes and uncertainty together with the Victorian
were going to ensure that the review was released as part
government’s permanent ban on all onshore unconventional
of the Hazelwood mine fire inquiry recommendations
gas exploration —
and the climate change policies. But what have we got?
We have got nothing. We have got no coal review; it is a in Victoria.
year late. We are still waiting for the coal review. We do
Despite Victoria’s minerals prospectivity, the state’s
have the new commissioner that is being established, but
international attractiveness as a destination for minerals
we do not have a policy in terms of the future of coal. It
investment continues to fail. And existing projects, including in
is pretty difficult for the shadow cabinet to determine
East Gippsland, are languishing due to slow decision-making
what the ulterior motive is of this. The former Minister
and poor coordination between agencies.
for Energy and Resources, now the Minister for Energy,
Here we have a situation where the government’s
Environment and Climate Change, issued this press
intended consequences, we are told, of establishing
release that seemed to be saying, ‘Close down the
Minerals Development Victoria were to streamline

MINERAL RESOURCES (SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT) AMENDMENT (LATROBE VALLEY MINE
REHABILITATION COMMISSIONER) BILL 2017
Wednesday, 10 May 2017

ASSEMBLY

projects, but instead they have added to the bureaucracy
and delayed projects. Delayed projects, in some
instances, by years. And we are seeing investment of
people walking away from this in all areas, even in earth
extraction. When it comes to housing affordability, a key
issue for all Victorians, we are having some of the
extractive rock industries waiting for five or six years for
permits to be able to run their businesses and to provide
the much-needed resources for the housing industry,
causing up to a 25 per cent increase in costs thanks to
delays, thanks to mismanagement by this government.
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Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development)
Amendment (Latrobe Valley Mine Rehabilitation
Commissioner) Bill 2017. I did listen with interest to the
member for Caulfield’s contribution.

I suppose at the outset, with a piece of legislation like
this, there are two fundamental questions that need to be
answered. Do you believe in climate change? Yes or no?
And do you believe there is a role for the state where
there is market failure? I think all of us on this side of
the house recognise the fact that climate change is a
reality. Whether you like it or not, it is just a reality. It is
So if this commissioner, and that role, is about safety, then the new norm. We have got two choices. We can turn
around and say no, let us just keep barrelling on down
we are all for it. If it is about ensuring the industry is to
the fossil fuel highway and not think about transitioning
keep going, we are all for it. If it is about leading up to
what the Hazelwood mine fire inquiry is, we are all for it. to a cleaner future, or we can look at making those
However, if this commissioner’s role is about shutting
changes that are required.
down coal in Victoria, further jacking up energy prices,
I note that the member for Caulfield asked the question:
further adding to energy security issues in this state,
are we going to get out of coal in the next few years or
further adding the pressure of blackouts for all
Victorians — Victorians needing to decide whether they not? I am surprised the question would come from a
heat their homes or turn on the lights because they cannot shadow minister, given the fact that I think the energy
capacity of the state of Victoria is around
do both — if that is what this is all about then that is not
10 000 megawatt hours, required on a regular basis. The
what we are for. If it is about adding further layers of
bureaucracy that cause more costs to businesses that then overwhelming majority of that is from coal-fired power
have to be passed on to all Victorians through higher bills, stations, baseload power.
we are not for that either.
Even if we decided tomorrow that we wanted to get out
This is obviously a very important piece of legislation. of coal, you just cannot do that. You just physically
It is important, as I say, in terms of safety, but it is also cannot do that. Moreover, there is not the alternative fuel
important in terms of signalling. We will be watching supply to fill that gap. But it is fair and reasonable to
very carefully, we will be asking for this government to think about how you transition this economy from being
heavily reliant on baseload coal-fired power stations to
actually do something, to release their coal policy, to
becoming
not totally unreliable, because I do not think
tell us once and for all if we are for coal under Labor in
that
is
likely
to happen in the next 10 years, but less
the next few years. Or are we out of coal over the next
reliant.
And
less
is good, because less reliance on
few years?
coal-fired power stations means less greenhouse gas
And if we are out, what are we going to be using to heat emissions.
our homes and cool our homes and keep the lights on? Is
it just going to be up to wind and solar? Or are we going I think that when you look at a bill like this it is about the
state recognising that we have got a role to play in
to still be in base load into the future? These are
supporting these communities through a difficult
questions that need to be answered. The coal policy is
transition. In many ways the challenge before us is not
12 months late, and I would put to you that there is a
dissimilar — albeit I suggest it is probably a greater
deliberate reason why it has been late — this
challenge
— to that which we faced with heavy
government has no idea when it comes to a plan for the
manufacturing
in Australia in the 1970s and 1980s. The
future of energy in this state.
reality is that we had to change our economy then. We
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Blandthorn) — The had to reduce the tariff walls, we had to have a floating
Australian dollar, we had to be more engaged with Asia.
member for Essendon.
And we did all those things because we recognised that
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — Congratulations, it is that was what we needed to do in order to become a
lovely to see you in the chair tonight. I think it is a first
more prosperous and more resilient economy. And we
occasion, so it is wonderful. It is a great honour to be
made those changes.
here on my feet when you are in the chair. I am
delighted to make a contribution in relation to the
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But at the same time back then, as is the case now, there
was a need for the state to recognise that you cannot just
have laissez-faire capitalism writ large, running through
communities without the steady hand of the state to
provide assistance where required. And that is where this
bill comes into play.

have these communities left isolated and alone without
the support and assistance of the state. Those on this side
of the house fundamentally believe that it is our role to
intervene.

The reality is that the Hazelwood mine fire had a
devastating impact on those communities. What is also
the case is that one of the challenges is the size of the pit
and its location. I grew up out in the clay belt in the
1970s and in the clay belt you had a whole heap of
quarries. They were small-scale quarries, and invariably
when the resource ran out or the technology to extract
the resource ended, those quarries were turned into lakes
and might have had housing estates around them or, as
was often the case in the 1970s, they were turned over to
landfill. You could do that because, basically, the pit was
not particularly deep and it was close to an urban area
where there was a population. The reality is that in later
times the reason they were turned over to housing
estates was because the value of the land was significant
and there was an economic driver to make that a reality.

Mr PEARSON — Where there is market failure,
Leader of the National Party, yes, we intervene. That is
what you do.

What we have got here at Hazelwood is a really deep pit.
We have got a really deep pit, a big pit in an
economically depressed area where there is not a lot of
industry around. You cannot just turn around and say,
‘Look, Engie has pulled out and Hazelwood has shut
down. There’s the pit. Let’s just hand it over to the
private sector and let them take care of it’. That is not
really an option under this set of circumstances.
So what we have to do with a bill like this is recognise
that it is the role of the state to work with these
communities through this transition and to start saying,
‘Okay, if we’ve got a large pit, what can we do with it?
What is the best use for that resource?’. If we represent
25 per cent of the Australian economy, which the state
government of Victoria does, how can we use our
purchasing power to most ably assist those
communities? How do we do that? That is the sort of
work that needs to be done now.

Mr Walsh interjected.

Mr Walsh interjected.
Mr PEARSON — There you go. The Leader of the
National Party exposes his ignorance in one fell swoop.
He says, ‘Why don’t you build a coal-fired power
station?’. You cannot get lending finance. You cannot
finance it, unless the Leader of the National Party is
saying, ‘Let’s recreate the State Electricity Commission
of Victoria’. I am not sure if that is what he is saying.
The banks will not lend. They will not lend billions of
dollars to build a baseload coal-fired power station
because it would be a stranded asset.
Mr Northe interjected.
Mr PEARSON — I would suggest that maybe the
member for Morwell might want to go to Sydney or
Perth or Adelaide, or he might want to go to America.
He might want to say, ‘I would like to build a baseload
coal-fired power station, Mr or Ms Banker. Can you
lend me $3 billion?’. I think the answer would be an
emphatic no, because the payback period would be too
short. The reality is that these would be stranded assets.
I make no bones of the fact that as a state government
we will work with these communities, and we will
intervene where there is market failure. That is the right,
proper and responsible thing to do, and that is why we
have a bill like this before the house. It is about making
those sorts of investments.

It is also about saying: what is the future for the Latrobe
Valley? What will the Latrobe Valley look like in 2050?
I would say that it is a reasonable supposition that Loy
As I said, if you had a small, shallow pit in the outer
Yang A and Loy Yang B will continue to operate in
north or the outer west or the outer east of Melbourne,
2050. That would be my guess. Unless the capital cost of
we would not be here. There would be no need to
refurbishing those assets is too great I would suggest that
legislate. There would be no need to intervene, because they will still be operating, even if they are at times
the market would take care of itself. People would be
operating more in terms of the summer peak and then
lining up and saying, ‘You beauty! I’ll take that off your being mothballed.
hands. That’s fantastic. I’ll pay the state’. There would
be a nice housing estate, and away we go. But we are not But the question is: what do we want to see happen in
these communities? What sort of industry do we want to
in that situation, and that is why we have to look at
see in these communities? How can we encourage these
regulating where we have to. Where there is market
communities to thrive, prosper and grow? That is not
failure we intervene in the market, because you cannot
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old-fashioned socialism; that is simply common sense.
We could do what the National Party wants us to do,
which is to do nothing — that is the implied suggestion
from the Leader of the National Party — and these
communities would be isolated. They would be left to
fend for themselves, like they were in the 1990s under
the Kennett government, when you had high rates of
incarceration, high rates of mental health issues, high
rates of substance abuse, high rates of unemployment
and low rates of economic activity, and people lived
impoverished lives as a consequence of the state
imposing a market failure and then not doing anything to
support those communities.
A bill like this is important because it starts to set the
scene to help transition the Latrobe Valley into a
brighter and newer future. It is absolutely the role and
responsibility of the state to intervene where there is a
failure like this, and a bill like this is important to make
sure we can transition the economy to a stronger and
firmer footing. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — I rise this afternoon to
speak on the Mineral Resources (Sustainable
Development) Amendment (Latrobe Valley Mine
Rehabilitation Commissioner) Bill 2017. The bill does a
number of things, including establishing the office of the
Latrobe Valley mine rehabilitation commissioner. They
will have various responsibilities including investigating,
monitoring and reporting to the minister and indeed to
the community on the activities and strategies to be
implemented around the relevant rehabilitation of
coalmine land in the Latrobe Valley region specifically.
The commissioner also has some other powers around
investigations and audits, coordinating some of the
rehabilitation planning activities and providing advice,
reports and recommendations to not only the minister
but the community more generally.
One of the key aims of the bill is to make sure that the
minister prepares a regional rehabilitation strategy by
30 June 2020. It is important to note that the mines
within the Latrobe Valley at the moment are already
undergoing rehabilitation. I think sometimes that is
forgotten by certain groups and organisations who think
that these large coalmines have not had any
rehabilitation during the course of their mining activities.
That is far from the case. One of the questions I have in
relation to the development of a regional rehabilitation
strategy is: does this alter, amend or make redundant the
current rehabilitation plans that the mines have in place?
I want to take up some of the comments made by the
member for Essendon. In his contribution he talked
about the government having to intervene in market
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failure and in this case the state government stepping in
to oversee or have responsibility around mine
rehabilitation. It is interesting that the member for
Essendon would say that, and would this government be
prepared, if there was a market failure around energy
security in Victoria, to intervene then? How would it do
that given the member for Caulfield quite rightly pointed
out that the Australian Energy Market Operator has
indicated that on the worst possible days Victoria will
have to import electricity from New South Wales?
The member for Essendon also asked: who is going to
invest in coal projects? Banks do not do that anymore.
The member for Essendon is well versed in what is
happening in other parts of the world, so why are they
building coal-fired power plants in Germany, China and
other jurisdictions? I am sure they are getting finance to
do that. If you talk to anybody associated with any
coal-related projects in Australia, among the major
impediments are the policies put in place by
governments of the day. Indeed the former federal Labor
government and the current state Labor government
have put policy and budget settings in place that deter
investment in coal-related projects.
In the Latrobe Valley we have three major coalmines,
including Yallourn. If one has done a tour of the
Yallourn mine, they would have seen that quite a deal of
rehabilitation has already taken place particularly in the
south-western area of the mine. Obviously that mine
provides coal for the Yallourn power station. Hazelwood
has been talked about. Again there has been a lot of
contention over a period of time about that mine, and
obviously the mine fire of 2014 was a terrible time for
many people in our community. It probably instigated
the bill that we are talking about today.
We have the Loy Yang mine, which provides coal for
the Loy Yang A and Loy Yang B power stations. What
the member for Essendon did say that is correct is that
these are massive coal pits. They have been mined
extensively for years. They are large, they are steep and
they are very complex, and it is important that the
rehabilitation of these mines that takes place in the future
is done in a manner that meets community expectations.
In my view we should be incorporating world’s best
practice in undertaking that rehabilitation into the future.
I must say at the same time there are certainly many
environmental groups, commentators and experts who
think this is an easy solution. It is not. These mines are
very, very complex. It is not just the terrain; it is the coal
resource itself and the make-up of that coal. The
member for Mildura can give an explanation of the
content of coal. These mines also have very complex
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water aquifers to deal with. They are not simple; they are
complex. To simply think that you can throw a bit of
overburden over the top of them and they will be fine or
fill them up with water without any other infrastructure
in place is completely and utterly wrong.
As the member for Caulfield said in his contribution, we
have some concerns on this side of the house that the
government wants to appoint a commissioner as soon as
possible because they want to get on with the job of
rehabilitating the mine as quickly as they can. We
simply do not understand what the government’s
position is on coal or its coal policy. We might
remember — I certainly do — a media release coming
out of the government in November 2015. Remember
Rhys Edwards? ‘We’ve commissioned Rhys Edwards
from Tasmania to do some work to tell us how our coal
policy might work. We want that information from
Mr Edwards’. Well, the government will not release any
of the detail or the report from Mr Edwards, which I
understand was handed to various ministers in April of
last year. It is just unbelievable that we do not have this
information.
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anyone thinks that having Hazelwood close — with
hundreds of jobs lost, security of supply threatened for
Victoria and the cost of energy prices going through the
roof — is a great income, then they have got rocks in
their heads. It is as simple as that.
Mr D. O’Brien interjected.
Mr NORTHE — Yes. I also take up some
comments from the minister in his media release of
22 March, which talks about the new commissioner’s
role of overseeing the mine rehabilitation. Within that he
talked about the fact that, ‘we’ll always stand by the
region’s workers, businesses and communities’. Well, I
am sorry, Minister, but that is far too late. Your
government did nothing to ensure that Hazelwood
would at least go through a gradual closure, which you
promised to do and which never happened.

The minister also talked about the worker transfer
scheme. I have to refer to this. Last week it was reported
in our local media that the first instance of the worker
transfer scheme had occurred with AGL. That is
absolute rubbish. It is a fallacy; it is not true. They are
I have sent formal letters to the Minister for Resources. I trying to claim that the worker transfer scheme is up and
have put constituency questions in the Parliament. I have running. It has not happened; it is not the case at all. Our
put questions on notice. The minister has come back to community needs an explanation of that as well. In
me in writing to say that the government will release its terms of the bill itself, we are not opposing it.
coal policy in December 2016. Here we are in May, and
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — Before I start, I
Hazelwood power station is closed and the government
note that when the member for Caulfield was up I
has not released its coal policy. This is an absolute
thought I heard him say that there was no place for
disgrace at a time when our community is keen to
understand whether this government supports coal, and politics in this debate, and in fact I thought he was
pleading with us all to keep politics out of it. Then as
not necessarily just coal in energy production but for
quickly as that idea came into his head, he proceeded to
other purposes. There are a number of companies and
blast us with an almost pure political diatribe about the
interested parties who are prepared to invest in
decision of Engie to close Hazelwood. It is an interesting
coal-related projects, but how the hell can they do that
approach but not inconsistent with the approach of those
when we do not even know what the position of this
opposite on most things.
government is with respect to coal?
One has to wonder what the future direction of this
government is when it comes to coal for energy
production. We all know about Hazelwood: we know
the government’s policy was to close Hazelwood, and
we know they set a renewable energy target and the only
way they could meet that was to close Hazelwood. We
know that in last year’s budget they imposed another
$252 million on generators in the Latrobe Valley and
then tried to package that up and say, ‘Here we go;
we’re heroes. We’ve announced a $266 million support
package’. It is just an absolute disgrace. To allow
Hazelwood power station to close in less than six
months is nothing more than an absolute disgrace, and it
comes at a time of rising unemployment in my
community. It is going to be a difficult ride ahead. If

As we have heard, over February and March 2014 the
Hazelwood coalmine caught fire and burned for 45 days.
We know that smoke and ash covered the town of
Morwell and surrounding areas, causing serious health
impacts for residents of the valley, which contributed to
an increase in the number of deaths during the period of
that fire. The fire also came at a great economic cost to
the community, with businesses experiencing a
downturn because of medical costs, veterinary costs,
time taken off work, relocation costs and, in some cases,
a devaluation of their properties.
It has to be said that when those opposite were hiding in
the aftermath of the mine fire, when the member for
Morwell was nowhere to be seen, those on this side of
the house — both in opposition and now in
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government — were present and were active, and this
bill is yet another demonstration of that.
In March 2014 the former government announced an
independent inquiry into that fire, and so it should have.
The focus of this inquiry was an investigation into the
causes of the fire; the responses to the fire; and
fire-prevention measures undertaken by the owner,
operator and licensee of the mine and of regulatory
agencies. It also looked at the health and wellbeing
impacts and the response to this health emergency. The
report of this inquiry was tabled a couple of months
before the November 2014 election. In the first budget
of the Andrews Labor government we committed
$30 million to implementing the 12 recommendations
and 40 affirmations from that report.
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mine rehabilitation issues, and specifically they found
that none of the existing regulatory agencies or
authorities satisfied the criteria needed for a successful
coordinating body in the area of mine rehabilitation,
principally because they lacked independence or had
insufficient expertise and inadequate resourcing.
As such, it recommended that the statutory appointment
of a Latrobe Valley mine rehabilitation commissioner be
independent and able to lead and coordinate planning
and improvements to mine rehabilitation in the valley.
The commissioner will provide independent advice on
all rehabilitation matters in the valley. They will be
based in the region and will provide advice to
government on the development of the Latrobe Valley
rehabilitation strategy — a strategy to which we have
already committed $12.6 million.

However, that inquiry — the 2014 inquiry — left many
questions unanswered, and so we reopened it to
investigate the ongoing impact of the fire on the region’s
health and safety, and in doing that we listened to the
community, who were telling us that that was what was
needed. We reopened it so we could consider whether
the Hazelwood mine fire led to increased deaths, so we
could see how to improve the health of the Latrobe
Valley community and so we could investigate
rehabilitation options for the Latrobe Valley coalmines.
The reopened inquiry delivered four reports. The
government committed to implementing all of the
recommendations and affirmations of those reports and
allocated a further $51.2 million in the 2016–17 budget.

As I said, the government is also committed to
developing a regional rehabilitation strategy in
consultation with the valley community and the mine
operators. The bill before us delivers on that
commitment by requiring the minister to prepare a
strategy that provides for a few things, such as a safe,
stable and sustainable landform for the Latrobe Valley
coalmine voids to provide assurance to the community;
a plan for the Latrobe Valley region for the rehabilitation
of coalmine land and for the relationship between each
mine and void; and the development of a plan to monitor
and evaluate coalmine land after rehabilitation is
complete. Work on this has already begun.

The Hazelwood mine fire inquiry implementation plan
delivers on every single one of the inquiry’s
recommendations, and the work plan is extensive. But I
will be focusing on a couple of the commitments that are
dealt with in the bill before us today. They are the
establishment of the role of the Latrobe Valley mine
regional rehabilitation commissioner to monitor and
evaluate the rehabilitation process and the development
of a regional strategy for rehabilitation planning and
modernising the regulation of the coalmines.

The Hazelwood mine fire inquiry found that mine
rehabilitation, in particular progressive rehabilitation, is
the best way of preventing coalmines from catching fire.
What this really means is making sure that mines
continue to be properly managed and that progressive
rehabilitation occurs so that fires do not occur, and what
was experienced by the community of Morwell and the
surrounding areas is never again replicated. The role of
commissioner outlined in the bill before us today will be
very important in ensuring that this happens.

Volume IV of the Hazelwood mine fire inquiry report
found that a new independent authority was needed to
coordinate all rehabilitation matters in the valley and to
ensure collaboration between the mine operators, the
community and the government. On the back of this, the
implementation plan committed to establishing the role
of the commissioner, as well as developing a regional
rehabilitation strategy for the valley in partnership with
the mine operators and the community.

I am very conscious that there are other speakers who
wish to contribute to this debate today. This bill is
sensible, and it is consistent with this government’s
previous action on this issue which was in support of
those in the valley. It ensures the safety of the
community down there and ensures that these events
never take place again. I commend the bill to the house.

In its final report, the board of inquiry found that there
was a clear lack of collaboration and coordination on

Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) — I am pleased
to rise to speak on the Mineral Resources (Sustainable
Development) Amendment (Latrobe Valley Mine
Rehabilitation Commissioner) Bill 2017. This is an
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important issue, and it is a vexed issue. I grew up in the
Latrobe Valley, and ever since I was a child we have
been talking about what will happen to the mines when
they are worked out or when they are finished. Sadly we
are now facing the mines finishing not because they
have been worked out but because Hazelwood and the
Morwell mine in particular is being closed. That is a
matter of great distress to the Latrobe Valley, most
particularly for the township of Morwell but also right
throughout the valley and throughout Gippsland. There
are people who work at Hazelwood who live in my
electorate of Gippsland South. From Wellington shire
about 1200 people travel to the Latrobe Valley for work
each day and about 300 people from South Gippsland
shire. Many of them are in the coal industry, and some
of them work at Hazelwood.
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bastion of the Labor Party because the Labor Party and
the unions in the valley supported coal.
Ms Thomas — We will be back in 2018.

Mr D. O’BRIEN — Good luck with that one. I am
happy to have a bet with you on that one. Once upon a
time the Labor Party actually supported coal and was
behind it, but unfortunately in the last 10 or 15 years the
Labor Party has become too concerned about the
influence of the Greens. When it comes to Hazelwood I
am absolutely certain about that. We are hearing about
the Premier, about Harriet Shing, a member for Eastern
Victoria Region in the Council, and about various other
ministers wandering down to the valley and announcing
little things that they think are somehow going to
assuage the loss of 750 direct jobs at Hazelwood. But I
bet
at various branch meetings and public gatherings in
As previous speakers on this side have mentioned, we
the
inner city suburbs of Melbourne that when Labor
will not be opposing this bill. It is a difficult question, and
members
get asked about Hazelwood they will be
the role does require a certain level of expertise. I must
saying, ‘Didn’t you know? We closed it’. They will be
say though that I am uncomfortable with yet another
commission or statutory authority being appointed. There saying that to the people in the suburbs, and in the inner
suburbs in particular where they are under threat from
have been so many new authorities or commissioners
appointed by this government that one wonders what the the Greens. They will be saying, ‘Yes, look what we’ve
done. We’ve closed Hazelwood’.
departments are actually doing these days. But I do
understand that in this particular case there is a certain
They will be preaching one story to those people in inner
level of expertise required of a commissioner, as is
Melbourne, and they will be preaching a different one in
referred to in the legislation, so hopefully we will find
the Latrobe Valley, because we know — and those on
someone who takes a sensible approach to the
the other side can protest all they like — that this was
rehabilitation of the Latrobe Valley mines.
their policy. In 2010 the Labor Party actually wanted to
It is important that this bill passes. One of the questions close the Hazelwood power station, and yet, as the
member for Morwell has pointed out on a hundred
that my colleague the member for Morwell wanted to
follow up on — and perhaps later speakers may be able occasions, the policy of the Labor Party was to close
Hazelwood gradually. What do we get once they get into
to give us an answer to this — is when in fact a
power? Bang, it is closed — boom, closed in five
commissioner will be appointed. Obviously it is
months. It was an announcement that gave the valley
important to get this happening soon. With the
Hazelwood power station and mine now closed, it would absolutely no opportunity to adjust to what is an
be useful if the government could explain exactly when economically catastrophic event. We have seen the
that is likely to occur, not that we can likely have much Labor Party’s form on this. Not only was it Labor Party
policy but the Labor Party actively went about ensuring
faith in anything that we are told about this because, as
the member for Morwell and, I believe, the member for that it closed without having to pass legislation or make
a formal decision. They just did it by stealth, as was
Caulfield have pointed out, the government said over
pointed out by the member for Morwell.
two years ago that we would have a coal policy. In
December 2015 they said we would have a coal policy,
There is the imposition of a 40 per cent renewables
and yet here we are in May 2017 and there is still no
target. We support renewables on this side, but a 40 per
coal policy.
cent renewables target when we already have a federal
We can only imagine what is going on internally in the scheme is only designed to drive out coal-fired baseload
power stations. That was the first bit, but the most
government on this issue, because we know that the
egregious bit was that all of those on that side of the
Labor Party hates coal. We know that it was once the
house supported the budget last year that tripled the
great party that actually supported workers in the
brown coal royalty — $252 million. That is not only
Latrobe Valley. Labor held the seat of Morwell for
another broken promise on taxes, but also a $250 million
36 years before it was wrested from its hands. It was a
impost on the generators in the Latrobe Valley.
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Then there are the people at Hazelwood. Everyone on
the other side likes to lay blame for Hazelwood closing.
They say, ‘It’s Engie’s decision, it’s the decision of a
multinational based in France’. The people that actually
ran it said, ‘That is a $20 million annual hit to the
Hazelwood business’. I know that the socialist
troglodytes on that side all say, ‘Yes, tax the bosses, they
can afford it, they are rich’, but it does not work that
way. If you continue to tax companies like Engie with
$20 million, you are going to see the outcome which we
have seen — that they have in fact been forced to close.
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coal companies, it is a tax on Victorians, and the Labor
Party does not seem to understand that, so let us just get
rid of that for a moment.

We are now faced with reduced baseload power, so
much so that when a long-running and difficult dispute
at AGL Loy Yang came to a head and neither party
could agree after two years, there was the threat that Loy
Yang would be shut. If Loy Yang mine were shut, that
would take out about half of what is left, and of course
the government had to act. It had to step in, because this
government’s policies on closing Hazelwood have led to
We were astounded on this side to see the Premier go to a reduction in our available supply. It will be Victorians
Hazelwood and the valley and say, ‘I’m sorry, I’m going who will pay the price, and it will be Victoria’s future
that will be most at risk because we will not have the
to do everything I can for you’. As the member for
Morwell may have alluded to, we have a bit of a theory. reliable baseload power that we need. With respect to
I think what actually happened is Labor Party members this legislation, as I said, we need to make decisions. I
knew this was coming. They knew that Hazelwood was hope the government will not be doing things like filling
going to go and thought, ‘We want to hasten that along the Morwell mine with water and rendering it absolutely
unusable in future, because we should not turn our back
because we want to be able to say in Brunswick,
on 500 years of coal supply.
Northcote, Richmond and Melbourne that we actually
closed Hazelwood’. Members from the other side are
Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) — I am pleased to add
nodding, so they know I am right. They thought,
my
comments to the Mineral Resources (Sustainable
‘Hazelwood’s going to close, so how can we pay for a
Development)
Amendment (Latrobe Valley Mine
structural adjustment package?’ They decided to triple
Rehabilitation
Commissioner)
Bill 2017. As other
the coal royalty. They thought they could whack
speakers have outlined, the background to this bill really
$252 million on the generators in the valley and that
would pay for the $266 million that they will now give goes back to February 2014 when we know that the
back to the valley as some sort of generous gesture. Over Hazelwood coalmine caught fire. We know that the fire
1000 jobs or 750 direct jobs at Hazelwood are going out lasted for two months, creating significant concerns for
of the valley because of the policies of this government. the health of the people in the Latrobe Valley and
highlighting the fact that when that mine fell into disuse
That is exactly what has happened. The government will not enough work had been done to ensure that processes
were in place to stop the chance of a fire, so when it did
rue the day, because that has left a giant hole in our
happen and took grip there was no capacity to water the
power supplies. It is not immediate, but the energy
mine at the site and put the fire out at an early stage.
situation changes very quickly. Those of us who have
been around a bit longer will remember it has only been Once fire takes hold on a resource like coal, then it is
going to burn for some time. It created significant
about 10 years ago since the then Treasurer, John
concerns.
Brumby, was talking about new power stations and
talking about investing in coal, because we were facing
We know as a follow-up to that there was the
brownouts and blackouts. Okay, there is excessive
supply in the system at the moment, but that can change Hazelwood mine fire inquiry in 2016. One of the things
that the inquiry pointed out was that the regulatory
very quickly.
system to follow up on the rehabilitation of the
coalmines in this area was insufficient. We recognise
The government stands condemned for its failure to
that these mines are very complex. We know they are
deliver a coal policy, for its failure to actually say
anything about what it plans to do. It stands condemned very deep and we obviously know their susceptibility to
for its coal tax, and someone will jump up from the other fire, but a whole range of issues need to be addressed.
side and say, ‘All we’re doing is making our royalty rate As these mines stop being mined, there needs to be a
proper process of rehabilitation put in place.
consistent with New South Wales and Queensland’.
What a load of baloney that is. Queensland and New
This legislation took the advice of the inquiry when it
South Wales coal is predominantly exported, so it
recommended that by June this year the government
absolutely should be taxed at a higher rate. But we do
should establish an independent Latrobe Valley mine
not export brown coal, so any increase in the coal
rehabilitation commissioner as a statutory appointment
royalty is a tax on Victorians. It is not a tax on foreign
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and that that commissioner should have a range of
powers to be able to work with the community, to be
able to do assessments of both Hazelwood mine and
other mines that are not continuing to be in use and to
ensure that there are proper processes undertaken for
rehabilitation and for the wellbeing of the people of
Gippsland into the future.
The bill before us outlines the role of the commissioner,
that he or she will be looking at the rehabilitation of the
coalmine land, supporting the participation of the
community in that process and local stakeholders in the
development of a clear strategy to promote the effective
implementation of that rehabilitation. The commissioner
will have powers to carry out investigations and audits,
coordinate rehabilitation planning activities and provide
advice, reports and recommendations both to the
minister and to the Victorian community. It also
recognises that the minister has a role to play to prepare
a regional rehabilitation strategy by June 2020.
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the community, before the commissioner and before the
minister in establishing the best process to rehabilitate
these mines will be complex. I trust that we will see,
through the appointment of this commissioner, a sound
process take place that will be good for the future of the
people in the Gippsland area, one that will take into
account their aspirations and concerns and use expert
advice to make sure that these mines are rehabilitated in
a way that provides safety and security for the members
of the community and possibly create some great
community assets too.
I wish this bill well in its passage and trust that once the
commissioner is appointed they will be able to quickly
get on with working with the community and with
experts to see that these disused coalmines are treated
appropriately into the future.

Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I rise to speak on behalf
of the Greens on the Mineral Resources (Sustainable
Development) Amendment (Latrobe Valley Mine
Rehabilitation Commissioner) Bill 2017. This bill
We recognise, as other speakers have said, that Engie
creates a Latrobe Valley mine rehabilitation
determined the Hazelwood coal-fired power station —
which everyone recognises was the dirtiest power station commissioner. It outlines that commissioner’s functions,
which are to plan for the rehabilitation of coalmine land
across this country — was the most inefficient coal
power station in the country. Engie recognised as part of and to implement a regional rehabilitation strategy in
consultation with the community. The bill requires the
its international strategy, which was that it wanted to
commissioner to also prepare and publish a Latrobe
move out of coal-fired power stations, that if it were to
even try to continue to use the Hazelwood power station, Valley regional rehabilitation strategy.
the cost of upgrading so that it was efficient and cleaner
The Greens support this bill. We welcome the fact that
was going to be cost prohibitive.
we have got the Hazelwood mine fire inquiry right. The
original inquiry, held under the previous government,
Members on the other side of the house seem to forget
the issue, that the wellbeing of the people in Gippsland, failed to consider rehabilitation planning, and that was a
significant concern to the community. We see now
the wellbeing of our entire country and the globe is
through the subsequent inquiry that that is the case, and
dependent upon addressing these issues of the CO2
output and the other outputs that were coming from
this bill is the outcome of that.
Hazelwood power station. It was sensible that that action
What is missing now is a statewide transition plan away
be taken. More particularly, now that that action has
from coal. We saw the uncertainty that the closure of
been taken, we want to see the coalmines that are no
Hazelwood brought to the community and the effect of
longer in use appropriately rehabilitated.
the failure to have a proper, long-term transition plan for
the workers and for those communities in place. We saw
A range of issues will be raised by the community and
other experts in regard to the best way to undertake that why a long-term, statewide strategy to phase out coal is
rehabilitation. It is important that all of that information so important for those communities — to end that
is taken into account by the new commissioner, who will uncertainty and not leave workers and communities in
the lurch.
be appointed, and that the process of rehabilitation is
followed through appropriately.
The Greens have a 90 per cent renewables by 2030 plan
and a plan to phase out coal-fired power stations. Our
We see across the country how important it is that
renewable
energy plan includes a mix of large-scale
appropriate rehabilitation is undertaken when a mine or
a section of a mine is no longer in use so that we do not solar, household solar, wind, battery and existing hydro
just leave a huge hole in the ground. Members who have sources. We believe that mix of energy sources and
technology will bring us safe, secure, reliable and
been to the Latrobe Valley know that there are huge
holes in the ground there. Certainly the challenge before affordable energy by 2030. We need a number of

ROAD SAFETY ROAD RULES 2009 (OVERTAKING BICYCLES) BILL 2015
Wednesday, 10 May 2017

ASSEMBLY

mechanisms to get there, including using reverse
auctions, breaking down those barriers in the energy
market that prevent households and businesses from
installing solar and prevent both household batteries and
large-scale battery installations, updating our energy grid
so it can handle the new energy that is being brought on
board and getting those pollution standards in place for
coal-fired power stations — very similar to what
President Obama proposed in the United States. Those
pollution standards will take the most polluting
coal-fired power stations off the grid first, finishing with
the ones that are least polluting.
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gone even further and announced a ‘cash for coal’
policy, which means essentially going to the owners of
those coal-fired power stations with a blank cheque and
saying, ‘What do you need to keep these ageing
coal-fired power stations open?’. That is an incredibly
reckless policy.

This is coming from the same party that privatised those
power stations, taking them out of public control. They
are now going to them, opening the public wallet and
saying, ‘What do you need to stay open?’. This is when
those private owners are making financial decisions to
get out of coal because we all know coal is a bad bet
This is a jobs-rich plan. We know there are so many jobs financially. We know the markets are moving away
from coal; we know companies are not investing in new
in renewable energy and in energy efficiency. These
coal-fired power stations. So it is an incredibly reckless
jobs need to be unlocked. We know there is billions of
policy for the opposition to be opening its chequebook
dollars of investment coming from energy as our
coal-fired stations come to the end of their lives and
and going to them saying, ‘What do you need?’.
close. We know there is going to be billions of dollars of
As I said in my response to the budget yesterday, I
investment. It is really important that that investment
thought former Prime Minister Tony Abbott’s ‘pay the
goes towards renewable energy and to jobs in those
polluters’
climate policy was reckless. He scrapped the
sectors.
price on carbon and then said to the polluters, ‘We’ll pay
you for the emissions that you’re going to reduce’. I
It is also important to make sure that those workers in
those communities affected by the closure of coal-fired think there was some contention about whether those
stations are not left in the lurch. A number of coal-fired reductions were going to happen anyway. Certainly that
is not a value for money proposition, but this policy is
power stations have closed in Australia over the last
several years, and one of the issues that those workers in even worse. This is actually paying the polluters to keep
those communities have faced is the short time between polluting. What a reckless climate policy that is. And all
the announcement of the closure of that coal-fired power the while people are staying in those jobs when jobs are
available in the renewable energy industry.
station, the actual closure itself and the loss of those
jobs. Sometimes it is just a matter of months.
It is very unfortunate that the coalition have gone down
Obviously there is the issue of simply leaving it up to the that path, but, as I said earlier, what is missing now is a
plan from this government to phase out coal-fired power
market. What we have found here is that the failure to
stations and put in place that long-term investment for
have a long-term transition policy for workers in place
the transition of workers in those affected communities.
means that the government is still scrambling and still
I will be supporting this bill.
putting together the sorts of things it needs to do for
workers. It is still finalising programs. What you need to
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr DIMOPOULOS
do is to start the pipeline of investment in those
(Oakleigh).
communities before the coal-fired power stations
close — before the announcement of the closure — and
Debate adjourned until later this day.
actually have set in stone those emissions intensity
targets so communities know when those coal-fired
ROAD SAFETY ROAD RULES 2009
power stations are going to close. That way we can give
(OVERTAKING BICYCLES) BILL 2015
certainty to those communities and those workforces and
get the best value for money in terms of transitioning
Introduction and first reading
them as well as seeking investments that can go into
those communities.
Received from Council.
It is unfortunate that the opposition have taken the
The SPEAKER — Order! I understand the member
approach they have to renewable energy. You are lucky for Prahran will take charge of this bill.
to hear the word ‘climate’ or the phrase ‘climate change’
coming from the opposition. In response to the closure
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I move:
of Hazelwood we have seen them want to scrap the
That this bill now be read a first time.
Victorian renewable energy target. In fact they have
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House divided on motion:
Ayes, 39
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Battin, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T.
Burgess, Mr
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
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

Noes, 45
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Blandthorn, Ms
Bull, Mr J.
Carbines, 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
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
Kilkenny, Ms
Knight, Ms

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

Motion defeated.

2.

Clause 2, line 32, omit “Division 2” and insert
“Division 1”.

3.

Clause 2, page 4, line 5, omit “subsection (2), (3), (4) or
(5)” and insert “subsection (2)”.

4.

Clause 2, page 4, line 6, omit “July” and insert
“September”.

5.

Clause 42, line 12, omit ‘29A;”;’ and insert “29A;”.

6.

Clause 42, after line 12 insert—
‘(ea) a decision of an agency or a Minister refusing to
grant access to a document or refusing to amend a
document, or a decision of a principal officer
refusing to specify a document in a statement, that is
taken to have been made under section 53;”;’.

7.

Clause 45, after line 23 insert—
‘(2) In section 53(1) of the Principal Act, for the words
and expressions commencing “the principal officer”
and ending at the end of the subsection substitute
“for the purposes of making an application to the
Tribunal under section 50(1)(ea), the agency or
Minister is taken to have made a decision refusing to
grant access to the document in accordance with the
request or, in the case of a request under section 39,
refusing to amend the document in accordance with
the request, on the last day of the relevant period.”.
(3) After section 53(1) of the Principal Act insert—
“(2) Subject to this section, where—
(a) a notice has been served on the principal
officer under section 12(1); and
(b) the time period provided in section 12(2)
has elapsed; and
(c) notice of the principal officer’s decision
has not been received by the applicant—
for the purposes of making an application to
the Tribunal under section 50(1)(ea), the
principal officer is taken to have made a
decision refusing to specify the document in a
statement on the last day of that period.”.
(4) In section 53(5) of the Principal Act, for “, other
than a decision to grant, without deferment, access
to the document in accordance with the request, is
given,” substitute “is given, subject to
subsection (5A),”.

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION
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VICTORIAN INFORMATION
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(5) After section 53(5) of the Principal Act insert—

Council’s amendments

“(5A) Subsection (5) does not apply to—

Message from Council relating to following
amendments considered:
1.
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Clause 2, lines 19 to 31, omit all words and expressions
on those lines.

(a) a decision of the agency or Minister to
grant access to the document without
deferment; or
(b) in the case of a request under section 39, a
decision of the agency or Minister to
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amend the document in accordance with
the request; or
(c) in the case of a notice under section 12(1),
a decision of the principal officer to
specify the document in a statement.”.
(6) Section 53(8) of the Principal Act is repealed.’.
8.

Clause 64, line 23, omit “Services” and insert
“Complaints”.

9.

Clause 96, line 14, omit “section 8D(1)(e)” and insert
“section 8D(1)(d)”.

10. Clause 97, line 19, omit “or (h)” and insert “and (i)”.
11. Clause 98, line 24, omit “or (h)” and insert “and (i)”.
12. Clause 133, omit this clause.
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that, in accordance with standing orders, if the
amendment is agreed to, the bill will lapse.
In our view it is an absolute disgrace that the
government, in conjunction with the Greens party, is
through this bill sacking independent statutory
office-holders without any compensation midway
through their terms. It is something that the government
and the Greens party should be absolutely ashamed
of — something in other contexts they have had a lot to
say about, but here, without any justification, without
any cause and without any explanation, they are
legislating to dismiss the privacy and data protection
commissioner from office and indeed the FOI
commissioner simply by a clause buried in the middle of
a bill.

These offices are expected to exercise an independent
function on behalf of the community. That was the basis
14. Clause 137, line 3, omit “July” and insert “September”.
on which they were established, in one instance by the
Cain government and in another instance where the
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — I move:
commissioner for privacy and data protection had its
genesis in another Labor government and was
That the amendments be agreed to.
constituted in its current form by a coalition government.
The bill creates a new Office of the Victorian
But the express intention all along was that these be
Information Commissioner, which merges the offices of statutory office-holders who are expected to exercise an
the freedom of information and privacy and data
important independent function, including holding the
protection commissioners. It also acquits the
government of the day to account, whatever its political
government’s election commitment to improve the FOI complexion might be. But now the government, by this
system by, for example, reducing FOI processing times. bill, is simply dismissing them from office midway
There were amendments moved and carried in the other through their statutory terms — with no compensation,
place, and as amended by the Council the bill still
no transitional arrangements and no provision that when
achieves its original intent, with changes, firstly, to
the offices are being reconstituted incumbents will be
preserve the Victorian Civil and Administrative
moved into those new offices. No, these people are
Tribunal’s ability to review deemed refusals of FOI
simply being thrown out on their ear without any
applications — that is, applications that are deemed to
justification.
be refused because they have not been made within the
required statutory time frame — and secondly, to correct The government has offered no attempt to explain itself,
to defend itself or to say why it wants to sack the privacy
minor and technical issues, such as removing
and data protection commissioner or indeed the FOI
commencement provisions relating to the Health
commissioner. One might draw various conclusions as
Complaints Act 2016 and the Judicial Commission of
to why they might in fact be doing what in other
Victoria Act 2016 that are no longer required because
those acts are operational. There are also amendments to contexts they have taken great exception to — to do
something which in the past they have condemned
correct typographical errors.
others for allegedly doing but which they are now trying
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I move:
to do without any justification whatsoever. It is quite
clear that the privacy and data protection commissioner
That all the words after ‘amendments’ be omitted with the
in particular has been willing to exercise his statutory
view of inserting in their place the words ‘be deferred
functions without fear or favour, and that may well be
indefinitely’.
why the government wants to get rid of him. He has
The reason for moving this amendment is that this bill
certainly identified the fact publicly that he believes that
contains provisions which are highly reprehensible and one of the reasons the government wants to get rid of
to which this side of the house takes strong objection.
him is that he has sought to properly run his office and
We accordingly move this amendment with the intention deal with issues of performance and conduct within his
office in a way that has antagonised the Community and
13. Clause 134, omit this clause.
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Public Sector Union (CPSU). The CPSU has gone to the
Special Minister of State and said that they want to see
him gone, and then the Special Minister of State has
done the bidding of the CPSU and is seeking to dismiss
him from office for that reason.
One might also conclude that the government dislikes
someone who has sufficient independence of mind to be
applying appropriately the statutory provisions relating
to data protection in the context of the Premier’s demand
of his cabinet colleagues that they hand over their
mobile phones. That is something which I know caught
a lot of cabinet ministers by surprise, and a number of
them have been willing to speak on a no-names basis to
the media to express their intense displeasure with the
Premier doing that. I do not know whether the
Attorney-General is going to contribute further to this
debate, or whether any of his colleagues will do so, but I
would be very interested to know where they stood on
that particular issue.
But it was not just members of the cabinet whose data
and privacy was being put at risk.
Mr Pakula interjected.
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he was the commissioner for law enforcement data
security. He undertook that role very effectively and
diligently under the terms of the previous government,
and came forward with reports that have led to
substantial improvements in the law and in data
protection, so these are the roles he performed under the
previous Labor government.
Under the former government he proceeded to take on
roles relating to privacy and then to data protection more
generally, and again he performed in those important
offices and that important combined office to implement
very substantial reforms and improvements to the
regime of data protection as well as enhancements to the
operation of privacy legislation in this state. It was a role
with two important responsibilities that it was critical to
bring together in this age where the actual delivery of
privacy requires effective data protection but, at the
same time, requires someone exercising roles in relation
to privacy and data protection that recognise and are
accommodating of the important imperatives within
government for effective information sharing in a
context of proper privacy and data protection. So again
he served under the previous government with great
impartiality and great effectiveness.

Mr CLARK — The Attorney-General interjects that
he has already spoken on the bill, and I gather he
indicates that with some degree of relief. Be that as it
may, it was not just cabinet ministers who were aghast at
what the Premier had done, but what the Premier was
doing had potential implications for the data and privacy
of public servants and many others. It raised a lot of
issues about a potential breach of the Privacy and Data
Protection Act 2014 by the Premier.

He has continued to perform that role as a capable and
impartial senior public servant under this government,
but what recognition and appreciation does he get from
the current government for his troubles? He is going to
be peremptorily sacked without any justification,
without any compensation and without any transition to
another role. So much for all the humbug we get from
Labor members of Parliament from time to time about
their respect for institutions, their respect for
independence and their respect for statutory
The privacy and data protection commissioner was
office-holders. What confidence can any statutory
willing to do his duty to uphold the law and to ask a
office-holder
in this state have in their ability to perform
number of questions seeking further information about
their role without fear or favour when the current
what was going on in relation to the Premier’s actions
and whether or not the law had been complied with. Not government is prepared to come to this Parliament and
propose legislation, buried deep in a bill that is
only did the government respond to his request — his
request in accordance with the act for information to be ostensibly there for the purpose of making a range of
statutory improvements, to dismiss them from office?
provided to him so that he could further consider it in
accordance with his duty to determine whether or not the I have to say that as well as the disgraceful conduct of
act had been breached — not only did they treat their
the Labor Party in this regard, it is hard to fathom the
legal obligations to respond to his request with complete conduct of the Greens party, who again have in many
contempt, they have pressed on with their move to
contexts put themselves forward as the upholders of
dismiss him from office. As I said at the outset, this is
standards, the upholders of integrity and the upholders of
disgraceful and it is not something that this Parliament
impartial statutory office-holders, yet on this occasion
should go along with.
they do not seem to have any regard for those matters.
I should indicate that the individual concerned, David
I understand, and I do not want to verbal him because I
Watts, has been a public servant serving governments of have not had an opportunity to check his exact words in
both persuasions with great diligence and ability over a Hansard, that Mr Barber in the other place gave a reason
number of years. Under the former Labor government
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motion, the consequence would be that the bill would
lapse. I certainly think the best course of action is for this
bill to lapse so those reprehensible provisions can be
removed from it. Those provisions that are acceptable
could then go forward, but we should not be tolerating
If that is a fair representation of Mr Barber’s rationale, it this conduct of dismissing independent statutory officers
would seem to be a rationale that could equally be
in the way that the government is.
extended to sack any other statutory office-holder or to
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — I rise to support the
sack any member of the judiciary. I would have thought
it should be patently clear to all concerned that there is a member for Box Hill’s amendment before the house.
Sacking an independent statutory office-bearer is
difference between sacking a statutory office-holder
without any explanation, by a clause buried deep in a bill something that should only be done under the most
that makes a number of structural reforms to legislation, extreme circumstances, generally where there has been
proven misconduct or misbehaviour of some
compared with reserving to Parliament the ultimate
description. The fact that the Labor Party and the Greens
responsibility of dismissing for cause a judge or an
simply find it convenient to abolish a commission
independent statutory office-holder who was showing
position and terminate a holder of office in the middle of
themselves guilty of misconduct or indeed of
their term without any explanation or appropriate
incompetence, and in those very exceptional
compensation is a disgrace. This is about asserting
circumstances Parliament votes to remove them.
control over what is an independent statutory office.
To conflate those two seems astounding. If Mr Barber
The members opposite are quite happy to come in here
has used that as his rationale, I am very disappointed
because I would have thought that he in particular would day after day and protect the rorting member for Melton
and the rorting member for Tarneit and vote to avoid
be more vigorous and would live up to what I have to
debate on establishing an inquiry into their conduct that
say has been his record in the past and on other
could see them expelled from this place. They are very
occasions in upholding proper standards.
happy to protect rorting members of the Labor Party, but
You used to be able to have a rule of thumb on the
here they come in and vote to get rid of an independent
differences between the Greens party and the Labor
statutory office-holder. And the Greens are just as bad.
Party, that the Greens might be loony in most of their
For the Greens to vote for this bill in the other place and
policies but they had a degree of principle, whereas the here simply shows that all the moral high ground they
Labor Party might be unprincipled but they had perhaps like to claim is nothing but a dungheap, because when it
a degree more common sense. Unfortunately these days suits them they are quite happy to turn around and sack
it seems that both the Greens party and the Labor Party an independent statutory office-holder for no particularly
have both loony policies and lack of principle, and so the good reason other than the fact that — it is a little insight
watermelon alliance is to be combining to throw these
into the way life would be under the Greens as well — if
statutory office-holders out of office. I certainly hope
you do not toe the particular Greens line on something,
those of their supporters and those of their party
that is it; you are out.
members who have been champions of due process, of
integrity and of independent statutory officers in the past I have never met — at least I do not believe I have
will hold their current elected representatives to account met — David Watts, the current holder of this office, but
he has worked for governments of all political
and condemn them for what they are doing.
persuasions. He has been a professional, dedicated
For those reasons the opposition believes in the
public servant to this state over many, many years. He
circumstances that it is a choice between having this bill certainly does not deserve to be treated the way he is
passed with some amendments, which we would be
being treated by the Labor Party and by the Greens, and
agreeable to, but having to pay the price of seeing these I will be interested to see if any member opposite or
independent statutory office-holders dismissed from
indeed the Greens representative would like to actually
office in a way that would be completely unacceptable. explain why this man deserves to be treated in this way.
Why is he being sacked halfway through his term? No
For that reason I am moving, on behalf of the
misbehaviour, no incompetence of office and no illegal
opposition, that the motion be amended so that
conduct — he has not rorted anything as far as we know,
consideration of the amendments moved by the
unlike your mates the members for Tarneit and
Legislative Council be deferred indefinitely. As I
Melton — yet he is being sacked. This is a disgraceful
indicated at the outset, if this house agrees to that
for not striking out the clauses in this bill that would
sack those statutory officers, to say, ‘Well, they could
only be removed by Parliament. They are being
removed by Parliament and therefore that is okay’.
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episode from the government, aided and abetted by the
Greens.
This bill was already in the Parliament before the
commissioner for privacy and data protection, in
discharge of his statutory functions, started undertaking
an inquiry into the actions of the Premier of this state, a
Premier who believes that the law clearly does not apply
to him. There are privacy and data protection laws that
apply to every citizen of this state including members of
the cabinet, including senior public servants — senior
public servants are entitled to have their legal rights
under statute upheld and protected. So when you get a
little tin-pot-dictator-like performance by the Premier
wanting to take everyone’s mobile phone in his sweep of
paranoia about leaks within his own government, well, I
am sorry, Premier, but the law applies to you.
This is why we need independent statutory
office-holders — to uphold the law, to make sure the
public servants who are otherwise being bullied by an
out-of-control Premier in the grip of paranoia cannot
ride roughshod over the law and that the protections
which this Parliament has previously passed and enacted
into law, that are available for all Victorian citizens, are
provided to all Victorian citizens. But no. Because this
office-holder, David Watts, is discharging his duty under
law he is to be sacked. He is to be sacked by the Labor
government. He is to be sacked by the Greens. He is to
be sacked by the Sex Party. This is really a disgraceful
coalition of people and political interests who could not
give a damn about the independence of statutory
office-holders and could not give a damn about the laws
of the state applying fairly and equally to everyone. This
is simply an excuse to get rid of somebody the Labor
government believes has become a bit inconvenient.
Maybe he has been doing his job a bit too well. Maybe
he is not in the Labor Party or he is in the wrong faction
of the Labor Party. Why else would you be getting rid of
an independent statutory office-holder, and doing so in
such a disgraceful way? To say, in the middle of
somebody’s term, ‘That is it. We are cutting your term
short. We are abolishing your office, but you do not get
any sort of decency in terms of compensation or ex
gratia payment or anything else’. No, this is a
parliamentary execution. That is what this is. This is
taking somebody out the back, putting up the screen and
taking the gun out. This is not the way this Parliament
should be operating. If you do not like somebody, well,
you wait till their term expires.
But no, time and time again we have seen this Labor
government not prepared to wait and do that. We saw
the Minister for Water come in and decide to throw the
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table over and sack every single member of every water
board in Victoria, so that she could appoint a whole
bunch of Labor mates. A whole bunch of Labor mates
were appointed to water boards across the length and
breadth of Victoria. This is a government and this is a
Labor Party which have got no respect for statutory
positions like that.
I do support the member for Box Hill’s amendment.
This is a disgraceful bill. Until it has those offensive
provisions which sack peremptorily a statutory
office-holder, this bill should no longer be debated by
this house. It should be rejected. If the government
wants to ever start to lecture us about standards in public
life, let us just remember this contrast: while today they
are voting to sack an independent statutory
office-holder, they are also voting to keep in this
Parliament the rorting member for Melton and the
rorting member for Tarneit, and shame on them for
doing it.
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — Who is next? We are
not talking about some junior public servant. We are
talking about somebody who is charged with important
responsibilities around data and around information —
an independent officer. Who is next? We have had the
Country Fire Authority (CFA) board and senior
members of the CFA iced because they got in the way of
this sordid government’s agenda to cave in completely
to Peter Marshall and the United Firefighters Union. We
have had water board members sacked because they are
not flavour of the month for this government. What
about the Ombudsman? The Ombudsman had better
watch out. The Ombudsman is investigating this lot over
here. What happens if she produces a report that is
adverse to their political interests? What is going to
happen to her? Will they sack her too?
We are supposed to be a state with a reputation for
probity, for ethics. I have gone around ever since I have
been a member of this house and said, ‘You know
something about Victoria? We have got a good
reputation. On issues of sovereign probity and integrity
we do not compromise. Nor do we compromise our
constitutional and conventional practices around good
governance’. Well, what is happening here? They are
going to sack the fellow because they do not like him.
As the member for Box Hill and the member for
Malvern have pointed out better than I can, here we are:
we have got the member for Tarneit and the member for
Melton — the rorting members — being sheltered in
this place, and no-one, not the Attorney-General, not the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety, not the Premier,
none of them have the gall to insist that they even
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explain this situation to this Parliament. They come into
this house every day and demean it, turning us into a
laughing-stock.
Has the member for Melton and has the member for
Tarneit ever thought it appropriate to stand up in this
house and explain what they have done? They were
sacked — sorry, they had to resign — in the most
disgraceful circumstances I think any Westminster
system has seen for hundreds of years. And any
explanation? I defy anybody to tell me if it is
otherwise — has there ever been a case in any of the
jurisdictions around the world that have a
Westminster-style government where their Speaker and
Deputy Speaker have had to stand down in such
disgraceful circumstances? If you can, maybe I will
stand corrected, but I do not think you can.
They come in here every day, and we had the laughable
situation today where the member for Melton asked a
question. As if that was not bad enough, he asked a
question about an electorate he has gone out of his way
to avoid living in — and you allowed it, Speaker. That
was a farce, and it is all over the news tonight. We are a
joke. We are a joke in this house while the member for
Melton and the member for Tarneit remain in here and
do not offer an explanation. Speaker, can I ask you:
could you have a word to them and ask them if they
could come into this house and give a personal
explanation for what they have done to bring us into
such disrepute? Let no-one pretend it is otherwise. We
need to stop the rot.
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have stood up to defend the member for Box Hill’s
motion. But no, they are joining with the government in
this unseemly effort to remove an independent officer
from his role.
We should be very careful about the damage this is
going to cause and the signal it is going to send, because
people who occupy such important independent
positions — whether it is the Ombudsman, whether it is
the IBAC Commissioner or whether it is other
office-holders in similar positions as part of Victoria’s
integrity and probity regime — if they feel that they
cannot act in a way that might entail from time to time
adverse commentary, adverse findings or adverse
reports, then they will have to fear that this government
will seek retribution and take action. If it is not done
directly — it is almost like a direct mob hit — they will
squeeze it on the resources front; they will starve it of
resources, amend it out of existence. But it will not go
unnoticed. This is a lasting stain on this government, and
I do not know how many more stains it can sustain,
because there are enough to leave this government
totally discredited two years into its four-year term.

I can only express my dismay and my strong support for
the motion put by the member for Box Hill. It is an
appropriate motion. Here we are, confronted with a bill
to do this and, as the member for Box Hill has pointed
out, we have not discussed and not been allowed to
inquire into the actions of the member for Tarneit and
the member for Melton — the rorting members there —
because we have not been able to get our select
committee together to look at this. It is so important that
It has been just two years but already public servants
we do so because there is no matter that is more pressing
know what happens under the law of this Premier. If you and is doing more damage and violence to the reputation
do not toe the line, you get iced. And it does not happen of this Parliament than the daily presence of those two
just to independent public servants; it happens to
members who continue to sit in this house and continue
ministers, it seems, who stand their ground — they get
to bring it into disrepute. I strongly support the motion
iced. It is incumbent on every government to remember of the member for Box Hill.
that they are not just custodians of the Treasury; they are
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — I join this debate
the embodiment as the government — and they should
and fully endorse what has been said by the previous
be — of all the good things that enrich Victoria and
members. I support the member for Box Hill and his
account for its reputation not just around Australia but
around the world. When you have governments, like this amendment. In the last two years I think hundreds of
years of tradition and the proud history of this place have
government, attempting to remove from office
somebody who is an uncomfortable voice, then I am not been absolutely trashed by the current government. We
sure you have government anymore. If public servants in have the very unfortunate situation where they think
they can run Victoria like they are shop stewards of a
Victoria cannot give frank and fearless advice and
cannot enjoy in a genuine way the independence of their union, and as long as they have the numbers they will
office — as Mr Watts is supposed to enjoy — then what ram whatever they want through. They will sack
whoever they want to sack. They will do just whatever
sort of government do we have in this state?
they like.
I think it is a matter of lasting discredit to the Greens that
Speaker, can I say to you and to the people of Victoria
they are complicit in this, because if anything, I would
that that is not the tradition of the Westminster system. I
have thought that for all of their rhetoric they would
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think we have something that is very, very precious in
Victoria with the Westminster system that we have
inherited from England. It is something that has stood
the test of time. When you look around the world and
you see the absolute disasters we have in some countries
at the moment, where it is the rule of law by gun, by the
bomb or by anarchy, it is something that this state is
heading towards under the current government.
Mr Pakula interjected.
Mr WALSH — It is interesting that the
Attorney-General, who is at the table — the top
lawmaker in this state — has introduced this legislation
and supports it. It will result in an independent officer of
the state being sacked. The top lawmaker of this state,
who is supposed to uphold the law and set the standards
is the one who is leading the rat pack that is taking us
down this drain, as did your predecessor, Speaker, and
his Deputy Speaker. As the member for Hawthorn said,
I do not know anywhere in the world where the Speaker
and the Deputy Speaker have concurrently had to resign
in absolute disgrace. The two people who were elected
by this Parliament after the last election to uphold the
standards of the Parliament and to set the example for all
of us were the two who rorted the system as fast as they
could. It is an absolute disgrace what those two people
did, as is what we are seeing with this bill. This just
carries on from when the Labor Party left office in 2010.
I can remember that we had a Premier who wanted to
build a pipeline from northern Victoria to southern
Victoria to take water out of the drought-affected north
to supposedly prop up Melbourne with water. A group
called Plug the Pipe were opposed to that. There were a
lot of protests. Melbourne Water and the police were
spying on those protesters. There was a false bomb scare
that caused a lot of angst and pain to those people’s
lives, and all because the mob over there think that when
they are in government they can just do anything, that
they can ride roughshod over anyone in this state. That is
not the way the Westminster system works in the rest of
the world. It is a disgrace that we find ourselves in this
place again debating a bill like this just because those on
the other side of this chamber think they can do anything
they like.
We have independent officers in this state and in the
Westminster system to make sure that governments of
the day do the right thing. It is not about everyone
having to do what the government says; it is about
actually upholding the probity of the state.
Mr Pakula interjected.
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Mr WALSH — The Attorney-General, the top law
officer of this state, thinks it is a huge joke. Can I remind
the Attorney-General that it is not a huge joke; it is
something that is very, very serious.
Mr Pakula — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Leader of The Nationals has asserted that I think it is a
huge joke. For the sake of clarity, my point is that I think
it is a huge joke to be lectured on probity by the Leader
of The Nationals.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of order.
The Leader of The Nationals, to continue.
Mr WALSH — Thank you very much, Speaker. The
Attorney-General does treat it as a joke, and I think that
is very, very unfortunate. As one of the previous
speakers said, from day one this government thought
they could ride roughshod over everyone. You have
19 water authorities here in Victoria, and they have had
their boards appointed by rotation. Half the board goes
off every two years, and that has been the tradition for
years. Whether it is a conservative government or a
Labor government, that has been the tradition.
What did we have? As one of the previous members
said, the Minister for Water, who was elected and
appointed to that position, did not like the people that
were there because perhaps they were actually doing the
right thing by the water authorities and by the water
customers and not doing the bidding of the government
of the day as they might have seen fit. As I think the
member for Hawthorn said, tip the table up, throw them
all out, get rid of them all, put your Labor hacks in, put
your little lackeys in there that will do what you
particularly want on that particular case.
One of the water authorities has been saying that when it
came to negotiating their enterprise bargaining agreement
(EBA) they actually had to wait until the Australian
Workers Union (AWU) came down to tell them what
they should do. Instead of an independent board being
able to run that water authority in the best interests of the
state and for the customers of that particular water
authority, they had to put on hold their EBA until the
AWU came down. They received a phone call from the
office of the Minister for Industrial Relations saying,
‘You will not do anything on this until the AWU comes
down and talks to you and tells you what you will do
about particular pay rises, about changes to rosters and
about negotiating how you might get some productivity in
that water business in the future’.
They are the sorts of things that are happening in this
state, and that is what happens when you sack
independent officers and when you do not allow
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water boards or health boards, those members are
replaced by the government of the day, and we accept
that. But to sack them midterm for no reason other than
that the government wants to put its Labor mates in
The thing that we should all remember is that we are
immediately, in one hit, just beggars belief. We have got
elected by the people to govern for the people. If you go a government that is more interested in protecting the
out into the foyer of the Parliament, you can read what is rorters in this Parliament. Yet we have a privacy
written on the tiles out there. I think doing so is a
commissioner and an FOI commissioner who were
salutary lesson for all of us as to why we are here:
appointed to statutory bodies, who are simply doing
‘Where no counsel is, the people fall; but in the
their job. They are there to uphold the Freedom of
multitude of counsellors there is safety’. Chaos is what
Information Act 1982 and the Privacy and Data
we have got on the other side. We are slipping into
Protection Act 2014. That is what they are there for, and
anarchy because this government thinks they can ride
they should be able to do that without fear or favour and
roughshod over everyone. It is a disgrace, and it is a
without the jackboots of the Andrews government
disgrace that the Attorney-General would sit here and
coming down on their heads.
defend that.
Mr Walsh — Say that again: the jackboots.
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — I am pleased to rise
Mr KATOS — The member for Murray Plains liked
and support the amendments of the member for Box Hill
that
one. But that is what we have here. If you get in this
to the motion agreeing to the Legislative Council
amendments with regard to the Freedom of Information government’s way, you will be trampled on. These are
independent statutory officers, for goodness sake. We
Amendment (Office of the Victorian Information
are not talking about political appointments. These are
Commissioner) Bill 2016.
statutory officers who should serve their full terms. They
This bill is indicative of the Andrews government, a
are being sacked midterm, with no explanation
hallmark of the Andrews government. If you get in their whatsoever and no compensation. The government is
way, you will be punished; you will be removed. It was happy to do that, and yet it is happy to protect the
the same Premier who in the lead-up to the last election member for Tarneit and that rorting member for Melton.
promised a new level of transparency with regard to
Taxpayers have been rorted of $174 000 on the part of
probity and transparency and openness of government. the member for Melton and approximately $40 000 on
Yet, as the member for Hawthorn rightly pointed out,
the part of the member for Tarneit. They have rorted the
where in the Westminster system have we ever seen a
taxpayer, but the government is more than happy to
situation where a privacy commissioner and an FOI
protect them. I find it absolutely disgraceful.
commissioner have been sacked?
As far as the Greens go, there are times I just cannot
FOI was something that John Cain brought in. The
work out how they think and what they are doing.
Labor Party brought in freedom of information, yet this
Mr Pakula — That is the way they like it.
government is happy to sack the privacy commissioner
and the FOI commissioner mid-term, both of whom
Mr KATOS — That is one thing on which I will
were appointed by statute. The privacy commissioner
agree
with the Attorney-General. It is like tossing a coin.
was probably asking a few too many questions, perhaps
The
Greens
would have to be the strongest advocates for
probing a bit too much and, as the Premier does, he just
freedom
of
information
and for the privacy commissioner.
wants to get rid of them.
They would be the strongest advocates in this Parliament
for those very officers that they are now seeking to
The Premier will bully people out of existence. That is
dismiss midterm. The member for Prahran is here.
how this Premier and this government — a gangster
Perhaps he could elucidate on why they have gone down
government in this sense — operate. You only have to
this path. It just makes no sense whatsoever. There are no
look at the Country Fire Authority (CFA) board —
bullied out of existence. It is quite incredible when you allegations against the privacy commissioner. There are
no allegations against the FOI commissioner. It is not as if
have that.
it has been alleged that they have done something; there is
I turn to all of the water boards around this state. The
no impropriety alleged. They are simply being dismissed
water boards had been appointed and they had gotten
because they dare do their job, and the Premier does not
their terms. The Minister for Water, at the stroke of a
like it. I just find it completely amazing.
pen, sacked every water board all around the state. The
normal process is that as the terms expire, whether it is
independent authorities to actually do what is in the best
interests of the state and what is in the best interests of
Victorians.
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If we could get capital investment for a site at the college
in Berwick I know that the community would support it,
not just in my electorate but in surrounding electorates,
whose constituents have students attending that school
and have seen the tragic consequences of young people
with mental health issues in the local area. We do not
have to go back very far to when we had what was
called a cluster at the time. Fortunately we were in a
situation where we had a lot of support and advice from
people in the community. It was one of those situations
where a lot of people came out and offered advice and
support to families, teachers and the school itself. One of
As I said earlier, the CFA board is the best example of
the parts of the program this school would have an
the approach, ‘You get in our way, you don’t do
opportunity to implement, if it had the capital investment
everything that we want, every single thing that we say, in a health and wellbeing centre, concerns the topics of
and you will be dismissed’. Lucinda Nolan was
family violence and how to deal with financial stress in
dismissed. It was absolutely disgraceful the way that the the home, as well as mental health and other health
CFA board and Lucinda Nolan were treated — and why issues in the local area.
were they treated like that? Because they dared defy the
Andrews government and stand up for CFA volunteers. I almost beg the minister to come on board with this
The former minister was even sacked for daring to defy one; we have been speaking about it for a while. The
planning for this proposal originally came after the death
the Premier; even she was sacked from her job.
Obviously a minister who will do exactly what he is told of a young person in our area in around 2014 after we
had a cluster in that period of time. That was when the
at the bidding of the Premier, and also Peter Marshall,
current principal, Kerri Bolch, came forward with an
was put in her place.
opportunity to build this centre. She is very passionate
The SPEAKER — Order! The time appointed by
about what she wants to see achieved at her school, and
sessional orders for me to interrupt business has now
she knows it will not just service her school; she knows
arrived. The honourable member may continue his
it will service other people in the area. I call on the
speech when the matter is next before the Chair.
minister to provide that funding as soon as he can.
The Greens in particular, I cannot believe that they
would support the Andrews government in this
endeavour — it is just amazing. Look at the number of
motions in the upper house, the number of document
requests and FOI requests. The Greens are always doing
that, and it is their right to do that. I have got no issue
with the Greens seeking freedom of information
documents. But these very officers of this statutory
authority are now being dismissed for no reason. Is there
a reason other than they dare challenge, dare probe, dare
to ask questions of the Andrews government?

Business interrupted under sessional orders.

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

Berwick Secondary College
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — (12 635) My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Education. It
is a sad day when I have to be up here talking about this
topic again. It is one that I have raised in Parliament on
many occasions when we have been dealing with the
issue of young people, their mental health and youth
suicide. The action I ask for from the minister is funding
for a mental health and wellbeing centre for Berwick
Secondary College. This would not just be directly for
the college. Whilst it is only a capital investment in the
local area of about $1 million, it is actually something
that would be for the whole community, especially for
young students who have left school. There would be an
opportunity to work within the charity sector as well,
with St John of God also being very involved in working
with young people at Berwick Secondary College.

Victoria University Sunbury site
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) — (12 636) The matter I
raise in this adjournment debate is for the attention of the
Minister for Creative Industries. The action I seek is for
the minister to visit my electorate and tour the Jacksons
Hill site in Sunbury, currently owned by Victoria
University. During this visit I would be thrilled to
introduce the minister to members of the Sunbury Art
Society who operate out of the Boilerhouse Theatre
Company at the Jacksons Hill site. I would love the
opportunity to discuss future opportunities and the
challenges that currently face the art society.
On Friday night I had the great pleasure of joining Hume
City Council mayor Cr Drew Jessop and Cr Leigh
Johnson to officially open the 32nd Sunbury Art Show.
The show featured artists of all mediums including a
range of painters, sculptors and mixed media champions.
I spoke to those who attended on the night about the
Andrews Labor government’s proud record of funding
for creative industries, and I want to commend the
minister for his excellent work in this space, with
announcements like $28 million for the National Gallery
of Victoria, $40 million for the Arts Centre Melbourne
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and $5 million for the Australian Centre for the Moving
Image. Of course $10.7 million will go to supporting
Australia’s largest and longest running film festival, the
Melbourne International Film Festival. All of these
announcements were certainly warmly welcomed by the
Sunbury Art Society.

bitumen to be added along the edges — and for the
centre-line to be relocated to give us roads that are fit for
the traffic they carry.

Hattah-Robinvale Road and Robinvale-Sea
Lake Road, Mildura

Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — (12 638) I wish to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. The action I seek is for him to discuss with
VicRoads their method of dealing with registered and
tagged companion animals that are found deceased
along VicRoads roadsides. I am a pet owner, and all of
us as responsible pet owners do try to keep our animals
on our properties, but sometimes they can get out and
tragedy can occur for the owner of that pet and their
family. I have been contacted by some very distressed
constituents, and it has been a subject on social media.
They are very concerned that unlike many and most
municipal authorities who, when they find a
microchipped animal that has been killed or injured, go
to the effort of contacting the owner to put the family’s
minds and hearts at rest so that they can appropriately
deal with the loss of their animal, VicRoads does not.
This is particularly important where families are
involved, so I ask that the minister talk to VicRoads
about taking a similar approach to other municipal
authorities, because this is causing deep distress, and it
could be better dealt with by VicRoads, I believe.

As road damage occurs continually, this is very much a
case of the sooner the better for this work to be done. It
is not going to get any cheaper to do, and in fact the
roads are continually getting damaged. The community
These investments will continue to build on the
and I have been advocating for a widening of the
objectives of Victoria’s first creative industries
bitumen to provide more room for vehicles to pass one
strategy, the Creative State, which since it was
another and to preserve the shoulders for some time to
launched has seen significant activity in art, film,
culture, music and talent initiatives. It was very clear to come. The time has now come to do this. There is
going to be future growth in this area. The market for
me that there was great passion in the room, lots of
almonds continues to be sound, as is the market for a
energy around local art and lots of discussion around
number of other horticultural products, in particular
the future provision of facilities.
table grapes and olives. There will be more plantings,
As honourable members know, the Jacksons Hill site is there will be more workers needed to service all of
of great interest to the Sunbury community. The
those orchards and processing plants, and there will be
Minister for Planning last year directed the Victorian
more exports. Robinvale-Sea Lake Road in particular is
Planning Authority to complete a master plan for the
used to take our valuable table grapes in containers to
Jacksons Hill site, something that the former
the port of Melbourne.
government unfortunately failed to do. The plan is one
What the minister can do is come up with a program to
that will finally provide some leadership and direction
on this issue, an issue that has gone on for far too long. I see the shoulders widened and the bitumen sealed to
give us roads fit to carry the exports that create jobs in
welcome the chance to talk to the minister about the
opportunities the site may present in the creative
my electorate.
industry space, and once again I ask the minister to join
VicRoads deceased animals policy
me at his earliest convenience.

Mr CRISP (Mildura) — (12 637) I raise a matter for
the attention of the Minister for Roads and Road Safety.
The action I seek is for the widening of
Hattah-Robinvale Road and Robinvale-Sea Lake Road
in my electorate to occur. These are category C roads,
and the reasons these roads get used have changed very
rapidly in recent years. There have been substantial
plantings of almonds and olives alongside them;
however, the processing plants that value-add to these
exports are in fact some distance away. It takes 9000 to
10 000 truck movements to shift the almonds, there is
citrus that comes from down the road and there are wine
grapes, olives, table grapes, carrots and grain in the area.

All of these are valuable products, and they come along
roads that as a category C roads were probably not
designed to carry much more than a 10-tonne grain truck
a long time ago, so we have issues of safety. Parts of
these roads are used for a school bus route. With this
much truck traffic there are issues with stones and, as
always, when trucks pass by, people notice that the
Main Street, Lilydale, level crossing
edges of the roads are chipped away and that there are
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — (12 639) My request for
gutters in the shoulders. So what is really needed is for
action is to the Minister for Public Transport, who is also
the shoulders to be widened — for 1 or 1.2 metres of
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the Minister for Major Projects. The action I seek is that
Melton electorate roads
the minister directs the Level Crossing Removal
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — (12 641) Thank you,
Authority to have consultation with Nexans Olex and any
Deputy
Speaker, and this is my first opportunity to
other impacted business on the future removal of the rail
formally
congratulate you on attaining your position.
crossing on Main Street, Lilydale. I have been told by
Nexans Olex that there is currently a danger to employees
Mr R. Smith — Deputy Speaker, I seek to move by
and the public when they turn onto Main Street.
leave:
According to Nexans management, there are an average
of 390 employee and 69 other vehicle movements every
That, due to the disrepute that this member has brought on the
day that need access to and from Main Street.
house, until he repays the money that he owes Victoria, he no
longer be heard.

Currently there is a problem for cars and trucks in
Leave refused.
accessing Main Street due to congestion, and the
opportunity to turn west into Main Street is only
Mr NARDELLA — My adjournment matter is for
available when either the pedestrian crossing or the rail
the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety — —
crossing stops the flow of traffic. The company says this
is very difficult and will be made a lot harder if there is
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Deputy
nothing to stop the traffic to create a break when the rail Speaker, pay the money back, member for Melton.
crossing is removed.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! There is no
But this is not only about Nexans Olex employees.
point of order. The member for Warrandyte knows
Considerations need to be made regarding those who use better than to call a point of order like that.
the Lilydale station car park and the bus stop. There are
roughly 660 car parks for the station, which is usually
Mr NARDELLA — The action that I seek is that he
full. It is the last stop on the line and a lot of people who visit the Melton electorate to have a look at a couple of
live in the Yarra Valley have no choice but to use their
road projects within the district. The growth that is
car to get to the train station. I ask the minister to direct occurring means that the road network needs to be
the rail crossing removal authority to consult Nexans
upgraded on a continual basis to deal with both safety
Olex, the community who use the car park and the bus
and congestion. Recently, Melton mayor Sophie
companies that service the area to find the best solution Ramsey wrote to the minister seeking to upgrade the
so they can all get safe access to Main Street with as
High Street and Coburns Road intersection. In the early
little disruption to the traffic as possible.
part of this century the Bracks Labor government paid
for and installed a roundabout at this intersection, and
Residential tenancies
for the traffic volumes at the time it made it much safer.
With the growth and volumes that are now being
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) — (12 640) My adjournment
experienced, this needs to be changed to a fully
matter is for the Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming
controlled traffic-light intersection.
and Liquor Regulation, and the action I seek is an update
on what the government is doing to ensure that
The other road that is of great concern to me and the
vulnerable tenants in the property market are protected
residents along Melton Highway is the Keilor-Melton
and able to enforce their rights. As someone who rented Road, especially at the Kororoit Creek dip. This road,
for many years, I know how stressful it can be to have
developed over many decades, is still a single lane and is
something go wrong, especially when you do not know having difficulty coping with the amount of traffic using
what your rights are. That is why it is so important to
it. The minister will be able to see for himself the issues
make sure tenants have strong rights and are able to
surrounding this section of the road. We have discussed
enforce them. This is especially vital for people in our
this, and I know that the minister — —
community who are vulnerable and disadvantaged. It is
all too common for people to contact my office seeking
Ms Staley — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker,
assistance with their rental property issues, and I know
the forms of the house require that people who seek to
that they would welcome an update from the minister on read their contributions hand in their notes, so I ask that
this important matter.
the member either stops reading or gives his document
to you.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Is the member
for Melton reading from his notes?
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also concerned that their vote obviously did not count in
the democratic process. A lot of people have had this
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! He is referring problem in the Surf Coast shire but also in other shires,
to notes.
including the Yarra Ranges, Hume, Wyndham and the
Mornington Peninsula. Mr Stephen Handley has
Mr NARDELLA — We could also have a look at
contacted me from Torquay.
the Western Highway through Rockbank, which needs
to be upgraded, and the commonwealth government is
An honourable member interjected.
responsible for that, so I urge — —
Mr KATOS — Are you serious? Mr Handley has
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Deputy
put in a request to the VEC to formally withdraw these
Speaker, the rorting member for Melton was clearly
penalties. I will quote from the document and that is
reading. and I ask him to submit his speech.
why I was holding this document in my hand, as I wish
to quote from it. Forty-odd people have signed this as
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
well, but for privacy reasons I will not mention their
for Melton has advised me he is referring to notes. There names in the house. It says:
is no point of order. The member for Melton has
concluded his contribution.
We the undersigned formally challenge the failure to vote
Mr NARDELLA — All notes.

Montmorency railway station
Ms WARD (Eltham) — (12 642) My adjournment
matter is for the Minister for Public Transport, and the
action I seek is for the minister to undertake community
consultation regarding the $500 000 allocated in the
state budget for Montmorency railway station. I thank
the minister for her understanding of the needs of
Montmorency commuters with the improvements she
has already helped fund at the station, including a new
shelter installed over the platform and a new platform
entrance and Myki reader at the eastern end of the
station.
The $500 000 budget investment will be fantastic for
station users and it is critical that it responds to
community need. Montmorency has a beautiful village
feel, which is extremely important to local residents. In
addition accessibility to the station can be a challenge for
commuters, which needs to be addressed. I ask for the
minister’s commitment to undertake consultation with
my community about the best way to improve
infrastructure at the train station to best support
commuter and community needs and safety at
Montmorency.

notice received for the 22 October 2016 Surf Coast shire
election.
As per the responses you have already received, each signatory
on this letter formally declares a postal vote was delivered to
Australia Post prior to the designated cut-off time and requests
that you withdraw the imposed penalties and formally confirm
this action in writing.
Given the significant public commentary about (correctly
submitted) votes going uncounted, and the VEC’s own
statement that one in four Victorians failed to vote, it is our
assertion that a failure on the part of Australia Post and/or the
VEC has resulted in the democratic process and our voting
rights compromised. As such we will be requesting the state
government investigate this matter further.

That is what I am doing this evening. I am asking the
Minister for Local Government to have a full and
independent review of what went wrong, because it
clearly was not just several residents. It was hundreds of
residents in the Surf Coast shire and in those other
municipalities that I mentioned earlier. I ask the minister
to investigate this and get to the bottom of what went
wrong with the VEC’s processes.

Day of STEM

Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — (12 644) My
adjournment request is to the Minister for Small
Business, Innovation and Trade. The action I seek is for
Local government elections
the minister to provide support from his department to
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — (12 643) My
coordinate a meeting with departmental representatives
adjournment matter this evening is to the Minister for
and community leaders of Broadmeadows to improve
Local Government, and the action I seek is for the
access to science, technology, engineering and
Minister for Local Government to have a full and
mathematics — STEM — in the areas where they are
independent review of the process around the postal vote needed most, the postcodes of hope. The aim is to
system of the Victorian Electoral Commission (VEC) at establish a strategy to leverage the Day of STEM cyber
the 2016 council elections. I have had many people from challenge and other opportunities to help create new life
my electorate contact me with regard to the fact that they opportunities, jobs and industries. The Day of STEM is
had submitted their postal vote but the VEC has fined
designed to raise the national IQ for STEM careers by
them. The VEC has not only fined them, but they are
inspiring the next generation of students through a
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Responses

Mr FOLEY (Minister for Creative Industries) — I
thank the honourable member for Sunbury for his kind
invitation, one of which I will certainly be taking up. It
was very kind of him to point to many of the big items
in the recent budget in regard to funding in the arts,
cultural and creative sectors. But what the member for
Sunbury was really talking about was that lifeblood of
creativity and community capital that goes with the
cultural sector. In our communities — such as Sunbury
The minister is driving innovation, and this proposal fits and communities across every part of Victoria, across
within the global learning village strategy I established
every member’s electorate — we see that Victoria is the
with the City of Hume in 1999 to invest in the attributes creative state. The facility the member talked about up
that largely determine where we all end up in life:
on the hill at Sunbury is one such facility at the heart of
attitude, education and opportunity. This strategy proved creative suburbs, which is part of the creative industries
critical in attracting Silicon Valley to Broadmeadows
strategy that the honourable member referred to. I will
through a collaboration with information and
be taking the honourable member up on his kind offer
communications technology leaders Microsoft, Intel and and look forward to joining him in Sunbury as soon as
Cisco Systems, establishing an ideasLAB in
possible.
Broadmeadows second only to London. Unfortunately
the former one-term coalition government cut funding
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — The member
and the ideasLAB closed.
for Gembrook raised a matter for the Minister for
Education regarding funding for a mental health and
I am looking for new collaborations to bring the critical wellbeing centre at Berwick Secondary College. I will
ICT opportunities and STEM courses and connections
pass that on.
for the jobs of the future, critical in Broadmeadows as it
evolves through deindustrialisation to create new
The member for Mildura raised a matter for the Minister
industries, businesses and opportunities. This is
for Roads and Road Safety regarding the widening of
particularly important now. We have a new opportunity the Hattah-Robinvale and Robinvale-Sea Lake roads. I
with the Ford Motor Company. Even though it has
will pass that on.
completed its manufacturing in this community, it has
The member for Yan Yean also raised a matter for the
reinvested in its innovation, because this is the best
Minister for Roads and Road Safety dealing with
innovation that it has globally to design new cars. It is
companion animals that are found deceased on the
not in Detroit, it is not in the other two international
hubs; it is in Broadmeadows. It has reinvested hundreds roadside. I will pass that on.
of millions of dollars; it has been designated as the
Asia-Pacific leader. This is what we need to do to have The member for Evelyn raised a matter for the Minister
these big-picture strategies, and then we need to be able for Public Transport regarding the Level Crossing
Removal Authority and Main Street, Lilydale. I will pass
to show everyday people how they fit into the big
picture. What are the new opportunities in life? What are that on.
the new jobs? And how do we create that?
The member for Yuroke raised a matter for the Minister
for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation
I want to congratulate the Andrews government on
seeking an update regarding vulnerable tenants and the
backing big-picture initiatives and the minister for his
property market. I will pass that on.
contribution and seeking to do this in a collaborative
I particularly want to examine the offer of LifeJourney
International, a company designing programs in the
United States, Singapore and Australia. The company
aims to provide STEM education and career
connections to Australian students, with a particular
focus on young women and other underrepresented
groups in the STEM fields.

way, which is what we have done with the City of Hume
over a long period of time to deliver better opportunities
for the next generation, because they will underwrite
prosperity, as they used to. We need to make sure that
these communities do not become rust belts but become
brain belts. That is the strategy that we are hoping to
drive through the Andrews Labor government.

The member for Melton I believe raised a matter for the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety. I have to say to the
member for Melton that unfortunately I was unable to
hear what the matter related to but I assume that Hansard
picked it up, in which case it will be passed on.
The member for Eltham raised a matter for the Minister
for Public Transport seeking community consultation
regarding Montmorency station. I will pass that on.
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The member for South Barwon raised a matter for the
Minister for Local Government seeking a review of the
postal vote process for the 2016 council elections. I will
pass that on.
The member for Broadmeadows raised a matter for the
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade
seeking a departmental meeting with community leaders
in Broadmeadows regarding science, technology,
engineering and mathematics. I will pass that on.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house
stands adjourned until tomorrow.
House adjourned 7.25 p.m.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. Colin Brooks) took the chair
at 9.32 a.m. and read the prayer.

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Auditor-General:
Board Performance — Ordered to be published
Managing School Infrastructure — Ordered to be
published
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under s 15
in relation to Statutory Rule 16.

ROYAL ASSENT
Message read advising royal assent on 10 May to:
Consumer Acts Amendment Bill 2016
Creative Victoria Bill 2016
Lord Mayor’s Charitable Foundation Bill 2016
Small Business Commission Bill 2016
Statute Law Repeals Bill 2014.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Questions without notice
The SPEAKER — Order! Yesterday the member
for Box Hill raised a point of order in relation to the
responsiveness of an answer by the Minister for the
Prevention of Family Violence to a supplementary
question. I have reviewed the answer given and find
that it was responsive and therefore do not uphold the
point of order.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — I move:
That the house, at its rising, adjourns until Wednesday,
24 May 2017.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — This is yet another
example of the government treating this house with
contempt. Not only have they only had the house sit on
one single day in the week in which the state budget
was delivered in order to deny the opportunity to the
opposition — a longstanding opportunity of the
opposition — to reply in this house to the budget, but
now, in complete contempt for the normal processes of
this Parliament, they are proposing to sit for only two
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days rather than three days in the next sitting week, and
there has been absolutely no justification whatsoever
offered for that.
There is absolutely no reason why we should not be
having a normal, full sitting week, except that they are
so penny-pinching about, and so frightened of, any
extra days of being in this house, being scrutinised by
the opposition, that they are going to cut a standard
three-day sitting week down to two days in order to
minimise the extent to which they are being exposed to
scrutiny in this Parliament. I suppose it is no wonder,
because day after day in this place they have been
ducking and weaving and avoiding any form of
accountability for the rorting by the member for Tarneit
and the member for Melton. They have been humiliated
in being unable to offer any justification as to why they
are not prepared to hold those two members to account
for what they have done. They offered no speakers
yesterday in attempting to justify their peremptory
sacking of the privacy and data protection
commissioner. They have been struggling every day in
this house, so it is no wonder that they want to run
away and avoid any scrutiny. But it is not something
that this house should be meekly going along with,
letting them duck and avoid their accountability.
If they had any confidence in their budget, then first of
all, of course, the government would have sat for the
entirety of last week rather than for just one sitting day.
Instead of that, they only want to come back for two
days in our next sitting week. They just want to rush the
budget through the house this week and try to move on
as though there is nothing there to talk about. In one
sense that is probably perfectly valid; there is not much
to talk about in the budget. Most of the community has
completely forgotten it as something that is doing
nothing much to benefit Victorians, so in a sense it is
not surprising that the government wants to move on.
But there is plenty in terms of the failings of the budget
that this side of the house wants to talk about and wants
to hold the government to account for in respect of, for
example, the cuts to TAFE that are embodied in this
budget, the failure to properly provide for regional rail,
the fact that so much of the budget is dependent on
commonwealth funding, the fact that it is pushing debt
levels to the limit and the fact that it is raising taxes and
breaking a fundamental pre-election promise. So there
is plenty that those on this side of house want to come
back to talk about in relation to the budget and in
relation to other matters. It is no wonder that the
government is trying to crawl away under a rock and
avoid any accountability and scrutiny by this house.
It is yet again a sign of the contempt with which this
Labor government is holding Parliament, holding the
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community, holding transparency and holding
democracy that they are not prepared to come back into a
full, normal sitting week and proceed to debate, proceed
to have themselves held to account and proceed indeed
to getting on with the business of government. We have
the government at times saying they have got a heavy
legislative program and that is why they want to move on
with the budget bills and get them through to the upper
house, but when they have got an opportunity to have a
further day’s sitting they are rejecting that opportunity.
They brought on, without factoring it into the
government business program, the bill this week to sack
the privacy and data protection commissioner.

to a Liberal Party fundraiser. That was where he gave
his budget reply — not in the Parliament, but to a
Liberal Party fundraiser.

What they ought to be doing is sitting for an additional
day next sitting week, not pressing on with that bill and
abridging and truncating the time to, for example, talk
about family violence and give further consideration to
the budget. But they are not doing any of that. They are
trying to rush those items through the house this week
and then sit one day short in the following sitting week.
Whereas if they had been prepared to come back for a
full sitting week, there would have been much more
time for proper consideration of these matters this
week. For all those reasons, we believe that this motion
to only sit two days in the next sitting week is an affront
to democracy and an affront to the accountability of this
government, and it should be vigorously opposed.

I was interested to note that the manager of opposition
business raised a couple of issues about the budget. He
raised TAFE funding. Goodness me! Talk about
returning to the scene of the crime. Talk about going
straight back to where they were when they cut the
funding to TAFEs. Then the manager of opposition
business had the audacity to mention commonwealth
funding. Goodness me! We are receiving less than 8 per
cent of federal infrastructure funding and he mentions
that in his contribution. We will talk about that till the
cows come home, because we will not stand by and be
dudded by a Sydney-centric Prime Minister. Let us get
on and talk about this great budget. Let us get on and
talk about how we are being dudded by the Liberal
Party’s mates in Canberra and let us get on with the
proper business of this house.

Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) —
Speaking in support of the motion is an opportunity to
clarify a few little mistruths that were just peddled by
the manager of opposition business. The manager of
opposition business has not accurately represented the
nature of the sitting schedule for this budget period.
There is no reduction in sitting days. We are sitting the
exact same number of sitting days that we sat last year
and the year before and, might I say, under the former
government as well. It is just a slightly different sitting
pattern.
One of the claims made by the manager of opposition
business was that we were frightened of talking about
our budget. I do not think so. We just love talking about
our budget, and do you know what, Speaker? Every
minute that the opposition spends on the old chestnut of
‘let us have a division on the sitting of the house motion’
is a minute less that they get to talk about the budget. We
are raring to go and talk about the budget. We are not
afraid to have our budget scrutinised and we are not
afraid to answer questions in the chamber on the budget.
The manager of opposition business made an
observation about the tradition of the budget reply.
Well, that tradition was thrown out the window last
week when the shadow Treasurer gave his budget reply

Those opposite are always after a bit of money. They
love the chance to raise a bit of money — it does not
matter whether they are trying to raise money off the
back of a budget reply or trying to raise money off the
Country Fire Authority volunteers for their own Liberal
Party coffers. There is no basis to the claims that were
made by the manager of opposition business. We are
raring to get on and proceed with the business of
government and debating the budget.

Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — You can tell how
poorly a government is performing when they do not
want the house to sit. They are hiding. They just do not
want to come in here. They do not want the scrutiny of
Parliament. You can tell that as the Labor members
walk into this house on a sitting day. Their heads are
down, their feet are dragging, they just hate coming in
here and being held to scrutiny. You can watch the back
bench over there when questions are asked about the
member for Melton and the member for Tarneit and
their rorting and their stealing from the taxpayers of
Victoria. Their heads hang low because they know it is
true. They know that what we are saying is true: that the
members for Melton and Tarneit should not be in this
place. They should pay the money back, they should
resign and they should go home in disgrace for what
they have done to this house and to the reputation of
this house.
The government does not want the house to sit — that is
very, very obvious — and this motion is about the fact
that they actually want to hide. They want to hide from
questions about the Country Fire Authority (CFA). They
do not want to be held to scrutiny for what they are doing
to the volunteers in Victoria — 60 000 volunteers, who
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are being done over by the Andrews government. The
Andrews government has absolutely no respect for the
volunteers here in Victoria. Those volunteers were the
heroes of Black Saturday, they were the heroes of Ash
Wednesday, and what is the Andrews government doing
to those volunteers? They are just trashing them and
throwing them out just to appease Peter Marshall. As has
been asked many, many times: what has Peter Marshall
got over the Premier that he would sell out those
volunteers just to pay back Peter Marshall?
When you think about what is going on in this house at
the moment, I am sure the manager of government
business will want to gag the debate on the privacy and
data protection commissioner. The manager of
government business will make sure that debate is
gagged, because they do not want to be held to account
for actually sacking an independent officer of the
system here in Victoria. They do not want scrutiny.
Anyone that criticises the government — they are out
the door. Out the door, on the road, hit the frog and
toad — you are criticising us; you are out. There is
something that I think this government is now proving,
and particularly this Premier is proving. He gave a
commitment to the people of Victoria that he would
govern for all Victorians. A lot of people in country
Victoria are now saying he is the Premier for
Melbourne. He is not the Premier for Victoria; he is
actually the Premier for Melbourne.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Government members
will come to order. The Leader of The Nationals
without assistance.
Mr WALSH — That got the ducks off the pond.
Just as well there is no duck shooting in here, is it not,
because there would be a few feathers flying at the
moment. He is the Premier for Melbourne. There is
nothing happening in regional Victoria. The Premier is
short-sighted. He cannot see past Bendigo, Ballarat and
Geelong. That is why people are saying he is the
Premier for Melbourne, not the Premier for Victoria.
The Premier said there was going to be an education
state. There is $87 million cut out of the education
capital budget by this government. They do not care
about regional schools at all. There is $32 million cut
out of the agriculture budget. They do not care about
agriculture in this state. So this motion is about whether
we have a government here that wants Parliament to sit,
that wants the opportunity to actually be held to account
for governing this state for all Victorians, or whether
they want to shut down debate, close down the
Parliament, not have question time, not be accountable
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about the rorting members for Melbourne and Tarneit
and not be accountable for what they are doing to the
CFA volunteers. They want their backbench to stay
home and not have to drag their miserable, lousy feet in
here to be held to account.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I rise to support the
motion moved by the Leader of the House. Is it not
amazing when you listen to those opposite, suffering
from relevance deprivation syndrome writ large. We
are the government and we occupy the Treasury
benches. We will decide when this house will sit. We
will decide the sitting schedule of this house, as is the
custom and practice of this house.
I had the privilege of working in this place in the 1990s,
and I recall that the government of the day, of which the
member for Box Hill, the member for Brighton and the
member for Sandringham were all members, decided
that the house would not sit — I think it was in
September 1998, because the federal election was
underway then — during an election campaign because
they did not want to be scrutinised.
The reality is that the custom and practice of this place
is that the government decides when this house will sit.
The member for Box Hill, the manager of opposition
business, made some claims about reducing scrutiny.
The reality is that we are not having a reduction in
sitting days. We will be back for the Wednesday and
Thursday in the week after next, and the times will be
the same.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr PEARSON — We had our Tuesday last week
for an outstanding budget. It is a great budget. The
unfortunate aspect of this stunt from those opposite is
that they are trying to prevent many members on this
side of the house from getting up to talk about the
wonderful budget. It is a great budget, and I certainly
made sure that I took the first opportunity I could to
speak about what a great budget it is. So this is just a
stunt from those opposite.
You have to smile when you see the Leader of the
National Party railing at the dispatch box. He is just an
old bull in the paddock trying to go around again. It is
only a matter of time before he is replaced by the member
for Gippsland South. He is trying to rally the troops and
demonstrate that he has some fire left in his belly.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr PEARSON — Your days are past. It is only a
matter of time before the member for Gippsland South
buries the member for Murray Plains. It is only a matter
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of time. The reality is that we will not be distracted by
those opposite. We are the government, and we are a
good government for this state.
We are not going to be distracted by your games. We
are here to get on with it. I am proud of the fact that we
will be back here on Wednesday week to keep
delivering good administration for this state and to
repair the damage done by those economic wreckers
opposite. You just had to see what they did when they
occupied these benches. They ran the economy into the
ground year after year after year.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr PEARSON — Do not take my word for it; look
at the graphs, look at the charts, look at the rise in the
unemployment rate. Look at the way in which they
treated the economy when they withdrew. They vacated
the field, and they were not interested. It is a very good
budget, and I look forward to listening to the
contributions that many members on this side of the
house will make over the course of the day. I support
the Leader of the House’s motion.
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — What an arrogant
performance from the member for Essendon. ‘We’re
the government and we will run democracy the way we
want to run democracy’. That was his message. But I
will take up the comment from the member for
Essendon when he indicated that the Leader of the
National Party’s days were over. I remind him that even
though he speaks on every bill, his day still has not yet
even come.
I also want to inject a little rational approach into this
debate, and I take the Leader of the House’s point that
there are the same number of sitting days in May that
have been traditionally scheduled in the past. However,
the fundamental flaw in her rationale is that it is the
nature of the scheduling of the sitting days that the
member for Box Hill is objecting to and indeed we on
this side of the house are objecting to.
We sat last year for one day for the budget, and this is
now the second year when we have had this unusual
scheduling. The excuse given last year was that the
federal budget and the state budget clashed; therefore
we had to have a change to the government’s original
scheduling, which was the traditional scheduling of one
week for budget week, two weeks off and then one
week. Obviously the Leader of the House realised that
this removed scrutiny from the state government of its
budget and decided this year to continue with this
unusual scheduling. However, a point that has not been
made yet, although it was made by my colleague the
member for Mornington some time ago, is that this
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scheduling has completely impacted on the hearings of
the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC).
It is no wonder that the chair of PAEC, the member for
Essendon, who has just spoken in favour of the
scheduling, is almightily relieved that he will not be
under pressure for two sitting weeks trying to chair the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee.
I had occasion to read the schedule this morning, and I
note that the hearings, where the opposition is able to
put intense scrutiny on ministers, are going on until
2 June. Budget debate will be almost complete by then
if we are to take the scheduling of the Leader of the
House last year as any guide for this year.
We now have public accounts and estimates hearings
going on until 2 June. I also note that the Special
Minister of State is only being grilled for 1 hour. We
are told he is one of the most important members of this
government, yet full scrutiny of the Special Minister of
State is only for 1 hour.
For those on the other side of the house who are in the
ministry who do not fully understand what their
Premier thinks of them, I would advise them to look at
the order of Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
hearings for ministers. As you get weaker and weaker,
you are further down the scheduling order of hearings. I
would invite members — —
Ms Allan — On a point of order, Speaker, I have
great respect for the member for Brighton; however,
she is straying far and wide from the procedural motion
that is before — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms Allan — I am saying nice things about her, and
you’re having a crack at me, goodness me! She is
straying far and wide from what is a narrow procedural
debate, and we have strayed a little bit far from that
procedural debate. Going into the schedule of the
PAEC hearings is a little bit outside of the motion that
is before the house, and I would ask you to bring her
back to the debate.
Ms ASHER — On the point of order, Speaker, I
will not be falling for this trick of the Leader of the
House shutting me down; I will just use this as part of
my response to the point of order. I was talking about
the scheduling of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee, which I am well within my rights to do on
a motion on the sitting of the house, because I am
actually explaining to the house why we are not sitting
next Tuesday and how the Leader of the House has
completely butchered the scheduling during May. I am
well within my rights to do so as part of this debate on
the sitting of the house.
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The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order. Member for Brighton, to continue.
Ms ASHER — Thank you very much, Speaker. We
are getting on very well today; that is good. I also raised
the issue of how the actual scheduling of the debate will
occur. Of course we will see how the Leader of the
House schedules the budget debate, because last year
we were still debating this budget in the run-up to
Christmas. So I urge members of Parliament to support
the member for Box Hill.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 45
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Blandthorn, Ms
Bull, Mr J.
Carbines, 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
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
Kilkenny, Ms
Knight, Ms

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

Noes, 39
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Battin, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T.
Burgess, Mr
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

Motion agreed to.

Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr D.
O’Brien, Mr M.
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

1263

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Budget
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — I start by
saying that the budget handed down last week is an
absolute disaster for the Ferntree Gully electorate.
There is nothing in this budget for schools, nothing in
this budget for roads and nothing in this budget for
public transport. Again my community has been sorely
let down by this government.

Estia Health Knoxfield
Mr WAKELING — I was very honoured last week
to attend Estia Health Knoxfield aged-care facility to
open their new sensory garden and relaxation space. I
congratulate Estia on all of the work they do in our
community, and I thank the residents for the
opportunity to attend their facility.

Walker Reserve netball courts
Mr WAKELING — Congratulations to the
Wantirna South Netball Club on the opening of their
new courts at Walker Reserve. It is a great new facility.
I congratulate the work of Alan Tudge and the federal
government, Knox City Council plus the Wantirna
South Football Club and the Wantirna South Cricket
Club, which with the netball club all contributed to
getting this great new facility. Congratulations to
everyone involved.

Fairpark Football Club
Mr WAKELING — Congratulations to the
Fairpark Football Club on their annual Anzac Day night
game. It was a great night. It was the first time the
Fairpark Football Club have run out in Fairpark colours
because for the last 20 years they have operated as the
Eastern Lions. Congratulations to all involved on
another great night and on their win over Donvale.

Anzac Day
Mr WAKELING — I want to congratulate Boronia
RSL on another fantastic dawn service, which was well
attended despite the rain. I also had the privilege of
attending the Salford Park service in Wantirna. I
congratulate the committee on all the hard work it does
in running this annual event.

Spotswood Primary School
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Industry and
Employment) — Today I rise to congratulate
Spotswood Primary School on being allocated
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$1.4 million in the 2017–18 state budget. This funding
will allow for the school’s facilities, some of which
are close to 100 years old, to be upgraded and will
ensure the quality of the buildings matches the quality
of the teaching.

a great afternoon for a very worthy cause. Well done to
Bob and Margaret Watson from the organisation. It was
an outstanding success.

Having visited the school on multiple occasions, I
know how valuable this funding will be for the school.
The school has seen significant growth in enrolments in
recent years, and it is imperative that the facilities are
able to support this growth. This is a fantastic
announcement for Spotswood, the school community,
the parents, the teachers and the students who will
benefit from this. Schools are so often the heart of a
community, and Spotswood Primary School is no
exception. From the youngest students, who are shaped
forever by their experiences, to the teachers, who spend
hours with their students and develop each one of them
individually, and to the parents, who support the
teachers and ensure that learning does not end at the
school gates, generations of an entire community will
benefit from this funding.

Mr McCURDY — It was a pleasure to officially
open the North Eastern Apiarists Association’s
63rd annual conference in Wangaratta recently. I met
with local apiarists and heard firsthand about the issues
facing the industry in the local region and throughout
the state. Well done to David Briggs and other
members of the organisation who ran the conference,
providing those in attendance with an interesting and
varied program.

I would particularly like to congratulate the principal,
Jackie Green, for her advocacy and the dedication and
love that she pours into her school. I also want to
recognise all of the teachers and staff who work so
tirelessly to support the development of their students.
Finally, I do want to congratulate members of the
school council, who have worked hard in assisting to
achieve what is a terrific result for Spotswood Primary
School — for the teachers and staff and of course all
the students.

Melbourne Victory Football Club

Bright Autumn Festival
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — The 2017 Bright
Autumn Festival was another great success this year,
with thousands of people enjoying the festivities. Well
done to the festival president, Brendan Holland,
secretary Phil Keeghan, many other members of the
committee and the volunteers who worked tirelessly to
run this event. Volunteers are the lifeblood of this
festival and of our local communities, and it would not
have happened without their support. The Rotary Club
of Bright has supported the Bright Autumn Festival for
many years and is the major sponsor behind the gala
day each year.

Pink Ribbon Day
Mr McCURDY — Cobram Harness Racing Club
recently held the Community Pink Ribbon Ladies Day
at the Trots. I was pleased to attend this charity day and
light the candle for cancer sufferers, with all funds
raised going to support the McGrath Foundation. It was

Beekeeping industry

There are more than 6000 registered beekeepers in
Victoria, and the Victorian honey industry is worth
$90 million a year and contributes to the pollination of
up to $6 billion worth of crops across the farming
sector. Safeguarding this multimillion-dollar industry
from exotic pests and diseases is crucial.

Mr McCURDY — Congratulations to Melbourne
Victory on an outstanding year. Sadly, the final against
Sydney FC did not go their way. Kevin Muscat and his
team had a brilliant year. Melbourne Victory are an
extremely proud and well-organised team, steered by
the chair, Anthony Di Pietro.

Ocean Grove Surf Life Saving Club
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — I was very
pleased again to attend this year’s Ocean Grove Surf
Life Saving Club presentation night and to present the
Fred Leiper Memorial Best Patrol Person Award,
which was this year awarded to Bo Chudosnik for
displaying the highest level of commitment to patrol
operations throughout the season. He has shown
outstanding leadership as a mentor and trainer and is a
highly respected club member.
It was also a pleasure on that evening to announce
additional funding for the club for its new observation
tower to be built on the beach. This of course is on top
of funding of $2.675 million, which we have already
provided to rebuild the club’s facilities. I want to
congratulate the president, David Pavia, the club
committee and members along with all the award
winners for their commitment and contribution to the
Ocean Grove community.
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Point Lonsdale Surf Life Saving Club
Ms NEVILLE — On another matter I also had the
pleasure last week, as part of the budget, to celebrate
with the Point Lonsdale Surf Life Saving Club the
announcement of $1.5 million for redevelopment of their
facilities. This has been long awaited, and I have been
working with the council and the community about this
over the last couple of years to secure the Borough of
Queenscliffe land to enable the redevelopment of the
club, so this is a real boost for that club.
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devastating scenes outside the Young Street
newsagency last Saturday, when one customer after
another called in to buy their regular newspaper,
Tattslotto ticket or stationery supplies, only to be told
that the 53-year-old business was to be forced to close
permanently the next day. This community sadness
quickly turned to anger when it was realised that it was
just another of the over-budget, bungled Labor projects
that has forced their favourite newsagency and the
many other Young Street shops out of business.

South Morang scout group
Ambulance services
Ms NEVILLE — I was also recently pleased, with
the Minister for Health, to celebrate the new
ambulance station that is being built in Bellarine for
the Swan Bay area, plus a new team of seven
paramedics who have already started and are
operating across the Bellarine region.

Cruden Farm
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — On 21 April I held a
meeting at the Langwarrin community house for
interested Langwarrin residents to discuss a proposal by
the Cruden Farm trust to subdivide 15.8 hectares of
Cruden Farm. I called the meeting so I could pass on to
Langwarrin residents all of the information I had
regarding the proposal and to hear firsthand what their
views were. No-one wants any part of Cruden Farm
subdivided, and I certainly do not. However, the
trustees have reached a decision that subdivision of part
of the property is required to secure the remainder and
fulfil their obligations under the trust.
Following discussions with the trustees, I believe there
is another way. The trustees confirmed that while they
needed to raise a significant amount of money, they
would be happy not to subdivide if there was an
alternative way to raise the required funds. I call on
the Andrews government to use a very small amount
of the significant surplus left to it by the previous
Liberal-Nationals government to secure this critically
important and historic property on behalf of the
community and in memory of Dame Elisabeth
Murdoch.

Young Street, Frankston
Mr BURGESS — On 3 May the Leader of the
Opposition and the shadow minister for police in the
other place, Edward O’Donohue, and I met with a
number of angry Young Street, Frankston, traders to
discuss the damage that had been caused to local traders
by the Young Street project debacle. There were

Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) — I had the
pleasure of dropping by the Lakes South Morang P–9
School last week to say hello to the South Morang
Scout Group. The South Morang scouts are going from
strength to strength and now have a great new
partnership with the Lakes South Morang P–9 School,
which will be their new base.
The South Morang Scout Group provides an
adventurous and fun program for young people in my
electorate of Mill Park. Joey scouts are learning the
value of community engagement and leadership, with
an emphasis on learning by doing and teamwork. It was
an excellent visit, and I want to thank the South Morang
scouts for the presentation to me of the Scouts Victoria
ambassador scarf by their youth ambassador, Michael.
A special thanks also to principal Kerrie Heenan for
welcoming me to the school assembly on Crazy Hair
Day. Kerrie was also presented with her own South
Morang Scout Group scarf, making her an honorary
member of the group. I want to join the South Morang
Scout Group in thanking Kerrie for making all the
scouts so welcome at her school and facilitating the full
program for local kids. The school recently celebrated
their 10th anniversary, and they provide a wonderful,
enriching education to our youngest citizens.
I am very proud to represent Melbourne’s north and to
be part of an Andrews Labor government that is
building a better future for all Victorians. This is a great
partnership, one that I recommend highly to all schools
in terms of providing new programs in their curriculum,
integrating fantastic opportunities for young people to
get out and about and learn new skills and cooperate.
Congratulations to all concerned.

Devondale Murray Goulburn
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — I rise on behalf of the
150 workers at the Devondale Murray Goulburn plant
at Kiewa who are now facing redundancy. This is a
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factory that traces its origins back to 1894 and has
supported generations of workers. The decision comes
after a tumultuous 12 months for the industry, mostly
the doing of executives and not the workers or the
farmers. I urge Murray Goulburn to make their
intentions clear. Do they intend to gut the Kiewa plant,
will they mothball it or will they put it on the market,
bearing in mind that the plant is not worth a whole lot
without milk? The employees and workers cannot wait
around for 12 months. Casualising its workforce is not
a demonstration of good faith either.
The government should, and the Liberal and National
parties do, support and encourage new enterprises —
and there are plenty of ideas — in regional Victoria.
We need to build on the resilience of the dairy farmers
in Benambra and surrounding districts, who in recent
years increased their production by 29 per cent and
filled the void in winter milk supply by changing
farming practices. The constant catch-cry we hear from
those on the other side — the untalented collective of
hypocrites who arrogantly occupy the government
benches in this place — is that regional Victoria is
transitioning. I clearly and loudly say that we do not
want to transition to welfare; we want investment in
jobs and to have careers that support our families, our
economy and our wonderful opportunities and lifestyle.

City of Casey
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) — Since August 2016 I have not received a
response to letters I have sent to the CEO of the City of
Casey. These letters relate to concerns of residents,
those people who pay the CEO’s bill, and issues they
want addressed and dealt with. I note that this
behaviour has also been extended to the member for
Cranbourne since 2016. This is very disappointing for
those residents, as they seek our help as members of
Parliament to get matters addressed. Let me make it
very clear: I could behave in the same way and ignore
letters from the City of Casey in relation to roads, but I
have not done so. I think roads are a very important
issue in the growing outer suburbs, and I understand the
importance of dealing with these issues.
To solve the inability of the CEO to do his duty — he
gets paid $370 000, which is a very good wage — I will
now start sending all letters directly to the councillors
who are responsible for particular wards to ensure that
these issues are at least ventilated with them. I want
them to understand that they are also obligated to act on
these matters and to ensure that their residents are
properly represented and their concerns dealt with.
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With that I am very disappointed with the behaviour of
the CEO. I find it rather juvenile, to put it mildly. I
think the best way of dealing with it is to actually put
these directly to the councillors and ensure that they
undertake their duties as elected councillors.

Sale Scout Group
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) — Today I rise
to say happy birthday to the Sale Scout Group, which
celebrated 100 years of scouting on the weekend with a
series of events and the launch of a book celebrating the
history of the group. Formed just a decade after the
scouts were established globally, the Sale Scout Group
has been an institution in the town, giving children a
sense of purpose and community spirit. Congratulations
to all the leaders, volunteers and supporters over the
years. May the scouts live on for another 100 years.

Longford gas conditioning plant
Mr D. O’BRIEN — On Sunday I was pleased to
attend the official opening of a new gas conditioning
plant at Longford, the culmination of a $5.5 billion
project involving the plant itself and the new Kipper
Tuna Turrum gas fields by joint venture partners
ExxonMobil, BHP Billiton and Mitsui. This investment
has brought great economic activity and jobs to
Gippsland over the past few years. I was pleased to hear
ExxonMobil chairman Richard Owen say he was
hopeful this was the start of Bass Strait 2.0, with further
development down the track. I certainly hope so for the
economic prosperity of our region and this state.

Gippsland rail services
Mr D. O’BRIEN — I congratulate my good friend
and colleague Darren Chester for delivering
$290 million in Tuesday’s federal budget for an
upgrade of the Gippsland rail line — the first time ever
a commonwealth government has contributed to
Gippsland rail. The duplications and upgrades will be
important to improve the dire state of Gippsland rail
services. For all its bluff and bluster, the Andrews
Labor government has not allocated a single cent to this
project, and it now needs to get on board.
Anyone can send an invoice to Canberra. Real
leadership means putting your shoulder to the wheel
and actually funding it. Labor has a history of putting
state money into regional rail for Ballarat, Bendigo and
Geelong, so why has it shunted all responsibility for the
Gippsland upgrade to Canberra? It is time to end the
bickering, put some state money on the table and get
this project off the ground for the benefit of public
transport users in Gippsland.
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Anzac Day
Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) — I was pleased
recently to attend Anzac services in Ballarat, both in
Sebastopol and at the Ballarat Cenotaph. Last year I
was not able to attend the local services as I attended a
very moving Anzac service at Gallipoli. Perhaps my
reflection on that service made this year’s even more
significant for me.
I note that organisers advised that the local services
were bigger than ever, and the next generation is
becoming more involved in learning about and
commemorating the sacrifices made by so many people
in the First World War and subsequent wars.
In Ballarat, we also recently opened the new Garden of
the Grieving Mother beside the Arch of Victory. This
impressive garden has also helped to raise the broader
issues of loss felt at home through a mother’s eyes.
Clearly the Anzac centenary has assisted in a range of
ways to ensure that the events of 100 years ago are not
forgotten, and that there is so much for the younger
generation to learn and for them to reflect upon.
I was also pleased to visit Buninyong RSL recently to
advise that they were successful in gaining a $32 000
grant, which will help them run a significant event in
Buninyong in July to commemorate the
100th anniversary of their Avenue of Honour. Events
like these do not celebrate war but allow us to be
reminded of loss, particularly in terms of human lives
and the lives damaged. That is so important. Lest we
forget.

Prahran football club
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I recently attended the
80-year anniversary of the Prahran football club’s first
premiership, when in 1937 they defeated Brunswick by
two points in the Victorian Football Association grand
final in front of 10 000 people at Toorak Park. It was
great to hear club legends Jack Morgans and Charlie
Payne reminisce about the match they watched as boys.
While a lot has changed in the history of the club and
the suburb of Prahran, just like then, the footy club
plays an integral part of the community. I want to
acknowledge everyone at the club for their ongoing
work in our local community. On the day the boys got
up over Old Paradians by 41 points. They are now
sitting second on the ladder. Good luck to the Two
Blues for the rest of the year.
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Frankston Dolphins
Mr HIBBINS — While I am still on footy, I want to
lend my support to the Frankston Dolphins and their
efforts to get back into the VFL next year. I will always
remember being at Frankston Park when the Dolphins
came back from 37 points down in the last quarter to
knock off the Pies in 2000. I do not think they ever
demanded to use the home rooms again. Frankston
have produced some great players over the years, and I
urge AFL Victoria to allow them to continue playing in
the VFL.

Guarding the Galilee
Mr HIBBINS — I attended a screening of Guarding
the Galilee, which is a 30-minute documentary on the
battle to stop the biggest coalmine in Australian history,
the Adani Carmichael project. The documentary was by
the Stonnington Climate Action Network and the
Australian Conservation Foundation. The federal
government must not let this giant polluting and
dangerous coalmine go ahead, which would drive up
climate change, damage the Great Barrier Reef and trash
our environment. Banks are getting out of coal — they
know it is a bad bet. I urge the federal government to
abandon their support for this project and not lend Adani
a cent. I congratulate my local community for taking a
stance against this folly.

Anzac Day
Ms KAIROUZ (Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation) — On 24 April I was
delighted to attend the Anzac Day service at Movelle
Primary School in my electorate of Kororoit. The event
was attended by students at Movelle Primary School as
well as veterans from our local community. The service
was beautiful, with representatives from the student
body speaking on the importance of Anzac Day and
how the spirit of the Anzacs endures in future
generations. The children also sang some lovely songs
to commemorate the important event. I would like to
thank the Movelle Primary School community for
inviting me to this wonderful event.
I was also pleased to attend the Anzac Day service at
Caroline Springs RSL. It was a cold and wet morning,
but a huge crowd turned up to remember those who
sacrificed their lives so we can enjoy the freedoms we
cherish today. I would like to thank the Caroline
Springs RSL and their president, Andrew Marshall, for
all they do in our local community. Importantly, I
would like to acknowledge the welfare work of
Caroline Springs RSL and the league more generally.
The league and its work is special and enduring, with
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the purpose of preserving the spirit of mateship and to
honour the memory of the fallen.

Caroline Springs women’s football team
Ms KAIROUZ — On another matter, I would like
to congratulate the Caroline Springs Lakers women’s
team on winning their first home match of the season
against the Tarneit Titans. It was a pleasure to be
invited by the Lakers to meet the women’s team before
the match. It is wonderful to see the increased interest
in women’s football teams and the result of the success
of the AFL Women’s league. It is important that as a
government we continue to invest in women’s sport,
and I will be excited to attend another Lakers women’s
game in the future.

More than a Mural project
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — In National Volunteer
Week, I am pleased to inform the house about some
wonderful volunteer initiatives in the Eildon district. On
Anzac day I took delight in attending the unveiling of
the More than a Mural project at the Alexandra RSL.
Initiated by the late Rex Tate, the project features a
number of painted murals depicting images from the
wars Australia has been involved in. With the key
objective of reducing graffiti, the project also had other
benefits. It facilitated links between members of the
local RSL and younger school students. In addition, it
offered students an opportunity to participate in a
community-based project.
There are many people to be acknowledged, including
Anna Baker, More Murals founding member and
project coordinator; Henry Andrews from the RSL;
Murrindindi shire project chair Stuart Coller; Alexandra
Secondary College principal Nigel Lyttle; Alexandra
Secondary College students and the student leaders
who attended on the day — Jelena Miladinovic, Jorja
Gesler and Hugo Walcott. I also acknowledge Steven
Miladinovic from Alexandra Primary school. The lead
artist and mural maker, Russell Danby, did a fine job. I
was especially impressed to hear his level of
engagement with the school students, which included
an additional skills workshop.

Christmas Hills Readers and Writers Festival
Ms McLEISH — On Saturday, 29 April, I had the
opportunity to drop in to the inaugural Christmas Hills
writers festival, held in the mechanics institute hall,
which I have heard described as the cultural centre of
the universe. I was impressed on so many levels —
with the range and calibre of the speakers, the full
house, the morning tea on display and of course the
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dedicated team of volunteers who put this event on. I
want to acknowledge Glennis Bibra, Veronica Holland,
Sandy Jeffs and Liz Mildenhall. They were supported
by a large number of volunteers on the day. The theme
was ‘identity’, which certainly attracted great interest.

Member for Gembrook
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) — I rise to make a
members statement to correct a misleading, fairly
unequivocal statement from the shadow Minister for
Emergency Services yesterday. He stated:
When we go back to February 2009, the minister should be
able to tell us how many career firefighters were on the
firefighting ground on 7 February for the first 5½ hours of
Black Saturday. I can tell the house that it was zero. The
volunteer firefighters were all out protecting us and protecting
our environment, our future and our lives.

No doubt the house will know that our volunteer
firefighters were out there protecting our communities,
but I was there, and the shadow minister is wrong. I
want to correct this statement out of respect to all
firefighters in Victoria, and I believe the shadow
minister should know the truth.
Over 350 firefighting personnel, mainly from the
Country Fire Authority and the Department of
Sustainability and Environment (DSE), were deployed
across the state prior to 7 February — on the night of
6 February — in anticipation of the extreme conditions
on 7 February. These career and volunteer firefighters
ran the incident control centres and ground observer
crews on the day and coordinated the response on
Black Saturday. Over 400 fires broke out on that day,
beginning at around 5.00 a.m. when the Bunyip State
Park fire broke out. It must be said that these ground
observer crews do not need to be told by the opposition
what they did and did not do. They were there from the
beginning. I know from a colleague in one of these
teams that their vehicles had to be stripped and sold
because they could not remove the burnt skin of the
people they saved from the seats of their vehicles.
These people are truly heroes.
Personally, I was working at Frankston. I responded
with an integrated staff and volunteer strike team
immediately after it was deemed that houses were
under threat from a DSE fire. To the opposition, which
said there was no link between cancer and firefighters,
and to the shadow emergency services minister, who
ran away from the Fiskville inquiry: shame.

Anzac Day
Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverley) — I rise to
congratulate the Waverley RSL on organising both the
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Anzac commemorative ceremony on Sunday, 23 April,
and the dawn service on Tuesday, 25 April. These
services aptly commemorated the enormous service and
sacrifice of Australians and Allied forces during times
of war. I give special thanks to the Waverley RSL
sub-branch president and the dedicated RSL committee
members and members of other service organisations
who put so much time and effort into organising and
preparing these events. Lest we forget.

Mount Waverley electorate railway station car
parking
Mr GIDLEY — Today in the Parliament I renew
my campaign for the people of Glen Waverley and
Mount Waverley to be provided with appropriate car
parking facilities at local train stations. Between 2010
and 2014 the last state Liberal government invested
heavily to improve car parking facilities at local
railway stations, including $10.8 million to upgrade
Syndal station, which also included the construction of
a multideck car park. Car parking at Glen Waverley,
Mount Waverley and Jordanville stations was also
improved.
In contrast, there has not been a single car park
improvement at Glen Waverley and Mount Waverley
train stations since the Andrews Labor government was
elected at the end of 2014. Even worse, car parking at
local train stations has gone backwards as demand has
increased, meaning residents are forced to park miles
away and walk to the station, often along poorly lit and
isolated streets. It is just not good enough that this state
Labor government does not even have any planning or
proposals to improve car parking for Glen Waverley
and Mount Waverley residents. It is time this
government stopped snubbing Waverley and cutting
transport services and actually developed, funded and
implemented car parking improvements for local
residents. I will continue to fight on behalf of my
district for this.

Long March
Mr LIM (Clarinda) — This year marks the
160th anniversary of the Chinese gold-diggers walk
from Robe in South Australia to the Victorian
goldfields to avoid the racist £10 poll tax imposed on
the Chinese in 1857 in Victoria. Many of the
16 800-plus Chinese who made that terrible
more-than-400-kilometre journey by foot died from
exhaustion and sickness and suffered race riots and
discrimination in the goldfields.
Last Saturday I was privileged to represent the
government at the three-day commemoration festival
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organised by the District Council of Robe, which
included the opening of a specially built friendship gate
to mark this historic occasion. It also included a parade
of lion and dragon dancers, dragon boat races and
fireworks. The highlight of this commemoration is the
farewell and send-off of 19 pioneer walkers. Three of
them are fourth-generation descendants of the original
walkers. They commenced a 20-day walk retracing the
footsteps of the original walkers. On 25 May the
Premier will welcome their arrival with a reception in
Queen’s Hall at Parliament House.
This epic walk, organised by the Chinese Community
Council of Australia, is to pay special tribute to the
original walkers and to honour their heroic courage,
tenacity, bravery, sacrifice, suffering and resilience.
Most importantly it is also to recognise and celebrate
the role and contribution of the Chinese community in
the growth, development and prosperity of Victoria and
Australia going back 160 years.

Model United Nations Assembly
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — I wish to pay
tribute to Rotary district 9810 and its members for the
ongoing convening of the Model United Nations
Assembly in this chamber. Outstanding contributions
have been made by Rotarians across multiple frontiers,
including their contribution towards establishing the
United Nations just after World War II. I acknowledge
the excellent contributions of Joe Somers, Carol
Lawton and members of district 9810 Rotary clubs in
encouraging 80 students to contemplate the important
issues of Syria, refugees and other matters.

Art of Kakadu
Mr THOMPSON — I wish to acknowledge the
great contribution of the Rotary Club of Beaumaris for
raising funds for the eradication of trachoma amongst
Indigenous Australians with the holding of their current
Art of Kakadu exhibition at the Bayside council
chamber and later, to go on rotation to other precincts
within the City of Bayside.

Mentone Lifesaving Club
Mr THOMPSON — I wish to acknowledge the
great work undertaken by the leaders of the Mentone
Lifesaving Club, a club that has 1300 members, and the
recent holding of their gala night, where multiple
awards were presented. I also note that they are
currently the state junior champions.
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Country Fire Authority volunteers
Mr THOMPSON — I pay tribute to the Country
Fire Authority volunteers in Victoria and the great
contribution they make towards fire prevention.

West Gate tunnel project
Ms SULEYMAN (St Albans) — The Andrews
government has delivered its third budget, a budget for
all and a budget that again delivers for the people of the
west. We have seen the West Gate tunnel being funded,
which will be a second crossing to the west. This means
an alternative route for people from the west to get to
work and spend time with families.

University Park Primary School
Ms SULEYMAN — Also, I have been very pleased
to announce that University Park Primary School will
receive further funding this year to continue the
beautification of their school.

Victoria University Secondary College
Ms SULEYMAN — Also, fantastic news for
Victoria University Secondary College: planning works
will begin to build a brand-new school at Cairnlea for
St Albans locals.

Health funding
Ms SULEYMAN — We have also seen funding of
$50 million towards the rebuild of Footscray Hospital.
This is in addition to our commitment. We have already
started building the $200 million Joan Kirner Women’s
and Children’s Hospital for the people of the west.

Police numbers
Ms SULEYMAN — We have also seen
300 frontline police officers begin to roll out to
Melbourne’s suburbs this month. This includes
33 frontline police officers being deployed between
Keilor Downs police station and Sunshine police
station.

St Albans level crossings
Ms SULEYMAN — On top of that we are about to
see the completion of the removal of the Main Road
and Furlong Road level crossings. The project is
coming to a completion, and this is fantastic news for
locals.
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South-West Coast electorate
Ms BRITNELL (South-West Coast) — Last week I
was fortunate to be able to attend a bail justice hearing
in the very early hours of Saturday morning. My
respect for the police and the role they play in our
community was strengthened as I witnessed them go
about their work in the watch house, and my eyes were
opened to the role of volunteer bail justices who drop
everything in the middle of the night without a second
thought. Our community is significantly challenged by
increasing crime rates, with serious assaults and
burglaries growing at a worrying rate in my electorate.
Addiction formed the basis of the crimes that were the
subject of the two hearings I attended. This also firmed
my view that while there is no doubt we need to
toughen up on crime, health policy has a role to play in
fixing this law and order mess. It is vital we get that
balance right. I remain committed to the consequences
of and personal accountability for those who commit
crimes and for a tough stance on repeat offenders.
Bail justices in the South-West Coast electorate often
travel extraordinary miles, some over 100 kilometres, to
and from hearings with absolutely no compensation.
They do it for the good of their community —
something that is common in South-West Coast. Since
joining this place I have been continually amazed at the
number of people willing to give up their time for a
whole range of causes in the South-West Coast
community, be it on a Saturday at the local footy and
netball games, delivering meals on wheels to the
elderly, spending time in aged-care homes or in
schools, or giving up hours and hours of time to ensure
a community event goes off without a hitch.
Then of course there are the amazing emergency
services volunteers — the men and women of the
Country Fire Authority and State Emergency
Service — who put everything to one side to ensure the
community is safe and secure in times of emergency.
These are the people who make our community
successful. They are the reason things get done, and in
National Volunteer Week I want to say thank you to
each and every member of the South-West Coast
community.

Ballarat GovHub
Ms KNIGHT (Wendouree) — The recent Victorian
budget was fantastic for Ballarat. We had
announcements around education, health and transport,
but by far the biggest and most significant
announcement was the one around the massive
investment in jobs — the announcement of a hub that
will bring 600 jobs to Ballarat. Building this hub, which
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will co-locate the existing 400 public servants in
Ballarat, has been well received. It will be located
adjacent to the civic hall site. It will create about
500 jobs during construction, in addition to the 600 jobs
that will be coming to Ballarat. This is a clear
demonstration of the Andrews Labor government’s
commitment to growing jobs in our region. The
announcement was not only welcomed, it was
absolutely praised by the Committee for Ballarat CEO,
by Commerce Ballarat saying it was a ‘transformational
change for our beautiful city’ and of course by the
Ballarat Courier with headlines that were incredibly
complimentary.

SEX OFFENDERS REGISTRATION
AMENDMENT (MISCELLANEOUS)
BILL 2017
Statement of compatibility
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the ‘charter’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Sex Offenders
Registration Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill 2017.
In my opinion, the Sex Offenders Registration Amendment
(Miscellaneous) Bill 2017 (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 amends the Sex Offenders Registration Act 2004 (the
SORA) and related acts to, among other things, modify the
circumstances in which a person may be placed on the sex
offenders register, change when, and for how long, a
registered sex offender’s obligations to report personal
information to police may be suspended, and clarify that all
registered sex offenders remain on the sex offenders register
for life.
The amendments in the bill will also provide police with
greater powers to investigate and monitor registered sex
offenders by creating a specific search warrant power for the
investigation of suspected offences under the SORA, and give
police specific powers to take fingerprints and forensic
samples (that is, in order to obtain a DNA profile) of
registered sex offenders.
Human rights issues
To consider how the reforms in this bill affect human rights, it
is helpful to restate the purposes of the SORA, which are to
protect the community, including children, by reducing the
likelihood of registered sex offenders reoffending and
assisting police investigations and prosecutions of any future
offences. It is in pursuit of these purposes that registered sex
offenders are required to report personal details to Victoria
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Police (‘reporting obligations’), are prohibited from engaging
in child-related employment and are required to seek approval
from the Chief Commissioner of Police or another relevant
authority before they can apply to change their name.
Registration of persons who commit certain offences
Currently, all adults who are sentenced for a sexual offence
listed in schedule 1 or 2 to the SORA must be placed on the
sex offenders register (that is registration is ‘automatic’ by
force of the SORA). The list of offences in schedules 1 and 2
to the SORA include offences under a law of a foreign
jurisdiction that would have constituted an offence of a kind
listed elsewhere in schedules 1 and 2 or that the regulations
state is a class 1 or 2 offence (no such offences are currently
prescribed). These offences can be generally described as
indictable sexual offences committed against children.
Clause 27(1) of the bill will enable a police officer to apply to
a court for the registration of persons who commit offences
outside of Victoria in other circumstances, such as where the
offender was aged under 18 at the time of offending or where
the victim was an adult. Section 11 of the SORA already
provides for registration of offenders in the same types of
circumstances where their offending occurs in Victoria.
Therefore, clause 27(1) ensures that the same protections
afforded by registration apply to offenders regardless of
whether they commit a sexual offence in Victoria or
elsewhere.
In addition, clause 49(1) of the bill will amend a qualification
that will specify when new child abuse material offences,
inserted into the Crimes Act 1958 by the Crimes Amendment
(Sexual Offences) Act 2016, will trigger automatic registration
under the SORA. Section 43 of that act, which has not yet
commenced, will insert eight new child abuse material offences
into schedule 2 to the SORA. As a result, any adult that is
sentenced for one of these offences will be automatically
registered. The only exception is where the offence relates to
child abuse material of a kind that depicts or describes a person
who is, or who appears or is implied to be, a child as a victim of
torture, cruelty or physical abuse where the torture, cruelty or
physical abuse is not sexual. Clause 49(1) reduces the scope of
this limitation so that these offences will result in the automatic
registration of adult offenders where the offence relates to child
abuse material that depicts the torture of a child, or a person that
appears to be, or is implied to be a child, whether or not the
torture is sexual.
Rights to privacy (section 13(1)), freedom of expression
(section 15), protection of children (section 17(2)) and rights
of children in criminal proceedings (section 23(3))
Statements of compatibility for previous bills amending the
SORA have explained how registration engages rights
protected under the charter and I do not think it is necessary to
repeat that analysis here. However, I acknowledge that the
rights engaged include the right to privacy (section 13(1)) and
freedom of expression (section 15). Further where the person
being registered is a child, the protection of children (section
17(2)) and the rights of children in criminal proceedings
(section 23(3)) will also be engaged.
To the extent that these rights may be further limited by
clauses 27(1) and 49(1) of the bill, I consider it to be
reasonable and demonstrably justified in accordance with
s 7(2) of the charter in light of the overall purposes of the
SORA. Persons who commit sexual offences outside of

SEX OFFENDERS REGISTRATION AMENDMENT (MISCELLANEOUS) BILL 2017
1272

ASSEMBLY

Victoria and who subsequently move to or return to Victoria
may pose just as much of a threat to the Victorian community
as persons who commit sexual offences in Victoria. Further, a
person may only be registered under the provisions in
clause 27(1) where a court is satisfied beyond reasonable
doubt, that they pose a risk to the sexual safety of one or more
persons or of the community.
On further reflection of the amendments made by section 43
of the Crimes Amendment (Sexual Offences) Act, I consider
that it is necessary to ensure that all adults sentenced for any
of Victoria’s new child abuse material offences where the
offending involves material depicting the torture of a child, or
a person who appears or is implied to be a child, are
automatically registered. Whether or not the torture is sexual
does not change the unacceptable risk that persons involved
in the production and distribution of such material or who
seek to obtain and view such material may pose to the safety
of children, and our community more generally. I note that
the bill does, however, strengthen protections on the rights to
privacy and freedom of expression in similar cases by
imposing a similar qualification (that is, as amended) to all
equivalent commonwealth child abuse material offences
(currently, adults sentenced for these offences must be
automatically registered even if it involves cruelty or physical
abuse that is not sexual).
It is worth specifically restating that several safeguards apply
where the person to be registered is a child. A child may not
be automatically registered under the SORA and the
amendments in clause 49(1) of the bill will not impact
children who commit a child abuse material offence. In
relation to the amendments in clause 27(1), section 11(2B) of
the SORA will enable a court that makes a sex offender
registration order in relation to a child, to exempt that child
from, or modify, any particular reporting obligation that
would otherwise apply to them. This provides a safeguard to
the rights to protection of the best interests the child
(section 17(2)) and the rights of children in criminal
proceedings (section 23(3)) by ensuring that a court can
consider and mitigate the impacts of registration on an
offender during any period while they are under 18 years of
age as appropriate. Children who are registered also have
reduced reporting obligations under section 35 of the SORA.
Lifetime registration
A person can be placed on the sex offenders register in two
ways: the first, which I have already mentioned, is by way of
automatic registration, and the second is where a court makes
a sex offender registration order under section 11 of the
SORA. Once registered, an offender is required to comply
with reporting obligations for a period of eight years, 15 years
or life, depending on the type and number of offences, or four
or 7.5 years for child offenders.
Even after the person’s reporting obligations end, the SORA
also clearly provides that the vast majority of offenders
remain on the sex offenders register, and consequently also
subject to the prohibition on child-related employment and
are required to seek approval from the Chief Commissioner
of Police if they wish to change their name, for life. That is
because the definition of ‘registrable offender’ (the term used
in the SORA to refer to a person that must be registered) in
section 6 of the SORA is based on the fact the person has
been sentenced for a registrable offence in relation to which
either they have been automatically registered or a sex
offender registration order has been made. Section 6(6) of the
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SORA further provides that a person only ceases to be a
‘registrable offender’ if the reason for being registered — that
is, the fact they have been found guilty or sentenced for a
registrable offence or that a sex offender registration order has
been made — has been quashed, set aside or in some other
way adjusted.
However, there is some ambiguity around the ongoing status
of two groups of offenders subject to sex offender registration
orders. First, sex offender registration orders made in
accordance with section 6B of the Serious Sex Offenders
(Detention and Supervision) Act 2009 (SSODSA) operate
slightly differently to other sex offender registration orders.
That is because the making of the order is based on a person’s
status as being the subject of a supervision or detention order
under the SSODSA rather than because they have been
sentenced for an offence. Section 11(10) of the SORA states
that such offenders are taken to be ‘registrable offenders’ for
the purposes of the SORA, which suggests that the person
would only cease being such an offender if the sex offender
registration order is quashed on appeal. However,
section 6B(2) of the SSODSA casts doubt on this by stating
that such an order must be for a period of not less than
15 years.
The second group of offenders affected are children who
have been sentenced for a class 1 or class 2 offence that
results in the making of a sex offender registration order
under section 11(2) of the SORA. The SORA carves these
offenders out of the definition of ‘registrable offender’
(although children who commit any other offence that
results in the making of a sex offender registration order
under section 11(2A) are ‘registrable offenders’ despite the
fact that under the SORA, there is a presumption that class 1
and class 2 offences are most deserving of registration).
While section 11(8) of the SORA expressly provides that a
person’s reporting period is determined as if they were
‘registrable offender’, and they fall within the separate
definition of ‘registered offender’ which is used for the
purposes of the prohibition on child-related employment in
part 5 of the SORA, there is some ambiguity around the
status of these offenders after their reporting period ends.
Clauses 23 to 27 and parts 5 and 6 of the bill make a range of
technical amendments that have the effect of clarifying that all
persons who are placed on the sex offenders register, regardless
of the manner in which they were registered, remain on the
register for life (unless the finding of guilt, sentence or sex
offender registration order that resulted in their registration is
quashed or set aside, or a registration exemption order has been
made). This does not affect the reporting period that applies
under the SORA. However, this will mean that all registered
sex offenders are prohibited from engaging in child-related
employment and from applying for a change of name without
the approval of the chief commissioner or other relevant
authority for the rest of their lives.
This bill clarifies the operation of the lifetime registration
consequence, in relation to the two groups of offenders
described above. As with the other amendments, the right to
privacy (section 13(1)) and freedom of expression (section 15)
may be relevant as outlined above. If the right to privacy is also
relevant to the ban on child-related employment as an
employment restriction that impacts an individual’s personal
relationships or capacity to experience a private life, I consider
that the restriction in these circumstances is reasonable and
demonstrably justified under s 7(2) of the charter by the need to
ensure the safety and protection of children from potential harm

SEX OFFENDERS REGISTRATION AMENDMENT (MISCELLANEOUS) BILL 2017
Thursday, 11 May 2017

ASSEMBLY

caused by those in positions of employment involving, or with
the potential to involve, close contact with a child. The changes,
therefore, protect the best interests of the child under s 17(2) of
the charter.

complex justifies the continued application of automatic
registration to the vast majority of adult sex offenders.

A court may only impose a supervision order or detention order
under the SSODSA where it has found that the person poses an
unacceptable risk of committing a serious sex offence if such an
order is not made and the offender is in the community.
Similarly, a sex offender registration order may only be
imposed on a child where a court is satisfied beyond reasonable
doubt that the person poses a risk to the sexual safety of one or
more persons or of the community. While the Working With
Children Act 2004 would generally preclude a person in these
circumstances from obtaining a working with children check
(and therefore, from engaging in child-related employment), I
consider that it is necessary to go further and clarify that these
offenders are prohibited from engaging in child-related
employment for life. While a court finding leading to an order
under the SSODSA or SORA may be based at a point of time, I
consider that enabling such persons even the chance to work
closely with children later in life would be an unacceptable risk
to the protection of children and outweighs considerations of
the impact of such registration on a person’s ability to work in
contact with children.

Section 8(3) of the charter provides that every person is equal
before the law and is entitled to the equal protection of the law
without discrimination and has the right to equal and effective
protection against discrimination. The proposed exception to
automatic registration may engage the right to equality since it
will only apply to 18 and 19-year-old offenders, and not
offenders of older age.

Exemption from registration
The provisions in division 1 of the bill will enable, in specific
and limited circumstances, young persons found guilty of
specified offences committed while they were aged 18 or 19
to apply to a court for an order (a ‘registration exemption
order’) exempting them from being automatically registered
or, if they have already been automatically registered for a
specified offence, to be removed from the register.
As I have already indicated, clause 49 of the bill also qualifies
the circumstances in which commonwealth child abuse
material offences result in automatic registration when
committed by an adult. The bill also includes a similar
qualification in relation to the commonwealth offence of
deceptive recruitment for labour or services. The latter
offence has been expanded by the commonwealth from only
prohibiting the deceptive recruitment for sexual services to all
forms of labour or services.
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Right to equality (section 8(3))

The decision to allow only 18 and 19-year-old offenders to
apply for exemption in the relevant circumstances
recognises their potential proximity in age to any victim
which, although it does not excuse them from criminal
liability, may in some cases indicate that they are a lower
risk to community safety. The age limit also recognises that
while these young persons are regarded as adults, their
maturity level may, at least in some cases, not be all that
dissimilar from that of a child. This is relevant both in
relation to the potential difference in maturity levels
between an offender and any victim, as well as in
recognising that an 18 or 19-year-old that commits a
specified offence may not be much different from a 17 year
old that commits the same offence in terms of maturity and
judgment.
However, I do not consider these arguments, when related to
adults aged 20 years or more, are strong enough to justify
creating an exemption from automatic registration. Offenders
of or above the age of 20 years old are mature enough to
recognise the power imbalance between themselves and a
child when it comes to sexual relationships or activity. The
fact that they have committed a specified offence nonetheless
demonstrates they are a risk to the sexual safety of the
community. Consequently, to provide an opportunity for
these offenders to avoid registration risks placing the
community in danger.

As noted above, registration is currently automatic for all
adults who are sentenced for a sexual offence listed in
schedule 1 or 2 to the SORA. I have already outlined that
registration may limit rights such as the right to privacy
(section 13(1)) and freedom of expression (section 15)
protected under the charter. Accordingly, the amendments in
division 1 of part 2 and in clauses 49(2) to (5) of the bill have
the potential to reduce the number of cases in which such
rights will be limited.

Further, I do not consider that there are any less restrictive
means reasonably available to ensure that the new exemption
scheme appropriately balances the competing purposes of
ensuring young persons are not unnecessarily registered while
also protecting the sexual safety of the community. For
example, I am not satisfied that replacing the upper age limit
for the exemption by instead limiting the exemption to cases
where a court determines that the age difference between the
offender and the victim was not significant would provide a
sufficient protection to the safety of children. Many of the
specified offences will only apply to conduct involving a
victim that is under 16 years of age, meaning that an offender
of or above the age of 20 will, at minimum, be more than four
years older than their victim. I consider that this age
difference, in circumstances involving an offender aged
20 years or more and with the greater level of maturity that
comes with that age, will necessarily be significant.

However, it is important to note the importance of the
continued ‘automatic’ registration of offenders given the need
to balance the above rights with the protection, and rights, of
victims and the community generally, particularly the
protection of children (section 17(2)). I consider the serious and
devastating consequences of sexual offending on victims, their
families and friends, and the broader community, as well as the
widespread nature of offending and the characteristics of many
sexual offenders that make their management particularly

I also do not consider that increasing the scope of the
exemption to offenders aged 20 or more in any circumstances
provides sufficient protection to children in relation to those
specified offences that may apply despite there being a
smaller age difference. These offences relate to the
production, distribution and possession of child abuse
material or child pornography and can have significant and
long-lasting negative impacts on victims. Persons aged 20 or
more are old enough to understand those impacts, and I

Rights to privacy (section 13) and freedom of expression
(section 15)
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consider that a person who commits such an offence
consequently presents a significant risk to the sexual safety of
children and the broader community that requires registration
on the sex offender register.
For these reasons, I do not consider that the exemption is
discriminatory or limits the right to equality. Even if a
different view is taken, I consider that any limit on the right to
equality is reasonable and demonstrably justified in
accordance with section 7(2) of the charter for the same
reasons.
Right to a fair hearing (section 24(1))
Under new section 11C of the SORA, an application for a
registration exemption order must be made within six months
of the date a person is first given notice under section 50 or 54
of their reporting obligations under the SORA. These notices
are the formal process in which a person is made aware that
they will be placed on the sex offender’s register.
Section 24(1) of the charter provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence or a party to a civil proceeding has the
right to have the charge or proceeding decided by a
competent, independent and impartial court or tribunal after a
fair and public hearing. I do not consider that restricting the
period in which a person may make an application to a period
of six months limits a registered sex offender’s right to a fair
hearing. Rather, the provision merely ensures that the process
for the making and hearing of these applications is as efficient
as possible, enables the Chief Commissioner of Police to
respond while the circumstances leading to the applicant’s
registration are fresh and provides certainty and finality to
both the applicant and Victoria Police about the person’s
registration status. It also provides reasonable time for a
person to apply for an exemption.
It is common for a time period to be placed on the initiation of
court proceedings. For example, section 279 of the Criminal
Procedure Act 2009 provides that an application for leave to
appeal to the Court of Appeal against sentence must be filed
within 28 days after the day on which the person is sentenced
unless the court grants an extension. It is noted that the six
month period only starts running upon notice being given
under section 50 or 54 rather than upon being sentenced for a
registrable offence, which is the trigger for registration. While
in most cases, a notice under section 50 is given at the same
time as sentencing, this will not always be the case. For
example, a person who commits a registrable offence outside
of Victoria and currently returns, or moves, to Victoria may
only be given a notice upon Victoria Police learning of those
offences, which may be some time after sentencing. This
ensures a registered sex offender has sufficient time to make
an application.
Further, for those offenders that have been sentenced for a
registrable offence prior to the exemption scheme
commencing, the time period is extended to the later of either
two years from the day on which clause 7 of the bill
commences or two years after the day on which the registered
sex offender is first given notice under section 50 or 54 of the
registered sex offender’s reporting obligations. This
recognises that these offenders would not have had the
opportunity to seek advice on their options in relation to
making an application for exemption prior to being sentenced
and may require additional time to find a lawyer and seek
such advice.
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Suspension of reporting obligations
Clauses 14, 17 and 24 of the bill will also have the potential to
reduce the impact registration has on the rights to privacy
(section 13) and freedom of expression (section 15). As I
have stated, the need to protect the public from the risks posed
by sex offenders requires that child sex offenders continue to
be registered in the vast majority of cases. However, there
may be cases where an offender can later demonstrate, after a
period of time complying with their reporting obligations, that
they are not a risk, or a low risk to the community.
Consequently, the amendments to suspension of reporting
obligations have the potential to reduce the limitations on
charter rights associated with registration under the SORA.
The SORA currently provides several mechanisms for the
suspension of the requirements for an offender to report to
police (which apply for a period of eight years, 15 years or life,
depending on the type and number of offences, or four or
7.5 years for child offenders). These mechanisms include a
power for the Supreme Court to suspend reporting obligations
for as long as it thinks appropriate (including for life) where
satisfied, upon application by the chief commissioner under
section 39A of the SORA, that the registered sex offender does
not pose a risk to the sexual safety of the community. Similarly,
the Chief Commissioner of Police may suspend reporting
obligations under section 45A for up to one year at a time (there
is no limit to how many times it may do so) where satisfied that
the registered sex offender does not pose a risk to the sexual
safety of one or more persons or of the community.
However, there is some uncertainty around the practical
operation of these powers, specifically whether in practice it is
possible to be satisfied that a person who is not incapacitated
poses ‘no risk’ to the sexual safety of one or more persons or of
the community. Clauses 14 and 17 amend the test for
suspension under both sections 39A and 45A of the SORA so
that reporting obligations may be suspended upon satisfaction
that the registered sex offender ‘poses no risk or a low risk to
the sexual safety of the community’. Clause 17 also extends the
maximum period for which the chief commissioner may
suspend reporting obligations to five years.
Clause 24 of the bill expands the definition of ‘government
custody’ in section 3 of the SORA to include a person
detained in a residential treatment facility under a residential
treatment order made pursuant to section 82AA of the
Sentencing Act 1991 and a child placed in a secure welfare
service in accordance with an order made under
section 173(2)(b) of the Children, Youth and Families Act
2005. Including such persons within the definition of
‘government custody’ means that, when they are also
registered sex offenders, they will have their reporting
obligations automatically suspended under section 32 of the
SORA for the period of time they are detained or placed in
the secure welfare service.
Search powers
Clause 22 of the bill provides new powers for police to search
particular premises or a place where they suspect an offence
has been committed against the SORA. Under clause 22, a
police officer of or above the rank of senior sergeant (a senior
police officer) may apply to a magistrate for a warrant in
relation to particular premises if the police officer suspects on
reasonable grounds that an offence against the SORA has
been, is being or is about to be committed, and it is necessary
to search the particular premises in order to investigate or
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prevent the commission of that offence or the continuation of
the commission of that offence, or to enable evidentiary
material to be obtained of the commission of that offence or
of the identity or location of an offender. If a magistrate is
satisfied that there are reasonable grounds for such suspicions,
the magistrate may issue a search warrant.
The warrant may authorise a police officer and any assistants
the police officer considers necessary to enter the particular
premises or vehicle named or described in the warrant and to
search for and seize any evidence of the offence named or
described in the warrant, including evidence of the identity or
location of an offender.
In addition, new section 47C of the SORA (see clause 22 of the
bill) provides that where a search warrant has been issued, a
magistrate may also make an order requiring a specified person
to provide any information or assistance that is reasonable and
necessary to allow a police officer to access data on a computer,
storage device or network, copy such data or convert such data
into documentary form. It is a criminal offence for such a
person who has relevant knowledge of the computer, network
or device sought to be accessed, not to comply with the order
without reasonable excuse.
Right to privacy (section 13(a))
Section 13(a) of the charter provides that a person has the right
not to have his or her privacy, family, home or correspondence
unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with. The search powers
outlined above will interfere with this right, as the powers may
involve an interference with a person’s home or
correspondence, or if the premises to be searched relate to other
premises or a vehicle, their personal environment. I also
acknowledge that the search powers have the potential to
indirectly interfere with the privacy of persons other than a
registered sex offender, including persons residing in the same
residence as a registered sex offender where that residence is to
be searched or work colleagues of a registered sex offender
where the premises to be searched are a place of business.
However, I am of the view that any such interference will not
constitute a limit on the right to privacy. The proposed
inclusion of the new search powers in the SORA means that
the compatibility with the right to privacy turns on whether
any interference is arbitrary, as the new powers will be lawful.
The prohibition on arbitrariness requires that any interference
with privacy must be reasonable or proportionate to a law’s
legitimate purpose. As I have stated above, a magistrate may
only issue a warrant where satisfied that there are reasonable
grounds for suspecting that an offence against the SORA has
been, is being or is about to be committed, and that it is
necessary to search the particular premises or a place which
are the subject of the application for the purposes of
investigating or preventing the commission of that offence or
the continuation of the commission of that offence, or to
enable evidentiary material to be obtained of the commission
of that offence or of the identity or location of an offender.
Consequently, I do not consider that any interference of a
person’s right to privacy will be arbitrary.
Property rights (section 20)
Section 20 of the charter provides that a person must not be
deprived of his or her property other than in accordance
with law. A deprivation of property is, therefore, permitted
where authorised by legislation and appropriately confined
and structured. I consider that the powers available under

1275

the proposed new search warrant provisions satisfy these
requirements and, therefore, that there is no limit on
property rights.
New section 47A of the SORA (see clause 22 of the bill) sets
the parameters for when a search warrant may be issued by a
magistrate and authorises a police officer named in the
warrant and any assistants the police officer considers
necessary to seize any evidence of the offence named or
described in the warrant, including evidence of the identity or
location of an offender. As such, if a thing seized under the
warrant ceases to be evidence, such as where it is determined
that no offence has been committed, the thing must be
returned.
Further, new section 47A(5) extends and applies the rules to
be observed with respect to search warrants set out by or
under the Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 to search warrants
issued under new section 47A. This means that the
Magistrates Court may direct that any article, thing or
material seized under a search warrant be returned to its
owner, subject to any condition that the court thinks fit, if in
the opinion of the court it can be returned consistently with
the interests of justice.
Right to protection against self-incrimination
(section 25(2)(k))
Section 25(2)(k) of the charter provides that a person who has
been charged with a criminal offence has the right not to be
compelled to testify against himself or herself or to confess
guilt. The right applies in relation to incriminatory material
obtained under compulsion, and extends to cover information
that may have been obtained prior to any charge being laid.
The right to protection against self-incrimination generally
covers the compulsion of documents or things which might
incriminate a person. The bill’s provision for a court order
directing a person with knowledge of a computer or computer
system to assist police in gaining access to a computer or
other data storage device is relevant to section 25(2)(k).
However, these amendments do not limit the right against
self-incrimination because there is a relevant distinction
between documents or other material that has existence
independent of the will of a person and information that is
only stored in the mind of the person. A password for
example has existence independent of the will of a person.
The disclosure of such information or assistance in this
context is also not in itself a requirement to testify in court or
confess guilt.
Alternatively, if the right is limited insofar as such assistance
could in some cases lead police to evidence that incriminates
the person assisting police, it is a reasonable limit with regard
to section 7(2) of the charter. While the protection in
section 25(2)(k) is considered a fundamental right of an
accused in relation to the criminal process, the protection
accorded to the compelled production or pre-existing
documents (or electronic data) is considerably weaker than
the protection accorded to oral testimony or to documents that
are brought into existence to comply with a request for
information. This is particularly so in the context of this bill,
where the search warrant may relate to suspected
non-compliance with reporting obligations under the SORA
relating to the use of computers and the internet, and where
registered sex offenders are already required to report details
such as internet usernames. The duty to provide assistance in
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this context is consistent with the reasonable expectations of
individuals subject to such reporting obligations.

forensic sample from registered sex offenders where police
do not already have that information.

A person subject to an order under new section 47C is only
being compelled to assist an officer in accessing, copying or
converting existing data or electronic files, and only if such
assistance is reasonable and necessary to enable the officer’s
access to that data. For example, this may involve the
provision of relevant passwords to allow an officer to be
granted access to a registered sex offender’s computer or the
computer used by the offender. The person is not being
compelled to answer any direct questions relating to conduct
or behaviour nor bring into existence new forms of data to
comply with a request for information.

The effect of these powers is to expand the circumstances in
which police can already take fingerprints and forensic
samples from registered sex offenders under powers in the
Crimes Act 1958 and the SORA. Existing powers in these
acts enable police, in certain circumstances, to use force to
enable the exercise of a lawful power to take a person’s
fingerprints or forensic sample. The requirement that any use
of force be reasonable means that force must be strictly
proportionate to the ends sought to be achieved.

Further, the ability to require such information and assistance
to enable police access to data is necessary for the overall
effectiveness of the SORA scheme, in which a significant
proportion of sexual offending is related to computer, internet
or other technology use, and can be subject to sophisticated
methods of concealment. It is essential to the effective
enforcement of reporting obligations under the SORA that
police access to relevant data in the course of a lawfully
executed search warrant is not hindered.
The changes are subject to appropriate safeguards (such
applications for an order having to be made by a police officer
of or above the rank of senior sergeant, and the court having
to be satisfied of a number of matters, including that the
person has relevant knowledge of the computer or device).
The oversight of the court will ensure the orders are issued
appropriately.
I am of the view that there are no less restrictive means
available to achieve the purpose of enabling police to have
efficient access to relevant data. Unless a person can be
compelled to provide information or assistance, the police
would be unable to readily access electronic information to
investigate or prevent the commission of an offence under the
SORA or that would enable evidentiary material of the
commission of such an offence or the identity or location of
an offender. Allowing a person to avoid providing access to
data might encourage registered sex offenders to
electronically conceal information and would unreasonably
obstruct both the aims of the scheme and the very purpose for
issuing the search warrant, as well as give offenders a forensic
advantage in relation to the concealment of evidence of any
contravention of reporting obligations or any other offence
under the SORA. Similarly, it is necessary to ensure that
persons other than a registered sex offender can be required to
provide access to electronic information to investigate or
prevent the commission of an offence by another person.
Without this ability, registered sex offenders would be
encouraged to use the computers of family or friends as a way
of concealing their offending.
Further, the requirement that the search powers, and the
power to require assistance only be available where
authorised by warrant and court order — and then only where
a magistrate is satisfied of the specific grounds outlined
above — provides an important safeguard against the
inappropriate use of these powers. Accordingly, I consider
this clause to be compatible with the right not to be compelled
to testify against oneself under the charter.
Powers to take forensic samples and fingerprints
Clauses 19 and part 3 of the bill will authorise police officers
to take the fingerprints (including by fingerscan) and a

Police may already take the fingerprints of a person in a
variety of circumstances. For example, section 464K of the
Crimes Act 1958 enables police to take the fingerprints of a
person police reasonably believe have committed or have
been charged with certain indictable or summary offences.
Fingerprints may also be taken under section 464NA of the
Crimes Act if a person present at a police station has been
charged with certain indictable or summary offences and the
fingerprints are necessary to identify the person. Similarly, a
police officer can also take the fingerprints of a registered sex
offender who is reporting to police under section 27 of the
SORA where the police officer is not satisfied as to the
identity of the registered sex offender.
The Crimes Act 1958 also empowers police to take a forensic
sample from a person in a variety of circumstances, including
with the consent of the person in certain circumstances and in
accordance with a court order, where the court is satisfied that,
in all the circumstances, the making of the order is justified.
Section 464ZA of the Crimes Act 1958 provides that a police
officer may use reasonable force to assist a medical practitioner,
nurse, midwife, dentist or other authorised person in exercising
a power to take a forensic sample.
To facilitate the taking of fingerprints under the expanded
powers in clause 19, a police officer of or above the rank of
senior sergeant (‘senior police officer’) may cause or
authorise a notice to be served on the registered sex offender
directing them to attend a police station within 28 days.
Several safeguards apply to ensure the appropriate use of this
mechanism, such as limiting the power to issue these notices
to senior police officers. Further, a notice must be served
personally and must specify a range of information to ensure
the registered sex offender is aware of the effect of the notice.
This information includes a warning that a failure to comply
with the notice may lead to an application for a warrant to
arrest the person, and advise that the person may wish to seek
legal advice as to the effect of the notice. An equivalent
process applies in relation to the taking of forensic samples
under part 3 of the bill.
Before taking the fingerprints of a registered sex offender,
police must inform them the purpose for exercising the
power, why the officer is not satisfied of the person’s identity
and a refusal to voluntarily give fingerprints may result in
police using reasonable force to obtain the fingerprints.
In line with forensic samples that have been taken from a
person who is subsequently found guilty of an indictable
offence, a forensic sample taken from a registered sex
offender may be stored indefinitely and DNA information
obtained from it added to Victoria’s DNA database.
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Right to privacy (section 13), right not to be subject to
medical treatment without consent (section 10(c))
The taking and holding of bodily samples and medical
information is relevant to a person’s right to privacy,
including their right to bodily integrity. Any interference with
privacy resulting from the taking of a forensic sample or
holding of medical information under this bill will be lawful,
as it will be authorised under the SORA. I am also of the view
that any interference with these rights will not be arbitrary, as
the obligation will only arise after a person has been
sentenced for an offence that is either considered so serious
that it requires the person to be automatically placed on the
sex offenders register, or following which, a court has
determined that the person poses a risk to the sexual safety of
one or more persons or of the community and orders that they
be placed on the sex offenders register. I therefore consider
that there is no limit on the right to privacy.
Nevertheless, clauses 20 and 53 of the bill does include
safeguards that restrict the powers of police to obtain the
fingerprints or a forensic sample from a registered sex
offender who is no longer subject to reporting obligations.
Given the devastating consequences sexual offending can
have on the community, I consider that it is essential that
Victoria Police has the opportunity to obtain this information
to effectively investigate any previous or future sexual
offending by a registered sex offender. However, it is also
necessary to ensure that where Victoria Police has been given
sufficient time to do so, those persons no longer required to
report to police should be able to move on with their lives.
The bill therefore, provides an initial three-year period after
the new powers commence in which police officers may
obtain samples from persons who are currently registered sex
offenders, whether or not they are still subject to reporting
obligations. However, after that period, a registered sex
offender no longer subject to reporting obligations may
lawfully refuse to comply with a request to provide their
fingerprints, undergo a forensic procedure or attend a police
station for such a purpose unless Victoria Police have not had
a reasonable opportunity to obtain that information due to
person having been residing outside of Victoria.
Where a registered sex offender was residing outside of
Victoria during the initial three-year period after the new
powers commence, or in any other case where a registered
sex offender returns to Victoria only after completing their
reporting obligations, Victoria Police will have a 12-month
opportunity during to obtain that offender’s fingerprints or
forensic sample. After that time, the person may refuse to
comply with police’s request. It will be up to the person
wishing to exercise the right to refuse to demonstrate to the
reasonable satisfaction of police that they have resided in
Victoria for the relevant period of time (clauses 20 and 53(2)).
I consider that this is appropriate given that the registered sex
offender may be the only person who knows where they have
been residing (noting that these persons will no longer have
been required to report their residential address or where they
sleep to police).
I also consider it is appropriate to leave the decision to senior
police officers to determine whether a person has
demonstrated they have been residing in Victoria. Any such
decision must be reasonable, and the threat of civil suit for the
unlawful use of powers were police to unreasonably deny a
person’s right to refuse provides a strong protection against
the misuse of these powers.
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Further, safeguards also apply in relation to the taking of
fingerprints or conducting of a forensic procedure under these
new powers. Where a registered sex offender is a child, police
may only take the fingerprints or a forensic sample from them
in the presence of a parent or guardian of the child or, if a
parent or guardian cannot be located, an independent person
(of the same sex as the child, if practicable). This promotes
the right to protection of the best interests of the child under
s 17(2). As with other registered sex offenders, where a
registered sex offender is a child, there is a public safety
imperative for this identifying information to be kept. This is
to enable police to manage the risks associated with the
offender, and monitor and investigate further or previous
offending. I consider it is necessary to for the protection of
other children and the community generally that these powers
apply to child offenders.
The taking of forensic samples is also likely to be relevant to
section 10(c) of the charter, which provides that a person has
the right not to be subjected to medical treatment without his
or her full, free and informed consent. While the taking of
forensic samples, including by way of buccal swab, could
potentially constitute medical treatment without consent, I am
of the view that any resulting limitation would be reasonable
and demonstrably justified under section 7(2) of the charter
because such tests are being conducted for the important
public purpose of assisting police to monitor and investigate
further offending by registered sex offenders. In this way, the
powers are also designed to protect the right of members of
the community to be free from torture and cruel, inhuman or
degrading treatment (section 10) and the right protection of
families and children (section 17) by preventing the harms
resulting from sexual offences.
As discussed above, the existing procedures and rules for the
taking of forensic samples under the Crimes Act 1958 will
provide important safeguards that minimise any limitation of
these rights. These safeguards include requirements that
intimate forensic samples may only be taken by a medical
practitioner or nurse, or by allowing individuals to take their
own mouth scraping (or buccal swab) under the supervision
of a police officer or authorised police custody officer. This
latter method avoids the need to take a more invasive sample
from a registered sex offender.
Rights to freedom of movement (section 12), liberty and
security of the person (section 21), protection from cruel,
inhuman or degrading treatment (section 10(b)) and right to
humane treatment when deprived of liberty (section 22)
The taking of the forensic sample or fingerprints are relevant
to a person’s freedom of movement. Persons lawfully within
Victoria have the right move freely within the state and have
the freedom from being forced to move to a particular place
(section 12). However, I am of the view that any interference
with this right is reasonable and demonstrably justified under
section 7(2) of the charter. The circumstances in which a
registered sex offender must attend a police station are limited
to two discrete circumstances, namely where police do not
already have that information or police are not satisfied as to
the identity of the person. Fingerprints for identification
purposes and forensic samples are fundamental tools to assist
police’s public safety function to monitor and investigate
further offending by registered sex offenders.
Providing a fingerprint or forensic sample engages the right to
liberty and security (section 21). The requirement to attend a
police station could be construed as ‘detention’ in the sense
that the registered sex offender is compelled to attend and a
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warrant to arrest could be issued if the person fails to attend.
Any limit on this right is reasonable and justified under
section 7(2) of the charter as any detention is not arbitrary
because the requirement to provide fingerprints or a forensic
sample is only enlivened if police do not already this
information or there is a question as to the identity of the
person and any restriction on liberty is for the limited period
of time required to obtain the sample. The service of the
notice to attend a police station, the grounds and process for
taking fingerprints or forensic samples must all be in
accordance with procedures established under the SORA and
the Crimes Act 1958. Moreover the grounds for providing
fingerprints or forensic samples are appropriate given the
need for police to monitor and investigate further offending
by registered sex offenders.
The extension of existing powers for a police officer to use
reasonable force to take the fingerprints, or to assist in the
taking of a forensic sample may also engage the rights to
protection from cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment
(section 10(b)) and to humane treatment when deprived of
liberty (section 22). However, I do not consider that these
rights are limited. As I have explained earlier, the requirement
that any force used be reasonable ensures that force cannot be
used unnecessarily and that any use of force is proportionate.
Further, the safeguards under those existing powers will
continue to apply. For example, section 28 of the SORA will
limit the use of force to take fingerprints to circumstances
where a registered sex offender refuses to cooperate
voluntarily and the use of reasonable force has been
authorised by the officer in charge of the police station or an
officer of or above the rank of sergeant. If practicable, the
officer using reasonable force must be the same sex as the
registered sex offender. A similar requirement applies under
section 464ZA(2) of the Crimes Act in relation to the use of
force to take forensic samples. This requirement promotes the
dignity of the person. The use of force in those circumstances
is also limited to assisting an appropriately qualified medical
professional to take the sample.
The Hon. Lisa Neville, MP
Minister for Police

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

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
standing orders:
Sexual offending is a scourge on our society. It has
devastating and long-term impacts on victims, their families
and friends, and the broader community. The sad reality is
that much sexual offending is committed against the most
vulnerable in our society: our children. The tragic outcomes
of child sexual offending has been clearly outlined by brave
survivors and their families in the public hearings of the
commonwealth Royal Commission into Institutional
Responses to Child Sexual Abuse.
It is against this sad backdrop that the unfortunate need for the
Victorian sex offenders registration scheme is only too
apparent. The scheme is established under the Sex Offenders
Registration Act 2004 with the important purposes of
protecting the community, including children, by reducing the
likelihood of registered sex offenders reoffending and
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assisting police investigations and prosecutions of any future
offences. It is in pursuit of these purposes that registered sex
offenders are required to report personal details to Victoria
Police, are prohibited from engaging in child-related
employment and are required to seek approval of authorities
before they can legally change their name.
The Sex Offenders Registration (Miscellaneous) Amendment
Bill 2017 makes a range of important reforms that will
improve the scheme’s ability to achieve these purposes as
well as sharpen the scheme’s focus. These provisions have
been developed in consultation with Victoria Police which
supports these amendments.
Search powers
First, the bill will give Victoria Police the tools they need to
detect crimes by registered sex offenders and prevent further
harm to the community.
One of the tools provided under this bill is a new search warrant
power specifically tailored to the investigation of suspected
offending against the Sex Offenders Registration Act.
Victoria Police has requested these new powers to assist them
in monitoring the compliance of registered sex offenders with
their obligations under the Sex Offenders Registration Act,
such as to report personal details and all contact with children
to police.
A magistrate will be able to issue a search warrant under the
new power when satisfied:
there are reasonable grounds for suspecting that an
offence against the Sex Offenders Registration Act has
been, is being, or is about to be committed; and
it is necessary to search particular premises in order to
investigate or prevent that offence or the continuation of
that offence, or to enable evidentiary material to be
obtained of the commission of that offence or the
identity or location of the offender.
Consistent with general search warrants under the Crimes Act,
police will also be able to apply for an additional order
authorising them to require a person to provide any information
or assistance to allow police to access data on a computer or
electronic device. The availability of such orders is particularly
important in the context of investigating a suspected failure by a
registered sex offender to report their email addresses, internet
usernames and other online identities, as well as any contact
with children over the internet.
Powers to obtain fingerprints and DNA profiles from
registered sex offenders
The bill also creates new and more efficient powers for police
to obtain fingerprints and DNA samples from registered sex
offenders.
These new powers will fill the gaps in existing provisions
such as by ensuring that Victoria Police can obtain the DNA
profiles of offenders who move to Victoria and are placed on
the sex offenders register here due to offences they committed
elsewhere. They will also enable Victoria Police to back
capture fingerprints and DNA samples from offenders already
on the sex offenders register.
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The new powers will no longer require Victoria Police to first
obtain a court order before they may take a DNA sample
from a registered sex offender. Currently, a court may order a
sample be taken from persons convicted of indictable
offences where it is justified in all the circumstances. This is
unnecessary: the Andrews government considers that the
taking of DNA samples from a registered sex offender to
assist police to investigations into any previous or future
offending will always be justified. Further, avoiding the need
to obtain a court order will reduce administrative burden on
police and the courts and enable resources to be put to better
use protecting the community.
The new power also brings Victoria into line with most other
Australian jurisdictions, which permit police to obtain a DNA
sample from registered sex offenders without a court order.
Clarification of prohibition on child-related employment
The bill also amends the Sex Offenders Registration Act to
better clarify the intended operation of the prohibition on
child-related employment under section 68 of that act.
This amendment has arisen due to some uncertainty around
how long the prohibition applies in relation to offenders who
when aged under 18 commit sexual offences committed against
other children and are placed on the sex offenders register by
court order. The reason for the uncertainty is that the Sex
Offenders Registration Act does not currently specify how long
these sex offender registration orders remain in effect.
The bill will clarify that these offenders, like all other persons
placed on the sex offenders register, are prohibited from
engaging in child-related employment for life unless they are
exonerated on appeal or where any sex offender registration
order is quashed or set aside on appeal.
It is important to note that sex offender registration orders are
only very rarely made against persons under 18 and only
where a court has been satisfied beyond reasonable doubt that
the person poses a risk to the sexual safety of one or more
persons or of the community. In those circumstances, it is
essential that the protection of other children remains
paramount and that these offenders be prohibited for life from
engaging in child-related employment.
New limited exception to automatic registration
The amendments I have discussed clearly demonstrate the
Victorian government’s commitment to ensuring Victoria
Police has the powers it needs to monitor and investigate sex
offenders. However, it is also important to reflect on the
existing powers and requirements under the Sex Offenders
Registration Act and ensure that they are working as intended.
In 2011, the Victorian Law Reform Commission did exactly
that and published its report, Sex Offenders Registration. In
that report, it was made apparent that the existing system of
‘automatically’ registering all adults upon being sentenced for
certain ‘registrable’ sexual offences has resulted in the
inherently unfair and unnecessary registration of a small
number of young offenders.
Those cases have typically arisen in two types of situations
involving young adult offenders:
offending that occurs in the course of an otherwise
consenting relationship or encounter with someone
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under 16 but in circumstances where the young offender
does not pose an ongoing threat to the community; and
offending that relates to ‘sexting’ or similar conduct
where the person depicted was under the age of 18 at the
time the images or video were taken but, again, in
circumstances where the young offender does not pose
an ongoing threat to the community.

The Sex Offenders Registration Act was not focused on
automatically capturing all of these cases without any
exception. Not only is automatic registration in certain strictly
limited cases involving offenders aged 18 or 19 years old
potentially unfair, it also requires police resources to be
devoted to offenders that pose a very low risk to the
community when they could be more effectively directed
towards paedophiles and other offenders that represent a far
greater risk to the community.
The Victorian Law Reform Commission recommended the
abolishment of automatic registration completely and that
persons are only registered at the discretion of the court,
similar to the current requirements around the offenders who
are under 18. The government does not agree with that
recommendation. For the vast majority of adult sex offenders,
automatic registration is the only effective means of ensuring
that offenders do not slip through the cracks and can avoid the
additional scrutiny of police that comes from being on the sex
offenders register. All other Australian jurisdictions except
Tasmania have taken a similar position and provide for
automatic registration of adult sex offenders.
However, apart from Western Australia, those jurisdiction
also include limited exceptions to the automatic registration
process. To ensure that young adults are not inappropriately
placed on the sex offenders register, this bill will do the same.
The bill creates a process where offenders who are sentenced
for a ‘specified offence’ committed when aged 18 or 19 will
be able to apply to the courts for an order (a registration
exemption order) exempting them from automatic
registration.
Persons already on the sex offenders register who would have
been captured by the exception had it existed at the time will
also be able to apply to be removed from the register.
The list of ‘specified offences’ is set out in the bill. These
offences have been selected because they may arise in the
context of otherwise consenting relationships between a
young adult and a child under 16, or ‘sexting’ or related
conduct.
The limited exemption scheme includes several important
safeguards to ensure that offenders will only avoid
registration in exceptional cases where registration serves no
useful purpose. A person will only be eligible for exemption
so long as the offending involved no more than one victim,
unless the offending relates to the possession of child
pornography or child abuse material.
An offender will not be eligible to apply for exemption where
they would still be required to be registered for reasons other
than they have been sentenced for a specified offence. For
example, where the offender has been sentenced for another
‘registrable offence’ which is not a ‘specified offence’.
Offenders that commit further sex offences after being placed
on the sex offenders register will also be ineligible from
applying for exemption, as will offenders that have previously
had an application for exemption refused.
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Finally, a court may only grant exemption from registration
where it is satisfied that:
any victims were at least 14 years old at the time of the
offence; and
the offender poses no risk or a low risk to the sexual
safety of one or more persons or of the community.
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permitting the chief commissioner to suspend reporting
obligations under section 45A for up to five years at a
time, rather than one year.

Victoria Police has indicated that it only intends to use the
revised powers sparingly — and would take a risk-averse
approach to the use of these powers.
Further miscellaneous amendments

As I indicated earlier, the creation of this limited exemption
scheme will mean Victoria’s sex offender registration scheme
is more consistent with those in the majority of other
Australian states and territories. It also reflects community
concerns about the stigma of being on the register and that
some young people are being inappropriately labelled for life.

The bill will also make amendments to existing powers of the
courts and the Chief Commissioner of Police to suspend a
registered sex offender’s reporting obligations.

Finally, the bill seeks to improve the overall effectiveness and
efficiency of the sex offender registration scheme by making
several miscellaneous amendments to the Sex Offenders
Registration Act. For example, the bill will provide for the
automatic suspension of a registered sex offender’s reporting
obligations when detained in a residential treatment facility by
court order or where a child offender is placed in a secure
welfare service by the Secretary of the Department of Health
and Human Services. While offenders are in these facilities
and under close supervision there is no need for requiring
them to report certain personal details to police.

Once a person is placed on the register, they remain on it for
life and are required to report to police on an ongoing basis
for a period of eight years, 15 years or life, depending on the
type and number of offences, or four or 7.5 years for child
offenders.

The ability of police to efficiently and effectively monitor
registered sex offenders who live transient lifestyles will also
be improved by amendments requiring offenders to report
more specific details to police such as any place where they
sleep on a regular basis.

However, there may be cases where an offender has
demonstrated, after a period of time complying with their
reporting obligations, that they are no longer a significant risk
to the community and that there is no benefit to the
community in requiring them to continue to comply with
those reporting obligations.

Another miscellaneous reform included in the bill is to clarify
that Victoria Police may apply for a sex offender registration
order in relation to persons that commit offences outside
Victoria but subsequently move or return to Victoria and are
not automatically required to be registered here. This will
ensure police have the necessary powers to monitor incoming
or returning offenders who pose a risk to the safety of our
children and the community more generally.

Powers to suspend reporting obligations

This is currently recognised by enabling an offender’s
reporting obligations to be suspended in two main ways:
the Supreme Court may suspend reporting obligations
under section 39A of the Sex Offenders Registration Act
for as long as it thinks appropriate where satisfied, upon
application by the Chief Commissioner of Police that the
registered sex offender does not pose a risk to the sexual
safety of the community; and
the chief commissioner may also suspend reporting
obligations under section 45A of the act for up to one
year at a time where satisfied that the registered sex
offender does not pose a risk to the sexual safety of one
or more persons or of the community.
However, a strict interpretation of these powers may mean
that it is near impossible to be satisfied that a person, unless
they have been incapacitated in some way, poses no risk
whatsoever to the community. Consequently, the bill amends
the test for suspension under both sections 39A and 45A so
that reporting obligations may be suspended upon satisfaction
that the registered sex offender poses a low risk to the sexual
safety of the community.
In addition, the bill will improve the efficient operation of the
powers by:
amending section 39A so that an application may be
made to the sentencing court, rather than Supreme
Court; and

I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 25 May.

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION
AMENDMENT (OFFICE OF THE
VICTORIAN INFORMATION
COMMISSIONER) BILL 2016
Council’s amendments
Message from Council relating to amendments
further considered.
Debate resumed from 10 May; motion of
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General):
That the amendments be agreed to.

And the amendment of Mr CLARK (Box Hill):
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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(a) a decision of the agency or Minister to
grant access to the document without
deferment; or

Council amendments:
1.

Clause 2, lines 19 to 31, omit all words and expressions
on those lines.

2.

Clause 2, line 32, omit “Division 2” and insert “Division
1”.

3.

Clause 2, page 4, line 5, omit “subsection (2), (3), (4) or
(5)” and insert “subsection (2)”.

4.

Clause 2, page 4, line 6, omit “July” and insert
“September”.

5.

Clause 42, line 12, omit ‘29A;”;’ and insert “29A;”.

6.

Clause 42, after line 12 insert—
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(b) in the case of a request under section 39,
a decision of the agency or Minister to
amend the document in accordance with
the request; or
(c) in the case of a notice under section
12(1), a decision of the principal officer
to specify the document in a statement.”.
(6) Section 53(8) of the Principal Act is repealed.’.

‘(ea) a decision of an agency or a Minister refusing to
grant access to a document or refusing to amend a
document, or a decision of a principal officer
refusing to specify a document in a statement, that
is taken to have been made under section 53;”;’.
7.

Clause 45, after line 23 insert—
‘(2) In section 53(1) of the Principal Act, for the words
and expressions commencing “the principal
officer” and ending at the end of the subsection
substitute “for the purposes of making an
application to the Tribunal under section 50(1)(ea),
the agency or Minister is taken to have made a
decision refusing to grant access to the document in
accordance with the request or, in the case of a
request under section 39, refusing to amend the
document in accordance with the request, on the
last day of the relevant period.”.
(3) After section 53(1) of the Principal Act insert—
“(2) Subject to this section, where—
(a) a notice has been served on the principal
officer under section 12(1); and
(b) the time period provided in section 12(2)
has elapsed; and
(c) notice of the principal officer’s decision
has not been received by the applicant—
for the purposes of making an application to
the Tribunal under section 50(1)(ea), the
principal officer is taken to have made a
decision refusing to specify the document in a
statement on the last day of that period.”.
(4) In section 53(5) of the Principal Act, for “, other
than a decision to grant, without deferment, access
to the document in accordance with the request, is
given,” substitute “is given, subject to subsection
(5A),”.
(5) After section 53(5) of the Principal Act insert—
“(5A) Subsection (5) does not apply to—

8.

Clause 64, line 23, omit “Services” and insert
“Complaints”.

9.

Clause 96, line 14, omit “section 8D(1)(e)” and insert
“section 8D(1)(d)”.

10. Clause 97, line 19, omit “or (h)” and insert “and (i)”.
11. Clause 98, line 24, omit “or (h)” and insert “and (i)”.
12. Clause 133, omit this clause.
13. Clause 134, omit this clause.
14. Clause 137, line 3, omit “July” and insert “September”.

Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — I am pleased to
continue my contribution to the debate on the
amendments of the Legislative Council with regard to
the Freedom of Information Amendment (Office of the
Victorian Information Commissioner) Bill 2016. How
ironic that these amendments are before the house this
week as it is Privacy Awareness Week, which is being
run by the commissioner for privacy and data
protection. The theme is trust and transparency in a
week of events hosted by the commissioner. It started
on Monday and finishes tomorrow. Events were due to
be held in Ballarat, Geelong and Melbourne. Curiously,
the two events in Melbourne have gone ahead, but the
Ballarat event on Tuesday was cancelled and the
Geelong event yesterday was cancelled. That pretty
much sums it up, because the Andrews government is
trying to get rid of the privacy and freedom of
information commissioners.
As I said in my contribution yesterday, this is just one
of those situations where freedom of information and
privacy are paramount. These officers do their jobs
without fear or favour and should be protected in their
roles. Obviously the privacy commissioner is doing
something that the government does not like, so as is
the trademark of this government, we squash anyone
who opposes us, whether it is the privacy
commissioner, whether it is the Country Fire Authority
Board, whether it is a water board — it can be anyone.
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In this morning’s Herald Sun, on page 12, in an article
entitled ‘Ire at merger: watchdog reform row’, the
privacy commissioner himself is quoted, and I will read
from this article:
Privacy commissioner David Watts told the Herald Sun he
was saddened by the news the restructure would go ahead. ‘It
is certainly a sad day for privacy and data protection in
Victoria’, he said.
‘It is an attack on the independence of our office and it will
clearly impact Victorians’.

In the same article the Special Minister of State in the
other place, Gavin Jennings, is reported as saying:
… the bill was about allowing agencies to ‘share’
information.

Well, getting rid of independent officers who are doing
their job is not sharing information; it is trampling on
democracy. That is what is going on here with this
government. They are very good at it. They have
almost got their little secret police that go around
trampling on anyone that dares to oppose them. With
that, I am happy to support the amendments as put by
the member for Box Hill.
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) —
There has been a number of members from the
Liberal-Nationals side speak, and I ask that the question
now be put.
Ms Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, I would
also like an opportunity to contribute to this debate.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, it is not
in order for the Leader of the House to make remarks
ahead of moving to shut down the debate. If she wants
to move a closure motion, she needs to do so. She
cannot contribute her comments on the subject matter
and then move the closure motion. I believe in those
circumstances her motion should not be accepted.
Ms ALLAN — It was very clear from my
contribution that I was speaking on the procedural
matter that the question be put. Out of courtesy to the
house, I was indicating the reason why I was moving
that the question now be put. If the manager of
opposition business would prefer me to say, ‘I move
that the question now be put because there have been
adequate speakers on the motion’, I am happy to amend
my language accordingly. I move:
That the question be now put.

The SPEAKER — Order! I am interested to hear if
the Greens wish to contribute to this debate.
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Mr Hibbins — No.
Mr Walsh — On the point of order, Speaker, the
manager of government business has been in this place
long enough to know the correct procedures for doing
things. It is a procedural matter but, as I understand it, a
motion to have the bill put is what it is. You do not
make a preamble, because a preamble is effectively a
contribution to the debate on what is before the house.
Speaker, I urge you to take the contribution that the
manager of government business made to be a
contribution on the bill, allow debate to continue, and
allow the member for Euroa an opportunity to make her
contribution.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order. I am satisfied there has been sufficient debate on
this, and I am happy to put the motion to the house.
House divided on Ms Allan’s motion:
Ayes, 47
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Blandthorn, Ms
Bull, Mr J.
Carbines, Mr
Couzens, Ms
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Hennessy, Ms
Hibbins, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
Kilkenny, Ms
Knight, Ms

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

Noes, 37
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Battin, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T.
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Gidley, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hodgett, Mr

Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr D.
O’Brien, Mr M.
Pesutto, Mr
Riordan, Mr
Ryall, Ms
Ryan, Ms
Smith, Mr R.
Smith, Mr T.
Southwick, Mr
Staley, Ms
Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Ms
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Kealy, Ms
McCurdy, Mr
McLeish, Ms
Morris, Mr

Walsh, Mr
Watt, Mr
Wells, Mr

Amendment defeated.

Motion agreed to.
Motion agreed to.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Attorney-General
has moved that the amendments made by the
Legislative Council be agreed to. The member for Box
Hill has moved an amendment to that motion. The
question is:
That the words proposed to be omitted stand part of the
question.

Those supporting the member for Box Hill’s
amendment should vote no.
House divided on omission (members in favour vote
no):
Ayes, 47
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Blandthorn, Ms
Bull, Mr J.
Carbines, Mr
Couzens, Ms
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Hennessy, Ms
Hibbins, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
Kilkenny, Ms
Knight, Ms

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

Noes, 37
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Battin, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T.
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Gidley, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hodgett, Mr
Katos, Mr

Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr D.
O’Brien, Mr M.
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

FAMILY VIOLENCE PROTECTION
AMENDMENT (INFORMATION SHARING)
BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 2 May; motion of
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General).
Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverley) — I rise to make a
further contribution on the Family Violence
Amendment (Information Sharing) Bill 2017, and I do
so again with a direct focus on the importance of police
responses to family violence incidents. The victims of
family violence deserve nothing less than to be able to
have confidence that there are sufficient police
resources to respond to their needs.
That is where I and many others are greatly concerned
about the state of police resources in our state under this
government. As we know, the Chief Commissioner of
Police went on the record at a recent Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee hearing confirming that in
Victoria under this government we have had a cut in
police resources — that is right, a cut in police
resources. As our population continues to increase and
because this government went to the last election with
no commitment to increase police numbers and sat on
its hands for so long in its term, we have had a real cut
in police numbers.
In addition to that, we had the announcement a number
of weeks ago by senior members of the Labor Party of
their plans for Monash. Those plans for Monash
include the closure of not one, not two, not three but
four police stations, with the closure of Glen Waverley
police station, the closure of Mount Waverley police
station, the closure of Oakleigh police station and the
closure of Clayton police station. That is what is on the
record. That was launched and advocated for by senior
members of the Labor Party. Of course we have that on
the record, and that is increasingly concerning residents
in my district because not only has there been a cut in
police resources, as confirmed by the chief
commissioner, but we are now in a situation in Monash
where we are going to have four police stations closed,
based on the Labor Party’s plans. That is so
disappointing because for victims of domestic violence
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who rely on a police response, that sort of action —
cutting police numbers and closing four police stations
in Monash, as the Labor Party plans — will have a
massively detrimental effect on their capacity and their
confidence in being able to get the sort of policing
response they should get.
Then on top of that we have also had in the last two
weeks, as part of Labor’s plan in Monash, a clarification
of their views on Murrumbeena police station — that is,
that the Liberal-Nationals plan to refurbish and reopen
Murrumbeena station is, and I quote, ‘ludicrous’. That is
what the Labor Party has put forward on the record. That
is of great concern because not only is there is a plan to
cut or shut four police stations in Monash but there is
also a plan to campaign heavily against Murrumbeena
station, which increases it to five stations. That is just in
the space of two to three weeks. We have got a long time
until November 2018, so if the Labor Party has put that
view out in the space of a couple of weeks that they want
to do that to five police stations in Monash and
surrounding areas, who knows what the plans will be up
to November 2018.
I want the house to be assured that I will continue to
fight on behalf of residents in my district to ensure
these savage cuts and these plans to gut police stations
in Monash do not happen. I will ensure that I fight
against the Labor Party’s misunderstanding, and that is
all I think that it must be. I take it on face value that it is
a misunderstanding as to the importance of police
responses to family violence. That is all I hope it is. But
whether it is a misunderstanding of the importance of
police responses to family violence or not, I and my
district will stand up for those victims to ensure that we
have appropriate policing resources available to them to
ensure those matters can be responded to, and I know
that my colleagues in the Liberal-Nationals will
continue to do the same.
It is just incredibly disappointing from where we came
from, because under the last Liberal-Nationals
government we did the heavy lifting. We spent
$27.8 million on an upgrade to the police academy in
Glen Waverley to make sure that Victoria Police could
recruit, train and deploy police. We had the 940-plus
protective services officers. We invested in Mount
Waverley police station to ensure that it was not closed
and sold, as was the Morand plan at the time. We did
all of that; we did the heavy lifting.
Then after the government was elected we had a couple
of years where they sat on their hands. Now we have this
plan to shut four police stations in Monash and to call for
the closure of and attack the plans for Murrumbeena. As
I said, it is disappointing enough, given the importance
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of police responses to family violence, but after you have
done the heavy lifting, after you have put so many
resources and so much time into ensuring Victoria Police
have the resources they need, it is disappointing to have a
government that clearly just does not understand the
importance of those police resources and to have the
Chief Commissioner of Police go on record and confirm
the cuts to police numbers.
But from that disappointment we must — and we do
on the side of the house — take up the baton and fight
very, very hard. We will ensure that we get back to a
place where the cuts inflicted by this government,
where the planned closures of Glen Waverley, Mount
Waverley, Clayton and Oakleigh stations and the
commentary on Murrumbeena station are not put into
action. We will fight for those local police stations.
We will fight to ensure that our local police have the
resources to respond to family violence incidences.
That is important; it is the right thing to do. We
understand that on this side of the house. It is the right
thing to do for victims of family violence. It is the
right thing to do to stop the lawlessness in our state
that has been perpetrated under this government. It is
the right thing to do for victims of crime, and it is the
right thing to do for the taxpayers of the state, who
deserve much, much better than they are getting under
this Labor government.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I am delighted to
make a brief contribution on the Family Violence
Protection Amendment (Information Sharing) Bill 2017.
When you recognise that there is a problem and a
scourge in our society, it is appropriate that you start a
formalised response and you start going about your work
with a very careful, deliberative approach. It was that
rationale that led to the establishment of the Royal
Commission into Family Violence, which is the very
first time any jurisdiction has tackled this scourge in this
particular way. When you do your work, do that
research, start to look at the evidence and start to look at
possible ways to address that, you then come up with a
series of recommendations. That leads us to this point,
where this bill starts to take up some of that work and
implement the recommendations which were suggested.
When you start to have a formalised response to such a
profound issue that has caused such enormous trauma
in our society, it cannot just be a kneejerk response. It
cannot just be a thought bubble. It cannot just be
something that will grab the headlines in a 24-hour
news cycle. It must be careful, it must be quite
deliberative, and it needs to be done in a way in which
it can be part of that structural change. There are
interlocking aspects that are being run simultaneously
in order to tackle this particular issue.
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I was at a function on Saturday night at a local netball
club which my daughters attend. At 11.30 p.m. on that
night I was approached by a woman who is an early
years educator. She was talking about the service that
she runs, which is in an area of significant economic
hardship and distress. She was saying how difficult it is
to keep early years educators in that setting. In relation
to one particular educator, who by all measures is an
outstanding contributor to that organisation and is a
very good educator, the organisation is struggling to
keep her employed because of what she sees on a daily
basis. She had a four-year-old come to kinder with a
black eye that had been inflicted on her by her father,
and the four-year-old indicated that her father had done
it and had also hit her mother twice.
When you start to hear these little stories — and this
early years educator was quite distressed and concerned
about what she was seeing and what her team members
have to experience on a regular basis — it gives you a
sense in terms of just how profound these issues are in
our community, the impact that it has on our
community and how it is all pervasive. For those of us
who have known victims of family violence, the
impacts are quite profound and they reverberate down
the decades, long after the trauma has ceased, long after
the perpetrator — —
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Criminal justice system
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to the tragic case of
Ken Handford, a decorated war veteran who was
brutally murdered on the eve of his 90th birthday in
September 2015 by ice addict Jonathon Cooper.
Mr Cooper tied Mr Handford up by his wrists and legs
before stabbing him 13 times in the back, stealing his
war medals and leaving him to die over the following
4 hours. Mr Handford’s body was found the next day,
on his 90th birthday. Mr Cooper was sentenced to a
minimum of just 13 years in jail. Mr Handford’s
grandchildren have launched a petition calling for an
appeal against this sentence and for tougher sentencing
laws. Premier, with the Handford family watching this
online today, can you tell them what you will be doing
to support this family’s petition?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. First of all, I am sure I
speak on behalf of all members in this place and all
fair-minded Victorians when I extend our sympathies
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and our condolences to the Handford family. It is not just
a matter of sending our best wishes, though. Our actions
are there as well to support that family, and to enhance
and improve the infrastructure around victims of crime
and to give a funding boost, I might add, in this year’s
budget, which we were very proud to deliver.
Beyond that, though, the government has made a raft of
changes in relation to the criminal law and the
administration of our justice system. We have a number
of further changes which we have foreshadowed, the
most recent of which the Attorney-General announced
on Monday this week. We will continue to make the
necessary changes to make sure that there is proper
balance in the system and that the safety of the
community is the paramount concern and the central
focus of our judiciary, the central focus of our criminal
justice system.
We will continue to learn, as we are required to, from
tragic cases such as this in the hope that we can honour
the pain and suffering of this family, and the fact that
they have lost someone so dear to them, through a
better set of laws and a better-resourced police force
with a record boost in this year’s budget — more than
has ever been invested in the safety of the
community — and a statute book to match. Just today
we have — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — This is a serious matter and one
that I would have thought all honourable members
would be interested in. Shouting and screaming across
the chamber is not the focused, deliberate leadership
that is required for this family and every Victorian
family. We will continue to provide that reform and
change, giving to the chief commissioner the resources
he needs, the power he needs.
Most recently — today — we announced a raft of
changes to make sure that serious sex offenders are
appropriately dealt with. If you are a risk to the
community, then you will not be in the community. The
rights of a serious sex offender will not take precedence
over the rights of innocent Victorians.
That is but one example of a raft of reforms and
changes that we have made or foreshadowed based on
expert advice — not just our sympathy, not just our best
wishes to this family and others, but our determined
and deliberate action to reform and change, and
properly resource those who keep us safe.
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Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — Under the
mandatory sentencing reforms I announced two weeks
ago, Mr Handford’s disgusting attacker would have
faced a minimum of 20 years jail with no discount for
pleading guilty. Is it not true, Premier, under your
proposed standard sentencing scheme it would still be
possible for monsters like Jonathon Cooper to get away
with light sentences for brutal murders such as that of
Ken Handford?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — The latest advice I
have is that the Director of Public Prosecutions is in
fact giving due consideration to appealing this matter,
so I will be very cautious in commenting on an
individual case that may well be the subject of an
appeal. The last thing that I would want to do, and the
last thing that any member of this government will
engage in, is loose commentary that could in fact put at
risk any Victorian getting what they are duly owed and
therefore families receiving the justice that they are
owed. Irresponsible commentary will benefit nobody.
The Attorney-General announced, following a decision
of the Court of Appeal — and indeed the whole
government has been left with rather a mess to clean
up, left by those opposite — that we will, through new
sentencing standards — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — We will not shout and scream
about it. We will deliver a fix to the mess left by those
opposite and struck down by the Court of Appeal.

Ministers statements: federal budget
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — Again I have no joy
in rising to inform the house and all Victorians that
under new analysis from my department we can now
say that just 8 per cent of commonwealth infrastructure
funding is being provided — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Members will come to
order. The manager of opposition business was raising
a point of order.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier has cited analysis demonstrating a figure that
he has quoted to the house. I ask you to ask the Premier
to make that analysis available to the house.
The SPEAKER — Order! Was the Premier quoting
from documents?
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Mr ANDREWS — On your question, I do not have
a document in front of me. I am more than happy — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — Well, you can shout all you
want, but Malcolm Turnbull is a rip-off merchant and
you should be shouting at him.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order. The Premier, to continue his statement.
Mr ANDREWS — Those opposite ought to be
shouting at Malcolm Turnbull for having ratted on a
deal with Victoria, a deal that Denis Napthine himself
signed with the federal government.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Kew is
warned. The member for Frankston is warned.
Mr ANDREWS — It was a deal done by the
previous government, for heaven’s sake, and still they
cannot call it out. They cannot do anything other than
cheer him on. Eight per cent of infrastructure
funding — that means that Victoria, each and every
hardworking Victorian across our state, is $6 billion
short of what would be our population share. What that
means is that instead of being able to deliver better
regional rail on the Warrnambool line, the Gippsland
line, the Bendigo line to Ararat, and to the Surf Coast,
all of those projects and the 1000 jobs that go along
with them are at risk — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Ripon
and the member for South-West Coast!
Mr ANDREWS — because the Prime Minister of
Sydney —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
South-West Coast is warned.
Mr ANDREWS — refuses to properly support
Victorians, Victorian jobs, Victorian infrastructure and
a fair share for the state of Victoria. The Prime
Minister, with his abject neglect of Victoria, shows
himself to be the Prime Minister of Sydney and Sydney
alone, ratting on deals and ripping off Victorians — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Questions and statements interrupted.
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SUSPENSION OF MEMBERS
Members for Essendon, Geelong, Bentleigh and
Frankston
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Essendon, the member for Geelong, the member for
Bentleigh and the member for Frankston will leave the
chamber for the period of 1 hour.
An honourable member — Name them!
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The SPEAKER — Order! Is there a question? The
member for Gembrook.
Honourable members interjecting.
Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Mordialloc

The SPEAKER — Order! They did not defy my
ruling.

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

Honourable members for Essendon, Geelong,
Bentleigh and Frankston withdrew from chamber.

Honourable member for Mordialloc withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Questions and statements resumed.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, I would
submit that the conduct of the member for Frankston in
particular was egregious, in defiance of you when you
rose to your feet and in contempt of the Parliament, and
for parity of treatment in relation to the member for
Bass yesterday I would submit that it would be
appropriate that you name the member for Frankston
for his contemptuous disregard of the Parliament.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! When the member for
Frankston saw me on my feet, he resumed his seat. I
removed all members — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Members are warned
that the use of props is inappropriate in the house.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I removed the members
that I saw with props.
Mr Burgess — On a point of order, Speaker, the
opposition would like you to review the tape, and if the
member for Frankston did not resume his seat when
you stood up, will you name him?
The SPEAKER — Order! I have ruled on the point
of order.
Honourable members interjecting.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Questions and statements resumed.

Country Fire Authority Lara brigade
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — My question is to the
Minister for Emergency Services. Greg McManus is a
veteran Country Fire Authority (CFA) volunteer,
ex-captain of Lara CFA and national emergency medal
recipient with 27 years of firefighting experience. He is
here in the gallery today. Your plan to split the CFA
will evict volunteers like Greg from the Lara CFA fire
station. Minister, can you face Greg and explain why
you are going to force him and his volunteer colleagues
out of the Lara CFA station, a station that they and their
community proudly built?
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Emergency
Services) — I thank the member for Gembrook for his
question. In fact I have met with the volunteers from
the Lara brigade, as I have met with volunteers across
the state, and what — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Without assistance. The
Deputy Premier, to continue. The member for Kew has
been warned.
Mr MERLINO — The message I am hearing from
volunteer firefighters across the state and the message I
am hearing from career firefighters across the state is
that they are sick of being used as a political football.
They want to see an end to it, and that is exactly what
we will do. I would say to not only Greg but to all the
members at the Lara brigade and all of the volunteers
around the state that what we will not do is cut their
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funding. What we will not do is deny presumptive
rights. What we will not do is go to the tennis when
there are dozens of fires burning across the state. That is
the record of those opposite.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Deputy Premier might not want to answer the question,
but he is not entitled to resort to debating. I ask you to
bring him back to answering it. If he is not prepared to
answer it, he should simply sit down.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Premier is
being responsive to the question that has been asked.
Mr MERLINO — The question from the member
for Gembrook was utter nonsense. What we are doing
is enhancing and protecting the roles of our volunteers
in Victoria — over 100 appliances to volunteer
brigades, rebuilding volunteer brigade stations, the
sustainability grants program and providing vital
equipment, support and training to volunteer brigades.
That is our record, and we will continue to do so.
Honourable members interjecting.
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Minister, is it your position — —
Mr Eren — On a point of order, Speaker, I seek a
retraction of those comments from the member. That is
an absolute lie. I have made no comments such as
those, and I ask the member to withdraw and retract his
statement.
Mr BATTIN — On the point of order, Speaker, in
relation to the statutory declaration signed by a
volunteer and other witnesses, all willing to speak to the
media, I will not withdraw a comment that was directly
from a statutory declaration of a volunteer about the
member’s disgraceful behaviour against volunteers in
our state.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Gembrook, to continue his question.
Mr BATTIN — Other volunteers at Lara CFA have
been appalled by the attitude of their local Labor MP,
the member for Lara, to the extent that a statutory
declaration has been signed about his criticism of
volunteers, with the member having gone as far as to
say about their campaign for respect for volunteers:

Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Kew
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Kew
has been warned twice. I ask him to leave the chamber
for the period of 1 hour.
Honourable member for Kew withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Questions and statements resumed.

Country Fire Authority Lara brigade
Supplementary question
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — Sorry, Greg, he would
not guarantee it for you. Other volunteers at Lara
Country Fire Authority (CFA) have been appalled by
the attitude of their local Labor MP, the member for
Lara, to the extent that a statutory declaration has been
signed about his criticism of volunteers, with the
member for Lara going as far as to have said about their
campaign for respect for volunteers:
You will pay for this. Now I will make sure we have a real
fire service in Lara.

You will pay for this. Now I will make sure we have a real
fire service in Lara.

Minister, is it your position that CFA volunteers are not
real firefighters and that decades of firefighting
experience from CFA volunteers count for nothing?
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Emergency
Services) — The answer to the member for
Gembrook’s question is no, and I will say in addition
that the member for Lara is an advocate for all his
firefighters.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The level of shouting in
the chamber during question time is completely
unacceptable. I will begin to remove members without
warning.
Mr Battin — On a point of order, Speaker, in
relation to relevance, whilst the minister is saying that
the member for Lara is an advocate — —
The SPEAKER — Order! What is your point of
order?
Mr Battin — Is he saying that the minister is a liar
or is he saying the volunteers are lying in their statutory
declarations?
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The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.

which is to provide information to the house on matters
relevant to his portfolio.

Mr MERLINO — The member for Lara is a
strong advocate for all his firefighters. The member
for Lara organised the meeting that I had with the
members of the brigade. I have been listening to their
concerns and engaging with the member for Lara. We
will protect volunteers not only at the Lara brigade but
right across Victoria.

Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, it is
entirely appropriate for the Treasurer of this state to talk
about risks and threats around federal government
funding and funding cuts to Victoria, particularly
regional Victoria. He is being entirely relevant, and it is
a great shame that those opposite are trying to gag
debate on what is a critical issue for regional Victoria.

Ministers statements: budget
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I rise to inform the
house about the ongoing support that the Andrews
government is providing to regional Victoria. Last
week’s state budget included the largest ever
investment in regional Victoria. In fact we have
invested more in three budgets than the state coalition
did in four — that is, $4 billion worth of investment.
But that is not all. The state budget also included an
Australian first — a 25 per cent reduction in payroll tax
for regional businesses, which will support jobs across
regional Victoria.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Ripon is
warned.
Mr PALLAS — We have delivered twice the
amount of business cuts in three budgets as the
coalition did in four. We have done our fair share for
regional Victoria, unlike those opposite — and, might I
say, their federal colleagues as well. The least the
federal government could do is keep its word to
regional Victoria and deliver what it promised.
You would think that the National Party at the very
least would have something to say about the
constituency that is being cheated. Their meek
capitulation finally proves what we have always
suspected — they are nothing more than Liberals in big
hats, R. M. Williams boots and a big yellow streak
down their backs.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Without the assistance of
the member for Warrandyte.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, sessional
orders provide for ministers statements to advise the
house about matters, not to debate the issue. The
Treasurer is now debating issues. I ask you to bring him
back to the proper purpose of this sessional order,

Mr Watt — On the point of order, Speaker, I take
the point of the Leader of the House — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Without the assistance of
government members. The member for Eltham is
warned.
Mr Watt — The Leader of the House in the last part
of her statement has just agreed with the manager of
opposition business that the Treasurer was debating.
She said we are trying to gag debate. The point is not to
debate but to give information. She has belled the cat.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order, but I do ask the Treasurer to ensure that he
stays within the bounds of making a ministers
statement.
Mr PALLAS — I would have thought that the
National Party at the very least would be interested in
hearing the massive gift that the people of Victoria
expect from this government and get — unlike, of
course, the federal government, who have done
everything within their capacity to rip Victorians off
and to short-change regional and rural Victoria — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Burwood is warned.
Mr PALLAS — The member for Bulleen is
Malcolm’s guy. The Pied Piper from Point Piper has
been playing his tune, and the member for Bulleen has
fallen into line like the loyal Liberal lapdog that he is.

Family Safety Victoria
Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) — My question is to
the Premier: 12 months ago you said about the Minister
for the Prevention of Family Violence’s appointment:
When it came time to choose who would fulfil this role, who
would be the leader in this field and deliver on all the

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and MINISTERS STATEMENTS
1290

ASSEMBLY

commitments that we had made … It wasn’t a long
conversation: it didn’t really need to be.

Given your comments, why did you hand the
responsibility for Family Safety Victoria to Gavin
Jennings? Why did you not give it to the person you
described as the ‘leader in this field’?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I could not be
prouder than to lead a government that includes the
Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence in a key
portfolio where this state is not only leading Australia,
we are leading the world. Perhaps the member for
Bayswater would have more credibility if, when given
the opportunity, the great gift of government, she had
actually done anything at all in this critical area — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Yan
Yean.
Mr ANDREWS — On this question on
arrangements in terms of family violence, I will remind
the member for Bayswater — because she does need
reminding; clearly the minister yesterday eloquently ran
through the facts — that acting on family violence is an
effort for every member of this government.
Ms Victoria — On a point of order, Speaker, I
would bring you to a point of relevance. It was not
about a personal attack on me or what I might have
done; it was asking the question of the Premier — —
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competent female minister of her portfolio and give it
to a man. That is the subject of the question and that is
what the Premier should be answering.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Government members
will come to order. I will just remind members that
points of order are not an opportunity for members to
repeat a question. The Premier, I think, did stray but
was coming back to answering the question.
Mr ANDREWS — Thank you for your guidance,
Speaker. I am more than happy to make the point that
the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence,
Australia’s first such minister, is doing an outstanding
job. She has significant responsibilities, and despite the
significance of those responsibilities she is equal to the
task — be in no doubt about that — to deliver an
agenda which in prevention alone is bigger than the
investments made by those opposite over four years for
the whole of family violence.
The minister is doing an outstanding job. She has the
full support of all of her colleagues in her important
work, but her work is one part of a
whole-of-government effort to deal with the number
one law and order challenge in our community and our
nation. I would say to those opposite, it would suit you
better to ask some questions about the budget, perhaps,
and the $1.91 billion that this government is investing
to keep women and children safe — 100 times more
than the commonwealth government — —

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Footscray.
Ms Victoria — It was asking question of the
Premier as to why the relevant minister was not given
the responsibilities under her charter.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, the
Premier could not have been more relevant to the
question that was asked about the family violence
prevention agency. He was going through in detail —
as the minister did yesterday, might I add — about how
this whole-of-government effort is coordinating the
work that we are doing on family violence. I would
suggest that the Premier is being entirely relevant to the
question that was asked.
Ms Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, perhaps
you will let me renew my point of order from yesterday
in support of the member for Bayswater. The question
was very clear about why the Premier, who describes
itself as a champion for gender equality, would strip a

Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is now departing from the subject of the
question and proceeding to debate it. It was a question
about the allocation of ministerial responsibilities, and I
ask you to bring him back to answering that question.
The SPEAKER — Order! I rule that the Premier
covered the subject matter of the question. He is now
talking about the broad subject matter of the question,
which is family violence.
Mr ANDREWS — The allocation of
responsibilities is to ensure that we have a proper,
whole-of-government focus to deliver profound
reform — —
Ms Staley interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Ripon
has already been warned.
Mr ANDREWS — The minister is doing an
outstanding job. She, I am certain, will continue to do
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that work, bringing her considerable abilities, her
personal experience and her passion. That is why I was
proud to choose her to play the role and why I continue
to, so for anyone who wants to know, including those
opposite, this minister has achieved more in three years,
and this government has achieved more in three years,
than those opposite could ever have dreamt of. It would
suit the member for Bayswater better to reflect on all
the things she did not do when she had the chance.
Supplementary question
Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) — My supplementary
question to the Premier is: what qualifications does
Gavin Jennings possess that make him a superior
candidate to oversee Family Safety Victoria — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Without the assistance of
government members. The member for Bayswater.
Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) — What qualifications
does Gavin Jennings possess that make him a superior
candidate to oversee Family Safety Victoria, compared
to the actual portfolio minister, the Minister for the
Prevention of Family Violence?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — It is a delight to be
lectured on qualifications for service from any member
from that side of the house, frankly. Can I just say in
answer to this question: my focus, and the focus of
every single member on this side of the house, is
unashamedly on victims and survivors of family
violence, not silly games like the ones being played by
the member for Bayswater.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Bayswater on a point of order. The Premier has
concluded his answer.
Ms Victoria — On a point of order, Speaker, I
would like a written response. I would like you to
review the Premier’s response. The Premier has not
responded to the question as it was asked.
The SPEAKER — Order! I will review the
Premier’s answer and provide a response to the house.

Ministers statements: federal budget
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I am
not pleased to rise to update the house today on the
outrage that is sweeping regional Victoria following the
federal government’s decision to dud communities right
across our state. It is, as James Campbell said in today’s
Herald Sun, that this is a federal budget that:
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… is enough to make a Victorian taxpayer’s blood boil.

Too right, because this Sydney-centric government
flatly refuses to give Victoria every single cent we are
entitled to, and instead tosses a few crumbs off the side
of NSW’s silver platter. A scan through today’s
regional media — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Ripon
The SPEAKER — Order! I have warned the
member for Ripon on a number of occasions to stop
shouting across the chamber. I ask the member to leave
the chamber for a period of 1 hour. I again remind
members to please cease shouting across the chamber
so members can hear the minister on her feet or
someone asking a question.
Honourable member for Ripon withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Ministers statements: federal budget
Questions and statements resumed.
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — It is
a shame those opposite are not this vocal in telling their
mates in Canberra to give us our fair share. A scan
through today’s regional media will show you that
regional Victoria can see this for what it is. We are
fighting for a fair and equitable share across regional
Victoria, not — to quote today’s Bendigo Advertiser —
a package with:
… blatant preference for coalition-held seats.

Today also in the Ballarat Courier it quotes the federal
Minister for Infrastructure and Transport admitting
that the:
… $500 million earmarked for regional rail won’t quite
deliver the revival the state government wanted.

Also, the member for South-West Coast has said on
radio that the regional revival rail plan was:
scribbled on the back of the envelope.

What an insult to her community. This $100 million
would deliver VLocity services and extra trains to her
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community, and she is not standing up for them. They
have been let down. Again I quote from the Bendigo
Advertiser, which says that the Turnbull government:
… has thrown a massive stumbling block in the way of the
very thing people want; getting things done.

Shepparton rail services
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) — My question is for the
Minister for Public Transport. Minister, I am delighted,
as is the Shepparton district community, that the
government has announced investment of $43.5 million
in passenger rail services for Shepparton. I have
advocated long and hard for this, as has my community
and the All Aboard campaign. On 28 May 2015 a large
group of Shepparton district residents travelled to
Melbourne — many in their pyjamas — to the steps of
Parliament House to impress on the government the
lack of services available to them and the need for
more, better and faster services. But we have waited for
so long and we do not want to wait any longer. My
question for you today is whether you can take steps to
bring forward the works that are so urgently needed in
this current budget year.
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I
thank the Independent member for Shepparton for her
question, and I would like to acknowledge the hard
work that she has done with her community, as she
outlined in her question, in campaigning for better and
more train services for her community. To continue the
theme, it is such a shame that the Liberal and National
Party members in the region will not also stand up for
better public train services in central Victoria. This
year’s budget invests $43.5 million to improve train
services for Shepparton. I was pleased to join with
members of the Shepparton community on the platform
at Shepparton station last Wednesday morning to talk in
greater detail about how this will invest in stabling a
passing loop around Murchison East and of course
extra services as well.
We have seen some commentary on this commitment.
Sadly a member for Northern Victoria Region in the
other place, Wendy Lovell, who wanted to sell her
community short, was on Facebook asking for
$750 000 for a business case for the Shepparton
community in the budget. What happened was we
provided 58 times that — 58 times! I will tell you what
happened to that Facebook post: she deleted it. She
deleted that Facebook post to replace it with another
one that said $43 million is not enough.
I think we have better aspirations for the Shepparton
community. I appreciate the member for Shepparton’s
enthusiasm for getting these upgrades done as quickly
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as possible, because she is right. The Shepparton
community have waited a long time for these
improvements, and we need to get them moving as
quickly as possible. I have listened very carefully to the
question that was put by the member, and immediately
following question time today I will be asking my
department to examine options on how we can
accelerate the delivery of these critical infrastructure
works, because you have got to do the infrastructure
works to get the extra services. That is what we are
committed to do, and I will keep the member for
Shepparton informed of the advice I receive from my
department.
Supplementary question
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) — Those who understand
the needs of Shepparton district people seeking better
rail services know that the eventual rollout of the whole
improvement project will be in the vicinity of
$200 million. Can the minister tell us what
on-the-ground works will form part of the first stage of
the project, and what steps are likely to be taken in
relation to my community’s travelling arrangements
while those works are being done?
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I
thank the member for her supplementary question. She
asked about the works that will be done as part of what
she is describing as — I think I heard correctly — a
first stage of works. As I have indicated, there will be
works on a crossing loop along the line and also
stabling at Shepparton station for the trains to be
stabled. Obviously with infrastructure works comes
disruption, and we will be managing that very carefully.
In the meantime, in August of this year we will be
adding an extra service for the Shepparton community
on the weekends, adding to the weekday service we
have already added in January. Plus we are also adding
coach services. I cannot resist the opportunity to finish
with an observation from the Shepparton News last
week, which says:
Where was Ms Lovell when she had the capacity — as a state
government minister — to do something?
In our view, Ms Sheed has already made a huge difference to
Shepparton’s prospects and there is more to come.

Ministers statements: tourism
Mr EREN (Minister for Tourism and Major
Events) — I rise to update the house on the investments
that the Andrews Labor government is making in
regional Victoria. We know that tourism plays a huge
role in regional Victoria. It is worth about
$11 billion —
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Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for South
Barwon is warned.
Mr EREN — and there are about 114 000 jobs
associated with that. Certainly we on this side of the
house value tourism and regional Victoria. I can outline
to the house that there are some who do not support the
tourism sector. It is not us saying this; it is actually the
Transport and Tourism Forum Australia (TTF) and the
Victoria Tourism Industry Council (VTIC) —
organisations that are peak tourism bodies — that are
saying it. This is what the peak tourism bodies have to
say about our budget. VTIC says:
Victorian tourism and events receive much-needed funding in
state budget.

They ask people to read their press release for further
info.
What did TTF say? They said:
Tourism and transport the big winners in Victorian budget.

What did they say about the federal budget? This is
what they said about the federal budget:
The Turnbull government has jeopardised the growth of
Australia’s visitor economy.

What did VTIC say about the federal budget? They
said:
Federal budget a missed opportunity to support a growing
tourism industry.

This is not us saying it; this is actually the tourism
lobby groups saying it. That is exactly why this side of
the house is concentrating on infrastructure such as
Simonds Stadium, Eureka Stadium and Bendigo
Stadium and getting all of those major events to
regional Victoria. It is worth a lot of money.
What I would suggest is that the opposition stand up for
Victoria, stand up to their masters in federal
government and say: ‘We deserve more money from
the federal government to boost this very important
sector’. I wish they could ask me one question about the
portfolio. They have got nothing to say. We have just
handed down a budget. They have got nothing to say
about it. Shame on the opposition for not sticking up for
tourism.

Members for Tarneit and Melton
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. Premier, do you back the
member for Buninyong’s comments in this chamber
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when he says that the rorting members for Melton and
Tarneit should be treated like respected members,
recognising they have held high office and they have
only committed a misdemeanour when in fact they are
collectively responsible for thieving more than
$200 000 from the Victorian taxpayer?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question — —
Mr Howard — On a point of order, Speaker, I
would have thought if the member opposite was going
to quote me, he would quote me accurately and not add
words in that were not in the original statement.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Mr ANDREWS — I thank the Leader of the
Opposition for his question. I have not seen those
comments, and I would offer no comment on those
matters because, as I understand it, Victoria Police are
looking at those matters, and they should be allowed to
do so.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — For all the laughter and
nonsense from those opposite, I will not interfere in
proper investigations —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hawthorn has been warned.
Mr ANDREWS — that are properly conducted, not
by this lot but by the authorities.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — On
24 April, when speaking about the member for
Melton’s rorted moneys, Premier, you boasted to the
media that:
If he’s not done the right thing by the time these (reform) bills
are in the Parliament, which is just in a few weeks time, then
the Parliament will take the matter out of his hands.

Premier, the member for Melton has not done the right
thing. He is refusing to pay back $76 000 of taxpayers
money. Why are you refusing to make this rorting MP
repay the full amount? Why will you not let the
Parliament take the matter out of his hands and get
every single dollar back, as you said it would?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. My position on this has
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been very clear: the money ought to be paid back.
Whilst I am not subject to detailed advice on the terms
of that payment — as I should not be, really; that is a
matter between the Parliament and the member, as I
understand it — I made no such announcement. That is
complete nonsense from a confused and wholly
inaccurate opposition leader in every utterance he
makes, either making it up or just not knowing. The
arrangement between the member for Melton and the
Parliament is one between the parties. As I understand
it the money is being repaid, as it should be.
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, there
is an issue that has just come to my attention that
involves the rorting of the member for Tarneit. It has
come to my attention that the rorting member for
Tarneit’s website still lists him as the Speaker of the
Legislative Assembly. He may wish that he was, and he
may well be if he had not been publicly exposed and
shamed as a rorter — —
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Mr Walsh — On a further point of order, Speaker,
the member for Warrandyte was raising a very valid
issue: that the parliamentary website still lists the
rorting member for Tarneit as the Speaker of this
chamber. I suggest that the website should be updated.
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initially to fix the black hole left by those opposite. We
have fully funded Gonski in 2015, 2016 and 2017, and
with an additional $456 million we have fully acquitted
our obligation for the 2018 year for Gonski.
Fast-forward to Tuesday this week, and once again we
have witnessed a federal Liberal government gut
education in Victoria. Just like their promise on the
regional rail revival, the federal Liberal government has
ripped off Victorian schools to the tune of $630 million.
Not one person from those opposite fought against
those cuts. They have been singing the same song as the
master from Point Piper, but no-one can be surprised by
this subservience.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The house will come to
order.
Mr MERLINO — One person in particular has had
a shocking couple of weeks, and a disastrous
budget-day press conference where it was obvious he
had not even read the budget papers. The Herald Sun
recently said this person was:
… foolishly overcooking his budget response by saying it
does ‘nothing to crack down on a crime wave that is
sweeping Victoria’. It’s not the first time in recent weeks Guy
has been a bit off his game — perhaps he’s suffering midterm
opposition blues.

The SPEAKER — Order! I have ruled on the point
of order.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS

Ministers statements: education funding

Rowville electorate

Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — I rise to
update the house on how the Andrews Labor
government is fighting for Victoria’s fair share of
funding from the federal government. Last week — —

Mr WELLS (Rowville) — (12 645) The
constituency question I wish to raise is for the Minister
for Roads and Road Safety. Minister, I was pleased to
read on page 38 of budget paper 3 that the Andrews
government has included commonwealth government
funding allocated for planning to upgrade Bergins Road
intersection in my Rowville electorate.

Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, just
for clarity, is it your position that members of
Parliament are permitted to list roles that they do not
have on their website in order to mislead their
communities when they have been publicly shamed for
stealing and thieving?
The SPEAKER — Order! Points of order are an
opportunity for people to raise matters of procedure in
the house. This does not relate to procedures of the
house. There is no point of order, and I have ruled on
the point of order. The Deputy Premier, to continue.
Mr MERLINO — Last week the state budget
delivered for Victorian students, teachers and school
communities. Over our three budgets we have invested
an unprecedented level of funding into our schools,

After strong lobbying by my constituents, who
encounter heavy peak-hour congestion at this
intersection with Stud Road, causing great difficulty for
Heany Park residents in the surrounding streets, I am
relieved that plans will soon be underway to fix this
intersection. I am very appreciative of the financial
assistance from the federal government and their
support for local infrastructure to tackle traffic
congestion where it is needed most. The question I ask
is: Minister, when will VicRoads provide a detailed
timeline of this project for my constituents and an
outline of the proposed traffic solution under
consideration for my constituents?
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Wendouree electorate
Ms KNIGHT (Wendouree) — (12 646) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Industry and
Employment, and I ask: what is the government doing
to strengthen the Victorian Industry Participation
Policy, improve opportunities for local suppliers and
ensure that commitments to local content are met?
Local businesses often raise with me the importance of
local content and industry participation rules in securing
local jobs, and the importance of fostering the expertise
that results in the high-quality products and components
made right here in Victoria and in my community in
Ballarat. It is crucial to businesses and workers in my
electorate that local businesses are able to competitively
tender for government contracts and that suppliers are
ultimately held accountable for their local content
commitments so they can deliver on them for the
benefit of all Victorians.

Ovens Valley electorate
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — (12 647) My
constituency question is the Minister for Ambulance
Services. Michael O’Brien of Buffalo River has
contacted me regarding his wife, who recently had
surgery in Melbourne to remove a brain tumour. She
had been home recovering well until the evening of
28 March this year. At 7.15 p.m. he called 000 as his
wife felt quite ill. He gave the call centre all the details
and was advised an ambulance had been sent. By
8.15 p.m. there was still no ambulance and his wife was
panicking due to her condition. Michael called again
and was advised an ambulance had been dispatched but
they had no idea where from or where it was.
At 8.40 p.m. the ambulance finally arrived. The
ambulance officers advised they had got the call
8 minutes ago and had come from Myrtleford.
Professional standards at Ambulance Victoria have
advised Mr O’Brien that there was a missed step in the
process and this had happened to a few other calls that
night. Luckily in this instance it all turned out okay, but
there could have been disastrous consequences.
Minister, how many more people have to be put at risk
before this issue is treated seriously?

St Albans electorate
Ms SULEYMAN (St Albans) — (12 648) My
constituency question is for the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety. What is the government doing to
address the safety concerns of motorists and residents
in relation to the intersections at Perth Avenue,
Adelaide Street, Chatsworth Avenue and Reid Street
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along Ballarat Road in Albion? These intersections are
major thoroughfares for residents to get in and out of
their neighbourhoods. This includes a local school,
shopping precinct, retirement village and a mosque.
Recently I joined a number of residents in support of
addressing the safety concerns and the installation of
traffic signals across these intersections. It is important
that we address these safety concerns with the
appropriate solutions.

Sandringham electorate
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — (12 649) My
constituency question is directed to the Minister for
Public Transport. The issue of graffiti is an increasing
one along the Sandringham and Frankston lines.
Outstanding work has been done by a number of local
residents to redress the issue, including on the
Sandringham line where hundreds of hours have been
spent improving the vegetation reserve along the line
and removing graffiti by Mr Terry Reynolds and other
hardworking citizens within the wider district. I ask
whether the minister may be able to meet with
concerned residents to help define an action plan for the
future to halt the incidence of graffiti.

Yuroke electorate
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) — (12 650) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Education.
How will secondary students in the Yuroke electorate
benefit from the Doctors in Secondary Schools
program? The Yuroke Youth Advisory Council, which
I established in 2015 and consists of young people from
across the Yuroke electorate, chooses a topic to focus
on each year. This year they have chosen the issue of
mental health, and at their most recent meeting
discussed the availability of mental health services for
young people in our community. With both of the
government secondary schools in the Yuroke electorate
having been selected to participate in this initiative, I
know that members of the advisory council and other
young people living in the Yuroke electorate will be
pleased to hear about the Doctors in Secondary Schools
program and how it will benefit them.

Prahran electorate
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — (12 651) My
constituency question is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety, and I ask: what is the minister going to do
to make the intersection of Yarra Street and Toorak
Road, South Yarra, safe for pedestrians?
A number of people have raised this issue through
Victoria Walks and WalkSpot, and some of the
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comments are that: it is an intersection with heavy
pedestrian usage but there are no crossings or lights; it
is extremely unsafe and something needs to be done to
help both pedestrians and cars; it is the worst spot and it
is so dangerous during the AM/PM peak periods when
you are trying to cross the intersection between Yarra
Street and Toorak Road; it is an extremely dangerous
corner with a huge amount of foot traffic exiting the
station, including many schoolkids; it is extremely busy
during peak hour with pedestrians to and from South
Yarra station and cars entering and exiting Yarra Street;
with the increase in large apartment buildings nearby
the number of pedestrians has increased; the footpath
on Yarra Street is very narrow at this end of Toorak
Road; I use this crossing every day to get to and from
my office on Yarra Street, it is extremely unsafe and it
is just a matter of time before someone gets seriously
injured or killed; and it is an incredibly busy corner
with a huge amount of foot traffic and the footpath is
too narrow.

Cranbourne electorate
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — (12 652) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Police. How
will the 31 new police allocated to the Casey police
service area benefit the Cranbourne community? Local
communities are beginning to see the 300 frontline
police officers on these streets. These are the first of the
3135 police the Andrews Labor government is
delivering over five years to make communities safer
and drive down crime. The recent Labor budget 2017–
18 provides a historic $2 billion boost for police, the
biggest ever investment in the history of Victoria Police
since they opened their first depot in 1853. My
constituents are very appreciative of this initiative.
Family violence is the greatest challenge when it comes
to community safety, and one we are facing in my local
area. Dealing with and preventing family violence is
certainly a matter of interest to the Cranbourne
community.

South-West Coast electorate
Ms BRITNELL (South-West Coast) — (12 653)
My question is to the Minister for Education, and I am
seeking information about lease arrangements for the
land purchased by the department for the future home
of the Warrnambool Special Developmental School.
Minister, as you know, the Warrnambool Special
Developmental School has outgrown its current site in
Hyland Street. You may remember visiting in October
2014 when you proclaimed that only Labor would build
a new special development school and told the
Warrnambool Standard that conditions there were
‘simply unacceptable’.
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Well, nothing has changed, Minister. The site is still not
fit for purpose. Since then a block of land has been
purchased and the planning done. This project is ready
to start, but there has not been anything else mentioned
about funding for the actual job of building the new
school, much to the disgust of parents, teachers and the
community in general who are so desperate to get this
project started. The land has a dwelling on it, which has
since been leased by the department. I am seeking
information about the length of that lease and if income
from rent is going into general departmental coffers or
is being quarantined. Minister, what are the lease
arrangements for this block of land?

Thomastown electorate
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) — (12 654) My
question is to the Minister for Planning. Can he provide
information about why council is taking so long to
complete Edgars Road? Can the minister please advise
how the developer contributions can enable the
completion of this important project?

FAMILY VIOLENCE PROTECTION
AMENDMENT (INFORMATION SHARING)
BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Ms KEALY (Lowan) — It is a privilege to rise to
add my contribution to the Family Violence Protection
Amendment (Information Sharing) Bill 2017. This is a
wideranging bill which, as the name suggests, is around
improving information-sharing processes between
various organisations to ensure that we have a stronger
framework to make sure that people do not fall through
the gaps and that we have a system where information
is shared, rather than a victim having to provide their
story over and over again.
There are three main purposes of the bill. It is about
establishing a scheme for sharing between prescribed
entities information relevant to assessment and
management of risk of family violence; developing a
new family violence risk assessment and risk
management framework; and implementing
recommendations 1, 2, 5, 6 and 7 of the Royal
Commission into Family Violence.
We have heard a lot from this government around
family violence. There has been an enormous number
of media stunts and media releases all about how much
money we are spending on family violence and what
we are going to do. There have been all of these
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reviews done by various committees. There have been
glossy brochures galore. But unfortunately when you
cut through all of that information around family
violence and you actually speak to local women and
families — when you speak to local councillors and
when you speak to local police officers — you find out
that actually this is something that is not getting better
by putting out more and more glossy brochures, by
forming another committee and by just talking about it.
Certainly in my part of the state, in the Lowan electorate,
which includes the Western District and the Wimmera
regions of Victoria, we are seeing family violence rates
go through the roof. I was very disappointed to receive
information from local police recently that talked about
the high rate of domestic violence that is occurring in our
region. Some police refer to Sunday as ‘family violence
day’ because they are constantly called out to various
domestic violence incidents.
This is getting worse; it is not getting better. If you look
at some of the statewide data, over the past five years
we have seen an increase in family violence of 28.8 per
cent from the year ended December 2012 to the year
ended December 2016 , an almost one-third increase in
the rate of family violence, and this is just getting worse
and worse and worse.
We had somebody who approached my office recently,
a young woman from a rural town in my electorate who
had been a victim of family violence. I am not sure how
long she was a victim of family violence for, but she
was involved in an incredibly aggressive assault, she
suffered extreme head injuries and she was admitted to
hospital for a number of days. She was not cleared to
go back to work until she had a CAT scan — of course
we do not have local access to that sort of technology in
our region. Because she had just started a new full-time
job she was not able to access any sick leave to cover
off that period. She was not a Centrelink client, so she
was not able to access any emergency funding. She
truly was left high and dry by the system. She, of
course, was seeking counselling, which is the normal
process that happens when the police are involved in
these types of incidents. She was told that to see the
family violence counsellor she would have to wait for a
period of five weeks. On further investigation around
that, we found out that there are actually 40 women on
the waitlist to see a family violence counsellor in
western Victoria. There is only 0.6 equivalent full-time
of a government funded family violence counsellor
from Ararat right through to the border.
It is simply not enough support for women who are
trying to escape what may be years and years of abuse.
This is where the system is letting us down. This is
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where no number of glossy brochures or media
statements or stunts will help these women. It is an
absolute disgrace that when we hear these big
announcements about support for financial counsellors
for victims of family violence, all that we got for this
entire region of the Wimmera, which as I said, goes
from Ararat to the border, was 6 hours a week. It was
not even enough to put on an employee.
We are being neglected in rural Victoria. We have
some of the highest rates of family violence. It is well
known that women who live in rural areas are far more
likely to be victims of family violence than their city
sisters, yet we are not seeing that investment from this
city-centric Labor government to make sure that those
supports that our women desperately need are out there.
I raised with the relevant minister over a year ago that
we had deep concerns that 17 support and safety hubs
for the state of Victoria are simply not enough. There
would only be one support and safety hub from Brim
in the north of my electorate, all the way down to
Warrnambool, and that takes in the areas of Horsham,
Stawell and Ararat. If we are looking to provide better
support for women, so that they have got a safe place
where they have got a one-stop shop, that is fabulous.
But do not expect them to travel 4 hours —
400 kilometres — to be able to access that kind of
support.
I was extremely disappointed to see in the
announcement for the budget that Labor are still
sticking by this idea that we need to have 17 support
and safety hubs. We need to look at how we fund these
sorts of supports not by population, because it just does
not work in rural areas. It just does not work to expect
that somebody has to travel that far — when they may
not have access to a vehicle, when they may not have
access to public transport options, when they may not
have any other supports in the area that can take them
to a safe place — and to put this extra burden of
responsibility on them. Not only does a victim have to
make a decision and have the confidence that they want
to break out of this cycle, that they want to make a
change and they want to have a different life, but then
we have to get them to organise their travel to a support
and safety hub which is hundreds of kilometres away.
We provide no support for that. This is why I do not
think that Labor is appropriately addressing family
violence in rural Victoria. We simply need to see these
supports on the back line. My concern is that we are
seeing family violence crime continue to increase in the
area. We continue to hear from police that this issue is
getting bigger, it is not getting smaller. We hear from
local counsellors that so often they are talking to an
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individual — it may be a male, it may be a female —
and unpacking all of the issues that may be going on in
their lives. They may be going through different
addictions, they may be going through different levels
of depression and anxiety or other mental health
challenges, but so often underneath there is a family
history and a relationship to family violence.
If we do not have access to such support in local areas
across rural Victoria, we will not rise to the challenge of
putting an end to family violence. We may see a decline
in city areas, but it is simply not enough for women and
children who are living in country Victoria. It is my
deepest criticism of this government that they hold this
so high as a flagship of something they want to achieve,
and over and over again we hear about the money they
are putting into it and about all of the features of what
they are going to put in, but at the end of the day when
you actually speak to the people directly involved with
the women who are in violent family situations, when
you speak to the counsellors and the police, time and
time again you hear that it is just not making a difference.
It is not making a difference for our local people.
I would like to see a shift in direction. I would like to
see less money put into having a new poster put up and
have less money, as I have referred to a number times,
for the glossy brochures. We need real support out there
for when women finally get to the point where they
want to see a difference and where they want to make a
change to their lives and break out of the family
violence cycle. There is an obligation upon this
Parliament and particularly upon the government to
ensure that those supports are available for the women
who need them the most at the time they need them.
Ms SULEYMAN (St Albans) — I rise to speak on
the Family Violence Protection Amendment
(Information Sharing) Bill 2017. There is no other
government in this country that is committed to and
delivering in relation to family violence and protecting
victims in this area than the Andrews Labor
government. Just this year we have seen funding of
$1.9 billion, and that is on top of last year’s in excess of
half a billion dollars committed to this area.
This bill forms part of Victoria’s 10-year plan for
ending family violence and is part of our ongoing
commitment to increasing information sharing between
agencies and focusing on early intervention in family
violence. It means that a lot of the red tape and
processes will be cut to ensure that the family violence
system does not allow for there to be a lag in time and
for a victim to fall through the cracks when it comes to
sharing vital information within and across agencies.
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The bill aims to improve responses to family violence
by creating clear guidelines for information sharing
across agencies. It also removes the requirement that a
serious threat to an individual’s health, safety or welfare
must be imminent before action can be taken. In real
terms it means that action can be taken. It will achieve
consistency in family violence risk assessment and risk
management practices by requiring services to work
under a set framework.
As we probably all know, the Andrews Labor
government set up the only royal commission to be
conducted in this area in this country. The royal
commission found that there is a significant amount of
red tape which prevents effective information sharing
across agencies. It found that the current laws were
complicated, confusing and restrictive for those who
work with victims, and they make it much more
complex for victims. It also found that a lack of
information sharing about perpetrators is a key gap in
the system that leaves victims much more vulnerable at
a time when they are already facing many challenges,
and it allows perpetrators to go unrecognised.
The bill clearly addresses some of the gaps by
establishing a specific family violence
information-sharing program that prioritises victim
safety over a perpetrator’s right to privacy. It is
important to make sure this gap is filled to ensure
victims have total safety in every area. The bill also
provides clear guidelines for organisations. I have to
say that a lot of the support organisations and various
agencies do a fantastic job, but there can be, as we have
seen, some confusion and red tape. In particular, when
we are dealing with challenging circumstances for
family violence, sharing relevant information is
absolutely critical. The bill really cuts through a very
complex system.
I want to talk a little bit about my electorate of St Albans.
In 2016 Women’s Health West unfortunately
experienced a 30 per cent jump in demand for family
violence help, with almost 5000 referrals from Victoria
Police during July to December alone. CommUnity Plus,
is a support agency that does a lot of work — not just in
the electorate of St Albans — for the most vulnerable
victims in the west. I have had the great fortune to
support a number of programs and events to make sure
that we are getting to victims of family violence, in
particular those from non-English-speaking
backgrounds, to make sure that women understand that
they do not have to tolerate any form of violence
regardless of the postcode they live in or their ethnicity.
There is clear help for those women who need to leave
when they are experiencing violence, not only physical
violence but emotional violence as well.
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I am very proud of what we have achieved. The
Andrews Labor government has not been talking glossy
brochures, as the previous speaker said; we have
actually made some real change. I know the real change
that support agency CommUnity Plus has seen. It has
been successful in a number of grant opportunities,
which has given them the opportunity to employ legal
professionals and advocates to work at Western Health
and Sunshine Hospital, and to help women who have
experienced family violence or who have left a violent
relationship. They may be pregnant, and the
organisation has been able to help those women
firsthand. This is a direct result of Andrews Labor
government funding. That has been a fantastic and
successful program. I want to commend the work of
every support agency. These are very challenging
situations, and it is fantastic to see these support
agencies across the west helping women and children
and doing the very best they can.
My office sees so many women who come in, whether
it is due to homelessness or family violence. It is not
just about the $1.9 billion; we have seen a real change
in providing immediate and secure accommodation,
because that is also an issue for women who are leaving
violent relationships. For women, it needs to include an
ability to have secure accommodation.
It is not just about family violence. It is a cross-section
of government, and we have seen the tremendous work
by all ministers in relation to family violence in
Victoria. I just wish to reiterate the commitment of the
Andrews government when it comes to family
violence. The prevention of family violence is also an
area; making sure that we get early intervention is a
priority for our community. This bill allows greater
information sharing across the agencies, makes sure
that unnecessary red tape is cut and that support
services are provided earlier in the piece rather than
later on.
Again I would like to commend the Andrews Labor
government, and I note the Minister for the Prevention
of Family Violence is at the table. I commend her for
her work in relation to this space. It has been life
changing for women and families across Victoria, and
in particular in my electorate of St Albans.
Let me say this will be, I think, a legacy. It is not only
symbolic; it is a historic moment for Victoria, where we
will see that women can actually get real help when
they need it and have the confidence to be able to leave
a relationship with their children, leave violence, and
know that there will be a support agency, a community
and a government that supports women and children in
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our community. I commend the bill to the house, and
thank the minister.
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — I rise to speak on the
Family Violence Protection Amendment (Information
Sharing) Bill 2017. I will first off acknowledge that the
Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence is at the
table. At a recent soccer match we had a discussion
about a past with family violence. It is one of those
topics that I think a lot of people understand affects
many in their community, but sometimes do not truly
understand how many it affects.
It is a hidden crime. It is a crime in the home that a lot
of people, first of all, do not get the opportunity to hear
about. We saw in the past a lot of women in particular
did not get an opportunity to speak out. They did not
get the opportunity to seek assistance, and they did not
get an opportunity to seek help — fear obviously gets
in the way of that. Seeing it firsthand in my former role
as a police officer and through past family history, I can
understand exactly how those people feel, particularly
the fear around leaving. I note the last speaker spoke
about the fear with children: what you are going to do if
you leave a home, how you get children out et cetera.
I am going to speak about some things in my electorate
and some of the support services available there. I think
it is important that we do get that information out there.
Whilst family violence is itself a negative story — we
cannot put any positive spin on family violence — what
we can say is, ‘We’ve got groups in our area that are
working so hard to identify family violence issues in
our community and offer genuine support’. One of
those that I will speak very quickly about is the Casey
North Community Information and Support Service. It
is interesting how they came about. It was originally set
up to assist with some of the community issues that
were happening.
One of the things they identified as a service is financial
strain. Now I think everybody has a pretty clear
understanding of that. Financial strain is one of the key
indicators that can lead to family violence and violence
in the home. What I do not think a lot of people
understand is that financial strain and financial stress
are also reasons for a victim of family violence to not
leave the home: the fear of leaving a house and not
knowing what the income is going to be next week, the
fear of leaving the roof over your head and not knowing
where you are going to be sleeping. A lot of people
would have a genuine fear that if they needed
counselling, they are going to have to pay for it. We
know there are free services out there, but when you are
in a home and you are a victim of family violence, the
thought that you might have to pay for counselling
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could actually be enough to put you off taking that next
step and leaving.

protect these people and give them the opportunities to
speak out in the first place.

If there is anything we can get out of bills like this or
any time we talk about family violence in a community,
it is that we can get a message back to some of those
people. They could see it quickly on an ad on TV, they
could see a quick message on social media or hear
something spoken about on the news. The only
message I really want them to get is that it is okay to
stand up, and it is okay to come out and ask for
assistance and get support.

I think it is very important that we do that and put a lot
of these processes in place so we can share that
information. We can have the relevant agencies talk
about and have an open discussion with all the relevant
facts on the table, rather than a discussion where
different departments are not talking to each other and
could make an incorrect decision based on the fact that
they did not have all the facts on the table. We have
seen some of the tragic outcomes of that in the past, and
that needs to be ruled out.

Information sharing is obviously a sensitive topic
because privacy is something that is very, very
important for a lot of people in our state and our
country. We have had very proud protection of our
privacy for a long period of time. We actually have
some of the strongest and strictest privacy laws in the
world. If you go to other parts of the world, you will see
how they can use your information quite freely,
whereas over here we have a lot of restrictions around
that — understandably so, because our privacy is very,
very important.
I spoke to the minister across the table just before about
it, and one of my queries on this was around the
penalties: what the penalties are in relation to this act if
you information-share when it is not warranted. I am
not actually criticising that, but I am saying it is
something that I would like to see later on, even if it is
something that could get discussed later on — what the
penalties are and how they would be enforced — to
make sure people do not abuse what potentially has an
opportunity to protect someone in the future. Those are
questions that could genuinely be on the table.
I noted when I was reading part of the bill just before
that information sharing is also not just about someone
who has committed the crime of family violence. It
clearly states in here that:
… confidential information may be shared for a family
violence assessment purpose and a person alleged to pose a
risk of family violence …

When I was in Dandenong working in the police force
it actually was quite difficult, because posing the risk of
family violence kind of crosses the border. Posing the
risk of family violence, in my view, is potentially
family violence. If it is putting an emotional stress on
someone in the home that there is a chance they are
going to have physical violence in the home, then that
is violence in itself. That is making people feel
uncomfortable in their own home. It is up to
governments of any colour or persuasion to make sure
that we are standing up and putting things in place to

We spoke about children, which is obviously very
important when you are talking about family violence.
The decision to leave a home can be based on what you
are going to do with your children and the housing
accommodation for your children.
One thing that is not mentioned too often, and I do not
think it has been too much in the public arena, is Animal
Aid, one of our key organisations in Victoria. Animal
Aid have a facility where, if you are a victim of domestic
violence, you can work with them and they can assist
with the care of an animal or pet — a dog, a cat.
When you talk to people, I do not think they have seen
some of the history. If you are a dog lover, it is a big
move to turn around and say, ‘I’m going to just pack up
and leave today whilst the offender’s at work, but I’m
going to leave my dog at home’. Again the question
comes down to the what-ifs. What do I do with my pet?
What do I do with a dog that loves me? The dog could be
seen as protection or the cat could be seen as comfort for
someone who is a victim of family violence. You would
struggle to get up and leave. I think that is something we
need to have on the record as well.
It is something that we need to look at in the future:
how we can work with agencies like Animal Aid to,
again, ensure that the message is out there so that
people have a facility like this. A facility like that,
whether via government or private investment or even
community donations, could have the opportunity to
expand into other parts of Victoria so that the service is
available to more people. I think that would be fantastic
going forward.
I can only make a short contribution today. Just
finally — and I mentioned Casey North Community
Information and Support Services — can I thank all of
those people in our communities who face daily family
violence: as a counsellor; someone who is going out as
a first responder; people who are friends and family of
victims of family violence and have to speak to them
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afterwards and work through the ongoing issues with
them; again, government agencies and government
workers; and anybody else who takes the plunge and
stands up against family violence.
The one thing we share on both sides of the house is we
all want to stand up against family violence. We may
have different views on what is right and what is wrong
and how to get the final result, but what we do want to
achieve, no matter where we sit in this house, is for
every person in Victoria to be safe in their home, and
no perpetrator has the opportunity to inflict fear on
someone else in that house.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — History will
applaud the Andrews government, and this Labor
government, for protecting women and children first.
History will acknowledge the leadership that has been
shown to address what has been too often a secret
issue — an issue that kills women on a weekly basis, an
issue that is our most avoidable crime. This
government, in the budget, has now made an
unprecedented investment of $1.9 billion. To give that
perspective, that is more than in every prior Victorian
budget combined and also more than in every state and
territory plus the commonwealth government budget
combined. As the Premier said today in the house, it is
100 times the investment of the commonwealth
government. This is a defining issue internationally and
historically, and I think what the 58th Parliament and
the Andrews government will be remembered for are
their values and their commitment to address this issue.
The Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence is
at the table. I want to not just commend the minister but
congratulate her for all of the work, the intelligence, the
nous and the commitment that she brought to this and
also the fortitude that she had in telling her own
personal story, because this is an issue that touches all
of us in some way or another; that is the reality of the
circumstances, unfortunately.
Acting Speaker Spence, you and I hosted a forum in
Broadmeadows on a cold, wet winter’s night. The
minister came out and we heard about how this issue
affects all sectors of the community and how it plays
out in so many different ways with consequences that
can be traumatic for children and that have generational
issues and unfortunate legacies that need to be resolved
as well. It is a rare occasion when you have a chance
for a government to take such leadership and for a
Parliament to deliver key results.
We are now in the situation where we are working
through in a legislative way and also with the
commitments from the government to financially back
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up what needs to be done. This commitment is part of
the government’s implementation of all of the
227 recommendations of the Royal Commission into
Family Violence. This bill itself implements
recommendations 2 and 5 and will also enable the
implementation of recommendation 7. To give context
to those, the bill will create a purpose-built family
violence information-sharing regime authorising a
so-called trusted circle of agencies to share information
relevant to family violence, risk assessment and risk
management. This is a critical point: to be able to have
access to the key data in a trusted way and in a way that
gets the balance right between privacy and the right
people knowing what the history is, and their being able
to take the right action at an appropriate time in order to
protect women and children, predominantly, and how
that actually works in looking at risk assessment and
risk management, because the evidence is in, the case
studies are there, and in some cases the results have
been horrific. So that is the proposition to take care of
to address that issue.
It will also enable the central information point to be an
effective and timely conduit of information sharing for
core agencies such as family violence support and
safety hubs, courts, Corrections Victoria, Victoria
Police and the Department of Health and Human
Services. Also it will empower the relevant minister to
require alignment from key organisations and funded
agencies with a new, common family violence risk
assessment and risk management framework so that
they can improve identification, access and
management of family violence risk in a consistent
manner across all services. That is extremely important
as well — that agencies are not just in silos, because in
those gaps key propositions are missed, which can lead
to terrible results.
What the bill also attempts to do is remove the
requirement in privacy legislation that a serious threat
to an individual must also be imminent before
information can be lawfully shared, allowing services
to intervene earlier and help manage risk. This is an
attempt to get the balance right on this sensitive matter.
We all want our privacy protected, but it is also about
when to make the intervention and how to best manage
the risk. So that is the way this legislation is formed.
When it comes to what the next practical steps are and
what the infrastructure will be, hubs will serve as a
visible contact point for victim survivors and will give
local communities access to highly skilled workers with
connections to the justice system and social services,
including housing. These are the 17 support and safety
hubs that will be established throughout this state with a
budget allocation of nearly $450 million. Again the
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proposition is to put the safety of women and children
first. To support the hubs the government will also
deliver the central information point, as outlined in
detail in this bill, and that is to provide real-time
coordination between agencies to try to avert violence.
Previously the inability to share information about
perpetrators has been a significant gap in the system
and unfortunately has left women and children more
vulnerable. The central information point will bring
together police, the courts, corrections and social
workers to share the critical information that allows
them to track perpetrators and, as best they can, try to
ensure that victims are kept safe.
This bill delivers on the government’s promise that a
victim’s rights to safety will come first against a
perpetrator’s right to privacy, and it is a critical point to
try to get that balance right. The government has taken
the position of trying to protect potential victims or
those who unfortunately on too many occasions have
been victims. The bill also seeks to make information
sharing less complicated for those who are actually in
the system so that they can put the needs of victims and
their safety first.
The information-sharing regime contained in the bill
seeks to prevent women and children having to repeat
their story at every turn, whether it be to safety
services, police, housing assistance or courts, because
this causes frustration and compounds trauma. It is
inadvertent, but it can nevertheless happen to victims
and survivors if they have to continually relive what
has happened to them or their family and their
children. The bill will stop the situation of one agency
not knowing what the other agency is doing and then
one agency having the necessary line of sight — as it
is described — to the perpetrator.
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prescribed by regulation or they enter into a new
funding arrangement with the state.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to make a brief
contribution on the Family Violence Protection
Amendment (Information Sharing) Bill 2017. Many of
my colleagues have outlined the issues very, very
clearly. However, I do want to make a note that the cost
of family violence is high — too high, particularly in
personal areas where you have families torn apart and
children’s lives being shaped at a very susceptible time
in their lives. Instead of growing up with health and
education as a priority, they are growing up with other
priorities, and this is simply not good enough.
There are also the other costs. The police are involved
and all the support services are involved, and this adds
up. With $1.9 billion committed to family violence it is
a shame, and I am embarrassed it is going to cost that
much to deal with this scourge. If we did not have to do
that, look what we could spend it on. But we have to do
that, and Mildura is no different to anywhere else. We
have all these problems. They are out there in my
community, and I am embarrassed by the fact that they
are and by the extent of it. We have to deal with this
issue. We have to change mindsets, and some of those
are recidivist offenders and they are very slow to get the
message, but they need to get the message that this is
unacceptable. This is the challenge, and this bill goes
part of the way to dealing with that challenge by having
information shared so that there is no place to hide
behind the bureaucracy when it comes to these issues.

The proposition here is to try to get the facts on the
record, to get the information to the people who need to
know and to get it done in a way that protects privacy
as best as it can be but also to try to make the safety of
women and children priority one. That is the critical
proposition in the main part of this bill, and it is a clear
and simple legislative mandate to share information as
a critical precondition for the safety and protection of
victims or survivors.

It also brings in a unified way of dealing with risk
assessments and what families are going to do about
that. It creates offences, though, for the unauthorised
disclosure of confidential information. We do need to
protect particularly the children in this, so these
measures I think go some way towards helping what is
a scourge. Also I would like to quickly say that
although these are good steps, we need to change the
mindset of a certain part of our population, and I thank
those who do this work. As parliamentarians we see a
little of it; the people who work in this area see it every
day and work very hard to try to change those lives.
With those words, we need to just get on with the job
and fix this scourge.

The bill also requires specialists and universal service
providers across the family violence, justice, health,
education and community services sectors along with
general and universal service organisations with roles
and responsibilities to access or manage risks to align
with the new family violence risk assessment and risk
management framework. The obligation to align will
only take effect for specific organisations once they are

Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — I too wish to
make some brief comments with regard to the Family
Violence Protection Amendment (Information Sharing)
Bill 2017. I firstly place on record my thanks to those in
the Victorian community who work in this sector —
from first responders to those who care for the victims.
I thank them for the work they do. I also wish to place
on record the hurt that is suffered by victims of family
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violence and the fact that it is longstanding. As a
member of the Betrayal of Trust committee, whilst
dealing with victims of crime we learnt of the
longstanding impact of violence perpetrated,
particularly on children, and the long-lasting effects of
that, with family violence being no different.
I would like to place on record concerns within the
education sector with regards to family violence and the
children in the sector. There is a significant issue with
information being provided to schools and also children
being moved from school to school once a report has
been made, and it is imperative that all efforts are made
to ensure that, particularly across sectors, information is
shared with schools so that in relation to perpetrators of
crime schools are aware of the fact that some children
may have previously been a victim of family violence
and may have been subject to a report made by a
previous school.
It is certainly an issue of concern to many schools. It is
a concern about a lack of information being
transferred, and it is imperative that more is done in
this place to ensure that we protect children but also
that schools are aware of issues that may beset a
particular child if that child has been subject to
intervention on the basis of family violence. I seek to
place on record, as I said, my congratulations to and
support for the sector. I wish the bill a speedy passage
but believe that it behoves us to do everything we can
as a community to eradicate this scourge.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr SCOTT
(Preston).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

APPROPRIATION (2017–2018) BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 9 May; motion of
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer).
Ms RYAN (Euroa) — It is my pleasure to have the
opportunity to give my response to and thoughts on the
Victorian Labor government’s appalling budget this
year. I would like to begin by outlining a few of my
observations in my capacity as the shadow minister for
training, skills and apprenticeships, firstly, and then,
secondly, discuss what this budget means or perhaps
does not mean for my electorate of Euroa.
We all remember those on the opposite side of the
house before the last election signing a TAFE rescue
pledge. They promised that they would save TAFE.
They promised that they would invest an extra
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$1.2 billion in TAFE. We now know that they have
made promises not only that they have not kept but that
I think they never had any intention of keeping. They
have shamelessly used students as a political football,
and now they are backtracking on that apparent
$1.2 billion pledge with their so-called TAFE rescue.
This budget impact cuts $45.5 million from the
training, higher education and workforce development
output. You do not need take my word for it; it is
clearly outlined on page 167 of budget paper 3. What
absolute hypocrites! They promised an extra
$1.2 billion and now they are taking the axe to training
and TAFE in this budget.
Last week, minutes before the budget was handed down,
the minister chose to table 10 of the 12 TAFE annual
reports. You would have to ask the question: if TAFE
was a good story for those opposite, why would they
choose budget day to table annual reports? This we all
know is a good day to take out the dirty trash from the
government — to bury stories. That is why they tabled
10 of the 12 TAFE annual reports. What did those annual
reports show us? Firstly, there are 123 000 fewer
students in government-subsidised training now than
there were when Labor came to government. They
inherited a training system with 443 000 students, and
there are now 123 000 fewer in Victoria. Does that sound
like a government that is growing enrolments, as Steve
Herbert promised repeatedly before and after the
election? I do not think so.
Yesterday the Minister for Training and Skills in the
other place was asked about this; she was asked why
there was such a drastic decline in student numbers in
this state. What was her explanation? It was absolutely
bizarre. She said that the coalition enrolled fake students,
and that is why the numbers are now declining.
Apparently we enrolled fake students and that is why the
government now has a 30 per cent decline in the number
of students enrolled in government-subsidised training in
Victoria. Of the 10 TAFEs that tabled their annual
reports, six of them in fact have an underlying structural
deficit. I am very happy to provide those figures for the
benefit of those opposite.
We have the Gordon in Geelong, which turned a
$1 million profit. However, it received more than
$22 million in additional cash, a bailout from the
government in December, to ensure that it turned a
surplus. It has an underlying deficit of $21 million.
South West Institute of TAFE has an underlying deficit
of $9 million. Melbourne Polytechnic, which posted a
comprehensive result of a loss of $2.4 million — —
Mr Pearson — On a point of order, Speaker, I have
been noticing that the member for Euroa seems to be
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currently livestreaming her speech, or her office is, on
her Facebook page. I am not sure if that is in line with
standing orders. I seek your advice.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ward) — Order! I
thank the member. I will check. I will pause the house
for a moment. My advice is that livestreaming via the
Department of Parliamentary Services is allowed. If
you are livestreaming from any other source, that is not
allowed, and I would ask you to cease.
Ms RYAN — Clearly, I am not, Acting Speaker,
since I am standing in the chamber. What a desperate
stunt from those opposite not to hear the news that they
know is true and are desperate to avoid!
Mr Pearson — On a point of order, Speaker, the
point I am raising is that it is actually livestreaming on
the member’s own Facebook page. I appreciate the fact
that the member is not doing it herself, but clearly
someone in her staff or someone who has access to her
Facebook page is livestreaming, and I do not believe
that is in line with standing orders.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ward) — Order! If
it is being broadcast through the Parliament, through
Parliamentary Services, then that is okay. If it is being
broadcast through any other means, then that is not
acceptable, and I would ask anyone who is doing that to
cease.
Ms RYAN — Thank you, Acting Speaker. What a
fantastic little way to avoid hearing the news about
TAFE, member for Essendon. Any stunt will do. Back
to the atrocious results that TAFEs in Victoria have
been posting. GOTAFE has recorded an underlying
deficit of more than $12 million. Box Hill Institute has
recorded an underlying deficit of more than
$23 million. SuniTAFE in Mildura has recorded an
underlying deficit of more than $1 million. That does
not sound like a TAFE rescue to me. Acting Speaker, I
do not know if that sounds like a TAFE rescue to you,
but it certainly does not to me.
Why are TAFEs posting such appalling results? It is
because they are now receiving less funding under this
government to train students than they were receiving
in 2014. The Gordon was receiving $57 million in
2014 to train students; it is now receiving $24 million
under this government. This government is slashing
funding to train students, and then through a back door
it is channelling extra funds to ensure that they turn a
profit. Seven of the 10 institutes that tabled their
reports are now receiving less funding for student
training in 2016 than they received in 2014, when this
government took office.
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Student numbers at Melbourne Polytechnic have
halved. They lost 14 600 students last year. What do
those opposite have to say about that after promising
that they would rescue TAFE? It is a complete and utter
sham, and they should hang their heads for their failure,
their hypocrisy and their absolutely appalling use and
politicisation of students before the last election.
For more than 700 days we have had no scrutiny of the
finances of Federation Training in this Parliament. That
is absolutely staggering. We have not had an annual
report from Federation Training in Gippsland in two
years. We have not seen their 2015 report; we have not
seen their 2016 report. That is absolutely appalling.
I would like to take the remaining time that I have to
make a few comments about what this budget has or
has not delivered for my own electorate. In actual fact I
would have to say that the rorting member for Melton
has received more from this budget than most of the
communities across my electorate, because most of
them did not receive a cracker. This is a Melbourne
budget; this is not a Victorian budget. This is a
Melbourne Premier not a Premier who knows how to
govern for all of Victoria.
The north-east rail line, which runs through many of the
communities that I represent, did not get a cent under
this government. Jacinta Allan is happy to stand up here
day after day and pretend she cares about regional
Victoria. She was not willing to invest a single cent in
the north-east rail line — —
Mr Scott — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
members should be referred to by their correct titles.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ward) — Order! I
uphold the point of order. The member for Euroa will
continue to refer to members by their title.
Ms RYAN — Those opposite are a bit touchy today,
are they not, Acting Speaker? They are pretty desperate
to run out time on the clock. They do not want to hear
about their budget and how little it delivers for regional
Victoria. The federal budget handed down on Tuesday
night delivered five times the amount for the north-east
rail line. It delivered $100 million. When the Minister for
Public Transport was running around the state trying to
spend federal government money that she did not even
have, she was only willing to chuck 1.3 per cent of her
regional revival package, completely unfunded, to the
north-east line. Now the federal government has come
out and invested $100 million in that line and she has
nothing to say about that.
Mr Richardson — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, we are back on live stream now. We have
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gone from being live streamed to not being live
streamed. Now we are back livestreaming. The member
for Euroa is again breaching the rules of the Parliament
by going back to live streaming.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ward) — Order!
Just to clarify, member for Mordialloc, your point of
order is that the member for Euroa or her staff has
continued to live stream?
Mr Richardson — In defiance of parliamentary
procedures and in direct defiance of the Chair. They are
back on live stream right now.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ward) — Order! If
it is being streamed via Parliamentary Services, then
this is allowed. If it is not being streamed via
Parliamentary Services, then I ask whoever is live
streaming to cease.
Ms RYAN — This is a ridiculous farce. It shows
how little those opposite care to hear about their own
budget. The live stream is clearly from the Parliament’s
website. I think if you look around here, you will not
see anybody holding a mobile phone live streaming
from inside the chamber. It is clearly from the
Parliament feed. This is a pathetic attempt to deny
regional Victorians — my constituents, the Euroa
electorate — from having a voice in this debate. It is
absolutely pathetic.
The Premier came to Wangaratta several weeks ago
and said that he was not willing to invest in new trains
for the north-east rail line until the federal government
put up money to fix the track. Well, they have. So my
question to the Premier is: when are you going to buy
new trains for the north-east rail line? Because you
have spent three years planning, designing, planning,
designing to avoid any kind of investment in the
north-east line. It is now time for the Premier to stump
up and show us the colour of his money. That is what
my electorate demands, and that is what we now
expect. The community of Euroa has been seeking
investment for some kind of funding — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ward) — Order!
The member for Geelong on a point of order.
Mr Watt interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ward) — Order! I
take offence to the member for Burwood’s comments
directed at me. I ask the member for Burwood to
withdraw.
Mr Watt — I withdraw.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ward) — Order! I
thank the member for Burwood for his respect for the
Chair.
Ms RYAN — I just want my constituents in the
electorate of Euroa, who probably have tuned in via the
live stream, member for Mordialloc, to know that those
opposite are denying them the opportunity for a
response to the budget by taking completely frivolous
points of order.
Euroa demands some investment from this government
in providing public health care. That has been denied
for the last two and a half years by this government. We
have seen ambulance response times across the Shire of
Strathbogie get longer, not shorter, as ambulances are
tied up ferrying patients to and from Goulburn Valley
Health. The Minister for Health knows that there is a
sensible economic and social argument to be made by
funding Euroa Health to deliver public health care, but
this government refuses to provide the investment that
that community needs. Fundamentally this is an
argument about social justice.
Residents in the Shire of Strathbogie demand the same
level — deserve the same level — of access to public
health care as any other community around this state,
yet they have been denied that access. They are the only
shire in the entire state which does not have access to
publicly funded health care. I think it is a real
disappointment to my communities that that has again
been overlooked in this budget, and that we have seen
no positive reaction after two and a half years of
lobbying the Victorian health minister for an
investment in that service.
Schools in my region have again been completely
overlooked. Benalla P–12 College and Seymour
College had a funding commitment of $15 million each
from the coalition before the last election, and Labor
has not delivered for them. This is not the education
state. This is not a Premier who cares about regional
Victoria. He is willing to put money into Labor-held
seats, but he will not invest in country communities. He
will not invest in the education of children outside of
metropolitan Melbourne, and I think that that is an
incredible shame.
On public transport, the Minister for Public Transport
has had a proposal for more than six months to provide
additional bus services in the town of Heathcote. She
has done nothing with that proposal. Heathcote has the
longest main street in rural Victoria. It has very limited
services connecting it to Bendigo, and it is time that the
public transport minister got on and did something
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about that. This is a terrible budget for regional
Victoria.
Ms GARRETT (Brunswick) — It is my great
pleasure today to rise and acknowledge the terrific
2017–18 Victorian budget. It is a budget that is truly a
Labor budget with its delivery of a strong surplus in the
forward estimates and an outstanding investment in the
proud Labor values of jobs, health and education. It
also demonstrates that this Andrews Labor government
is leading the nation on progressive politics.
I am also delighted that one of the key centrepieces of
this budget is family violence funding. I am delighted
that I am able, with the way that the cards have been
thrown, to present my budget-in-reply speech so soon
after the debate on the family violence legislation. We
heard much on both sides of the house about the
commitment to getting rid of the scourge of family
violence and acknowledging the terrible toll on victims
and the ongoing issues that are occurring, often behind
closed doors where women and children are living in
fear in the place that should be their very sanctuary
from the world. It was the Andrews Labor government,
then in opposition, which made family violence and
tackling the issue of family violence a core set of its
values, which led of course to its election in 2014.
I was there that day at the state Labor conference when
the Premier’s speech focused pretty much entirely on
the issue of family violence and made a commitment to
establishing a royal commission, which had never been
done anywhere before. It not only established that royal
commission but before the royal commission had even
commenced its work the government said it would
implement each and every one of those
recommendations — 227 of them.
Of course one of the first things the Premier did upon
seizing office in 2014 was to establish the royal
commission and to appoint the member for Northcote
as the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence.
Many people have paid tribute to the minister today,
but I would like to add my words. She is a minister of
great integrity and courage who has used her
considerable skill set and experience and also her
personal, deep experiences to drive this agenda and to
lead the nation in this agenda being delivered in
Victoria. It has oft been said this last week, but I will
say it again: Victoria, under the Andrews Labor
government, is investing more in family violence that
all other jurisdictions combined. That is something that
each and every member on this side of the house is
incredibly proud of.
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Of course when you open the door to this issue and you
dig deep into it you realise there is so much work that
needs to be done, but for the first time women and
children are at the centre of this discussion. There is the
cyclical impact of violence and the horrors that people
have to live in. The fact that we held a joint sitting and
heard directly from victims, including Rosie Batty, was
I think one of the moments that touched us all the most
in this house. This government organised that, followed
it through and forced each and every member to
actually sit and listen to the journeys of people who
have suffered family violence or who have had to
escape, fearing for their lives, and of course there are
those many people — one a week — who lose their
lives at the hands of their partners.
To have family violence at the centrepiece of this
budget is something we are all very proud of. There is
$448.1 million for the creation of 17 support and safety
hubs for women experiencing violence and hundreds of
millions for after-hours crisis support counselling.
There is the implementation of five specialist family
violence courts, 450 new child protection workers and
$130 million towards extra long-term housing rental
assistance and improved crisis accommodation. These
are the practical measures that will save the lives of
women and children. While many governments can talk
about this issue and seek to raise awareness about it and
say that things should be done, it is a very different
thing to then, of course, put your money where your
mouth is and do those things, creating the safe spaces
that women and children can flee to. It is not just
talking, it is action, and it will save lives. The Premier,
the minister and the Treasurer, who have put together
this budget, are to be commended for making that the
key centrepiece. I am very proud.
I would like to talk now about my own electorate and
the budget in relation to it. Like my electorate, every
other electorate is impacted on by this commitment to
family violence and is very grateful for the leadership
shown by this government. This budget also goes a
long way in terms of education. We have heard much
about record investments in capital and also in recurrent
spending in education. I am seeing the fruits of that
investment by the Minister for Education in my dear
electorate of Brunswick. In the 2013–14 state budget
under the Liberals, TAFE was gutted, with $1.2 billion
worth of cuts and hundreds of millions pushed aside.
Schools like Brunswick Secondary College in my
electorate, which desperately needed a modernisation
and upgrade, were of course forgotten. There was zero
in the budget.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. to 2.01 p.m.
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Ms GARRETT — Before the luncheon break I was
waxing lyrical with just cause about the Andrews Labor
government’s commitment to education across the
state, but also in the Brunswick electorate. I was also
saying that the former Liberal government failed to
deliver anything for Brunswick in the budgets in its
term of government. Of course as soon as we took
office in 2014 there was an immediate commitment of
$10 million to Brunswick Secondary College. One of
the great days for me as a local member was turning the
sod on that project just a month or so ago, with current
and former students and current and former
principals — and what an exciting day that was. We are
continuing that extraordinary legacy.
I know I am reflecting on the Chair, but in a very
positive way, because Acting Speaker Blandthorn has
an electorate that abuts mine. Together we have
delivered millions of dollars of investment in Pascoe
Vale South Primary School, a school that is on our
boundary and is shared by both of us. That again was a
terrific and outstanding celebration.
But there is more — of course there is more. What is
the more? The more came in this budget from the
Treasurer and the Premier, and it came for two
outstanding schools in my electorate that need
modernisation and upgrades — Brunswick North
Primary School and Merri Creek Primary School. What
is really nice is that they are in two different parts of the
electorate. Brunswick North, not surprisingly, is in the
northern part of the electorate. It is a rapidly growing
school, which is bursting at the seams, and a school
with great history and tradition. As it grows to address
the needs of our community, its buildings are becoming
creaky and the upgrade is much needed. When I gave
the news to that school that the Andrews government
was giving them a contribution in excess of $3 million
for that upgrade, there were tears in everybody’s eyes,
including mine.
That brings me to Merri Creek Primary School, a
gorgeous primary school which is right at the southern
part of my electorate. In fact I think Merri Creek has the
honour of being on the border of four different
electorates — Brunswick, Northcote, Richmond and
Melbourne — so it is right on the cusp. We can all
imagine the sorts of territory we are in right there. But it
is a beautiful, beautiful school. It is a school that is
proudly progressive. It is a school that encourages a
commitment to the environment, to public transport, to
cycling and to innovative and cutting edge education.
Again it is a school that is bursting at the seams. To be
able to advise that school, with which I have a long
association — I have known many teachers, principals
and pupils there — that we were providing them with

1307

$3.82 million meant that again there were tears of joy
and celebration.
These schools feed into the wonderful Brunswick
Secondary College or Coburg High School, which also
received a significant contribution in this budget.
Coburg High School is again just outside of my
electorate in the electorate of the member for Pascoe
Vale. My mother was head prefect at the original high
school back in the day before it was abolished, so again
my family has a long history with that school. I know
how hard the member for Pascoe Vale has advocated
for that upgrade and how hard we both campaigned for
the school to re-emerge, and that parent community is
absolutely delighted with the ongoing contribution.
But we do not stop at education in Brunswick or Pascoe
Vale. We also have considerable investment in our
sports facilities. Sports are really the glue that is
sticking a lot of our fabric together. In the inner city,
where public space is limited and people do not have
large backyards, it is really important that they have
access to sportsgrounds and sports clubs that help them
stay fit, healthy and active. More than that, they connect
them to a community. They have clubrooms where they
can have social activities. The volunteers who spend so
much time in those clubs — the parents and past
players — raise money to make sure those clubs work.
In previous budgets we have committed significant
amounts of money to sports facilities. I have had the
great privilege in recent weeks of opening some of the
investments that we made previously — the
A. G. Gillon Oval, for example, with our investment
making sure that its change rooms, which were really in
a disgusting state, were upgraded leading to a
sensational outcome, particularly for women who are
able to access facilities that suit their needs. It is the
same at Balfe Park, the home of the Zebras. The Zebras
are bursting at the seams at Sumner Park, so to have
this other facility in the heart of Brunswick is terrific. A
lot of girls plays soccer there, and the change rooms
were just disgusting. You were not able to have teams
come and play without people having to get changed in
their cars or feel very uncomfortable. I opened those
facilities in conjunction with Moreland City Council.
We have made significant investments in other parts of
Brunswick and Coburg as well.
This budget is no different from our previous budgets. I
would like to thank my colleague the Minister for
Sport, who has been a tireless campaigner for
community sport, for making sure that local grounds
are funded and in particular, as we go through the
themes of this day and making sure that women and
children are at the centre of our thinking, women’s
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sports, with netball courts, change rooms and facilities
that make it clear that we understand women’s
participation in sport should not only be celebrated but
it must be celebrated with adequate facilities. He has
been an absolute champion of that.
Morris Reserve will be getting a significant upgrade
under this budget. The Morris Reserve is home to the
West Coburg Sports Club, which includes a vibrant and
very effective cricket club. It has netball; it has football,
both men’s and women’s; and it has had an incredible
history and is a growing club. But again the club’s
facilities are appalling and its clubrooms are a disgrace.
What this Andrews Labor government’s budget will
mean is that it can be completely transformed, and the
hundreds and hundreds of people who call that club
home and who spend many hours of their lives playing
sport there, volunteering, raising funds and holding
their community events, will finally get the facilities
they deserve.
That is just a snapshot. There are the massive
investments in health, which are so important for the
Brunswick community and for Victoria, and housing
affordability, making sure that we invest in public
housing. We have heard about family violence safe
housing, but also more generally there are massive
investments in ensuring that public housing is available
to the people who need it most. For people in the inner
city, housing affordability is a massive issue, but it is a
massive issue right across Victoria. The housing
affordability package that was announced by the
Premier and the Treasurer recently will see its gestation
occur with this budget, and it will mean a huge amount
to people, particularly those in regional and rural
Victoria, and I am very proud of that. There is nothing
better than helping people get their first start and get
their first home and raise their family in a place that
they can call their own. Unfortunately that dream is
being taken away from many, many people.
Again, it is outstanding that this government has led the
nation and led the federal government on measures that
will make housing much more affordable for our
treasured Victorians. I commend the budget not only to
the house, I commend it to the Brunswick community
and I commend it to the broader Victorian community.
It is an outstanding budget, and the Premier and the
Treasurer should be very proud.
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I am pleased to rise
today to speak on the Appropriation (2017–2018) Bill
2017, the Victorian state budget. I note from the outset
that the budget papers are this year entitled ‘Getting on
with the Job’. I think this year there has been another
typing error like last year, and that title should in fact
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have read ‘getting on with the con job’ because what
we have here is a typical budget of spin from a Labor
government that we know cannot manage money. In
the midst of this document they are trying to con all
Victorians, and I will expand on that in various ways
shortly. I want to divide my contribution basically into
the following key areas: some general comments, then
look at Labor’s budget record and then look at the
implications for the Forest Hill electorate, which I can
assure you will not take very long.
In terms of some general comments, I note that Labor’s
budget means that Victorians are paying more than ever
before, but they are getting less. We have got in the
budget record levels of taxes and charges, but
essentially nothing to show for it, and I will explain
more about that shortly too. Under the state Labor
government we have got a law and order crisis here in
Victoria, and that is well identified and has been spoken
about in this place on many, many occasions. It is
interesting to note that the only thing rising faster than
the crime rate in Victoria, which is up an enormous
20.2 per cent since the election, are the tax levels in
Victoria, which are up an extraordinary 22 per cent.
The Treasurer is boasting about his surplus, and I will
discuss that shortly as well. However, Victorians have
received nothing in cost-of-living relief, just new and
higher taxes and charges and, in fact, upward pressure
on household expenses and consequent costs of living.
Labor has introduced or increased 10 taxes since the
election, which is a clear broken promise from a
Premier who promised all Victorians there would be no
new or increased taxes. Once again by his actions he
has shown why he cannot be trusted, and I will detail
that shortly as well.
Despite a $4 billion tax increase, an almost $10 billion
port of Melbourne windfall and $13 billion in higher
GST receipts, Labor is increasing state debt by almost
$10 billion. So the obvious question to me and I know
to many Victorians is, where is the money going?
Labor’s so-called infrastructure agenda is also a con.
There is no money to build the north-east link and no
money to build regional rail — just a claim that it is a
state investment, but with the bill being sent to
Canberra for the project to be funded out of Canberra
with federal funds. We have also got a budget that slugs
CityLink users in the east and south-east to pay for the
western distributor which, like most of my constituents,
I would not even know where it is, and will probably
never use it.
If we turn to some details in relation to Labor’s budget
record, and particularly in relation to surpluses shown
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in the budget, we can see budget paper 2, page 48 and
the pre-election budget update showed various budget
figures. For 2015 it showed that the coalition’s surplus
would be $2.3 billion, Labor said it would be
$2.6 billion. In 2016–17, the coalition said the surplus
would be $2.7 billion, Labor has got it in at $1.3 billion.
In 2017–18 the coalition said the surplus would be
$3 billion, and Labor has got it in at $1.2 billion. The
net effect of all that is that under the coalition for those
three years there were to be $8 billion worth of
surpluses, and what have we got under Labor? We have
got $5.1 billion worth of surpluses, so that is a material
and substantial decrease of some $2.9 billion.
The point I am making here is that in its pre-election
financial statement Labor committed to delivering the
coalition’s surpluses. So it is now apparent to every
person in Victoria, and indeed every person anywhere,
that once again Labor have failed in this key promise
that they undertook before the election. They have
failed to deliver in relation to surpluses.
It is also well worth noting the list of Labor’s new taxes
on Victorians. I touched on that before but I think it is
very important in doing this to note exactly what the
Premier said on Channel 7 news just before the election
on 28 November 2014. I want to quote Peter Mitchell,
the Channel 7 news anchor, who said:
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 Premier said, and I quote, ‘I make that promise,
Peter, to every single Victorian’. What a lie that has
turned out to be, Acting Speaker, and you are probably
very embarrassed about it really, because we can see
that there have been 10 new taxes.
I want to go through the 10 new taxes that the Premier
has introduced. First of all we can look at the energy
tax on coal royalties. We can see what the result of
that implementation has been in a very short space of
time, and that has been the closure of the Hazelwood
power station, the loss of hundreds of local jobs, the
flow-on impact throughout the broader community,
the adverse impact that has had on countless other
local businesses and of course all Victorians, resulting
in higher utility prices.
Next we have got the taxi and the Uber tax at $2 a trip
for every single trip. That does not sound like much but
that will soon add up for many, many people. We have
got the land tax surcharge for absentee owners,
introduced at 0.5 per cent and then increased to 1.5 per
cent. We have got the stamp duty surcharge for foreign
buyers, introduced at 3 per cent and then increased to
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7 per cent. We have an increase in the fire services
property levy. We have got an increase in stamp duty
on new cars, which is a 1 per cent cost on a motor
vehicle. If you want to in one easy lesson drive new
motor vehicle dealers out of Victoria, that is a good
way to do it. We can see from the budget papers that
that is set to raise over $390 million over the next four
years. Of course that does not just come magically from
nowhere; it comes from the pockets of consumers and
from ordinary people throughout Victoria.
We have got new stamp duties on off-the-plan property
purchases. We have got new stamp duties on property
transfers between spouses. This is a perfectly legitimate
taxation and business planning tool that has now got
that significant disincentive imposed on it, and it will
make it more difficult for many small business
operators. We have got new annual property valuations
to increase land tax on a more regular basis. We have
got a vacant home tax, and that will result basically in
the Treasurer of Victoria deciding whether or not you
are using your property. Other speakers have raised that
question and some very legitimate points as to how that
will be determined. There are some very good reasons
for having property that is perhaps not occupied too
often, but we will now have the Treasurer peeping in
through the blinds to see if anyone is living there.
Having raised those 10 new taxes that Labor has
introduced contrary to the promise of the Premier
before the last election, I want for the record also to
identify that history shows that Labor budgets are
notoriously inaccurate. Every year I rise to speak on the
appropriations bill in Victoria I note this, because it is
something that people should take note of and
remember. It is one thing just to speculate on the future,
but it is another thing to see what you deliver. Basically
the way I see a Labor budget is that it is nothing more
than an annual wishful thinking exercise that is held in
May of each year.
I can cite some examples. In Labor’s budgets they
forecast the following taxation revenue: in 2015–16,
their first budget, $19 billion, and the actual was
$19.9 billion. In 2016–17, the forecast was
$19.8 billion, and the latest figure is $22.2 billion. In
2017–18 they forecast $20.4 billion, and the latest
revised figure is $21.8 billion. They said in 2018–19 the
tax revenue would be $21.3 billion, and it is in fact
scheduled to be $23.2 billion. So we can see that all
those figures are significantly out, but most importantly
we see that rather than a budgeted 12.1 per cent
increase over those four years we have got an actual
22.1 per cent increase in tax revenue over those four
years. Again, that augurs very badly for all residents
here in Victoria.
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In my view this is a somewhat risky budget, because
there is a significant portion of the revenue based on the
property market and subject to factors well outside this
government’s control. Even at the briefing yesterday
the point was made that there is not that much exposure
to the property market, but I would beg to differ. When
you look at the size of the surpluses, the revenue being
gained and the incremental revenue being gained from
the property aspect within this budget are certainly
material to the surplus. So I think that is something we
all need to watch very carefully.
Labor forecast the following employee expenses in its
budgets: in 2015–16 it was $19.9 billion, but the actual
was $20 billion. In 2016–17 it was $20.6 billion, but the
revised figure is $22.1 billion. In 2017–18 it was
$21.5 billion, but the latest figure is $23 billion. In 2018–
19 it is $22.4 billion, and the latest revised estimate is
$24 billion. We can see a 21 per cent increase in
employee expenses in four years, and I can certainly
advise that local people in my electorate of Forest Hill
are not getting a 21 per cent pay rise in four years.
It is also worth noting the annual expense growth, and I
have talked about this in this place before. From 2001
to 2009–10 under Labor the actual annual expenses
growth was 8 per cent. Under the coalition between
2010–11 and 2013–14 it was 3.1 per cent, and we had
forecast it over the out years to be 2.6 per cent per
annum. I have every expectation that the Labor
government will be on track to eclipse their previous
high rate of expense growth, and that is a dreadful
outcome for all Victorians.
Labor in its budgets forecast the following for net debt
levels: in 2015–16 it was $16.9 billion, and the latest
actual is $22.3 billion; in 2016–17 it is $19.3 billion,
with a revised figure of $18.1 billion; in 2017–18 it is
$19.5 billion, and the revised figure is $23.8 billion;
and in 2018–19 it is $19.8 billion, with the latest figure
$25.1 billion. What we see is a 49 per cent increase in
net debt in four years.
I note over the forward estimates the net debt level is
budgeted to reach an extraordinary figure of
$28.9 billion in 2020–21, and that is a staggering
increase on the amount that Labor inherited from the
coalition government and will effectively represent an
increase from the 2015–16 figure of some 71 per cent,
which is just an amazing increase. I note again that that
is despite the windfall gain of $9.7 billion from the sale
of the port of Melbourne.
In relation to the level of infrastructure investment, the
government said it would eclipse the levels of
infrastructure investment as outlined in the coalition’s
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last budget, but that is yet to happen. In 2014–15 the
coalition promised $5.8 billion, and the Labor actual was
$4.6 billion. In 2015–16 the coalition said $7.3 billion
and Labor $4.8 billion, so there are massive differences
there. Again we are hearing a lot of talk about seed
money and planning money, but there is not much
actually happening out there. That again raises the
question: if you look at the infrastructure investment on
budget paper 2, page 48, the obvious question is: where
has the money gone? We have got record levels of taxes
and debt, and yet infrastructure here in Victoria is
languishing. We have got a typical Labor budget, which
is high taxing and high spending — both at record
levels — and an ever-increasing size of government,
with more backroom employees and increasing fixed
overheads while revenue sources are variable.
Just before I close I will touch on the shortest part of
my contribution today, and that is in relation to the
Forest Hill electorate. If we look at what has been done
positively in the state budget for residents in my
electorate, it does not take very long and the answer is,
effectively, nothing. Once again Forest Hill schools
have largely missed out. Fast-growing schools like
Vermont Primary School, Orchard Grove Primary
School and Livingstone Primary School, despite their
well-identified needs, have been completely neglected
by this government. It is a disgraceful situation that
schools in urgent need of capital investment have once
again been neglected by the state government. It is a
matter that I have raised in this house on numerous
occasions with the various ministers who are relevant to
that area. It is a very big disappointment for the
residents of Forest Hill.
In conclusion, it is a bad budget for Victorians, it is a
bad budget for Forest Hill residents, it adds to
cost-of-living issues rather than addressing them and it
is a typical Labor budget — very high taxing and very
high spending. It will be interesting to see in the next
12 months and then beyond, and certainly in next year’s
budget, where some of these numbers are heading. I
think the trend is very apparent, and it is very
concerning for all Victorian residents and particularly
for Victorian taxpayers to see the level of debt
increasing and the level of taxes just continuing to
increase at a staggering rate. All Victorians can
rightfully ask: what is being done with the money?
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — History will
applaud the Andrews government for protecting
women and children first, for protecting us on our
streets and in our homes and for protecting our jobs
against the relentless march of change. History will
acknowledge the Premier’s commitment to confront
family violence, an avoidable crime, with a record
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amount of funding — $1.9 billion. To put that into the
context that we need to know and understand, this is
more than has ever happened in Victoria’s history. It is
more than every other state and territory and the
commonwealth’s contributions combined. This will be
a defining measure of the values and the commitments
of the Andrews Labor government, and it will make
cultural, generational and systemic change. This is a
critical point that is at the heart of this budget to protect
Victorians.
The next proposition is the record amount of
funding — $2 billion — to recruit extra police on the
front line and actually put them on a needs-based
strategy to address the issues that we have to confront
to protect us in our homes, on our streets and in our
communities.
The Andrews government is helping to protect jobs and
create jobs and is the nation’s leader in creating jobs. I
listened to the opposition’s contributions on this, and I
am just so glad the Fairfax journos are back and we can
get an analysis that goes beyond the alternative facts,
the post-truths that we hear from the opposition. Let us
actually go for the obtainable truth that is
evidence-based. This is why we need quality
journalism. We need this analysis to say, ‘What do we
hear?’. In the last contribution we heard that apparently
there is no infrastructure.
The other big proposition from the Andrews
government is its commitment to get rid of those level
crossings, removing the relics of the past that have
stopped productivity and have been dangerous. It
needed to be done, and we are ahead of schedule. They
are creating jobs. These are really important structural
economic reforms that make a difference. They are
good for safety; they will save lives too. They will
increase productivity, and they will create extra jobs
and keep driving the economy. These are the settings,
and these are the issues that you do not hear the
opposition refer to even just obliquely, if at all. We
have to have the debate so that the public understands
the significance of this budget and what it delivers.
The Andrews government is protecting the general
community and individuals through that record
$2 billion investment in police recruitment. The
strategy for it to go where it is needed most is welcome
from my perspective to address and prevent crime. That
is a critical proposition. This is underscored by the
strategy of coordination and collaboration with Victoria
Police and communities. The Andrews government is
leading on job creation. It is critical to provide
opportunities for people, particularly in our postcodes
of disadvantage that we are trying to redevelop into

1311

postcodes of hope. This is fundamental to how we build
a bigger and better society.
It does contrast with the propositions from the previous
one-term coalition government. I have been quite
surprised to hear some of the commentary from the
other side. I understand that as an MP representing
communities it is your duty to advocate on behalf of
your community, but there needs to be perspective.
None of them have had what the people of
Broadmeadows faced — the reverse Robin Hood
strategy, where the money that was allocated was
actually taken out and redistributed. That is what
happened under the one-term coalition government;
that is exactly what occurred, for the information of
those who were not in the Parliament in the last term.
Then there was the managed decline from the federal
government.
Here is an emblem of why Labor matters and the
difference that it makes in taking care of these
communities. When the announcement was made that
the Andrews government was going to fund $163
million for the Northern Hospital, nurses who work in
their life-saving intensive care units had tears in their
eyes when they heard the news. They thought this was
fantastic because it had been a long campaign to make
sure that this development, which was long overdue,
occurred, and the reason was because of wilful neglect
in the past.
I remember only hours before the Baillieu government’s
first budget they put out their report on health
requirements throughout the state, and it showed that the
area of greatest need and highest growth was in
Melbourne’s north. Yet they put it out in the shadow of
the budget only hours before because it would get
overwhelmed and they were not going to put in any
commitment to this community. That was the way they
addressed these communities in safe Labor seats, rather
than actually saying, ‘Here is the area of need and
growth and let’s actually help build these communities’.
That is why the Northern Hospital announcement was so
welcome and the response was such an emotional
response, because this will help save lives.
This example underscores the theme that I have been
constantly trying to get the Parliament to address: safe
Labor seats just cannot be punished by coalition
governments, or they cannot have wilful blindness.
What I am calling for is to have responsible
governments deal with these sorts of issues. Such a
response was also revealed in the funding commitments
to communities devastated by the end of the car
manufacturing industry. I have argued for a
reinvestment of the contribution of the unspent
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$1.324 billion from the automotive transformation
scheme to help these communities. At least we did get
something out of the federal government. There was a
$100 million proposition that they put up for innovation
that can help these communities. That is at least one
proposition that came to fruition. My argument is that
we need to have more unity tickets on propositions that
are clearly in the national interest and clearly in the
community’s interest. You cannot just leave these
communities behind.

From a local perspective, I am delighted that following
the investment we had in last year’s budget we will
soon be opening a surgery in Broadmeadows for the
first time, and that is a fantastic result for the
community that I represent. It goes to how we address
these issues, how we take care of these different
communities right throughout the state and how we
build smarter, healthier, better connected and
sustainable communities. I really look forward to that
proposition coming along as well.

Unity tickets are critical to how we address the other
issues that we want as a state. If you look at the regional
rail proposition, here is the Victorian government
saying to our regions and our country communities,
‘Here is a fantastic opportunity and investment’. And
what do we want? We want the Australian government
to stop playing the politics, because it is clearly defined
that this is in the state interest and the national interest.
Here is an investment that is a wonderful opportunity.
The amount of money is not a lot of money in a federal
budget. Can we stop playing the two-dogs-barking style
of politics that turns people off? We should look to a
unity ticket here and get this done.

I note that in the budget we are going to have a
Parliamentary Budget Office that will be able to assess
different ideas and programs that are put forward by
MPs, and that is an advance. That fits in with what I am
trying to do for my local community and the area
through the Postcodes of Hope strategy. I am delighted
that we have now had endorsement from the Victorian
Planning Authority. Their vision is that:

Similarly with medical research, I have argued that
Victoria is a leader, particularly with the elegant science
that comes out of Melbourne. We have to watch what
happens here with the Medical Research Future Fund,
because politics can now be played about where some
of that funding goes. On merit, historically Victoria has
been the leader internationally for Australia. When the
funding comes out, where it is assessed on merit by the
National Health and Medical Research Council,
Victoria gets more than 40 per cent of the funding. If
you look at the equation that we normally address,
where Victoria has 25 per cent of the Australian
population, on infrastructure, what do we get? About
8 per cent. That is woefully low, unjust and unfair.
Then if we look at what we get for medical research, it
is more than 40 per cent. I just want to put on the record
in the Parliament that this is an issue that we will have
to address and watch in future budgets as well. The
Medical Research Future Fund is one of the great
opportunities, but it also could be our greatest threat to
these wonderful institutions in Victoria.
The Andrews Labor government again has invested,
and the community has had a huge response to
welcome the investments that we are making in
medical research and what that holds for the future.
Building the hospitals, taking care of the patients,
investing where we need it most to get the cures for the
future, and delivering — that is the health proposition
that has been played out by this government.

Greater Broadmeadows will become the powerhouse of
Melbourne’s north. Catalyst investments and actions will
unlock development potential for growth in local employment
and for diversified housing.

This is how we can actually provide the big-picture
vision for communities and connect everyday people
with the big picture so that they can see how it works
for them in terms of the opportunities for education,
lifelong learning, skills and jobs, and then we will
provide that as best we can across the state. These are
the critical underpinnings of this budget, from the
big-picture investments to how you take care of small
communities that have too often been left behind, to
how you actually give them a hand up and to how you
put in the different frameworks that they need as well.
This budget tells a big-picture narrative about the
Victorian government — about it standing up,
delivering on the job and getting it done. What you then
realise is that you do not hear anything from the
opposition about the unfairness of the treatment we are
getting from the Australian government. What is
happening there? Do you want to be the Victorian
government, or do you just want to be a Liberal
opposition? What are you doing? Why do you not
actually stand up and make the call with the Australian
government? If the Australian government wants its
headline to be about fairness and a fair go, then how is
the opposition and how is the National Party standing
up for Victorians? There has been silence, and again I
would call on the investigative journalists or the
political reporters right throughout the media to call out
the opposition on that. What are you doing? Where is
your contribution?
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If you look at infrastructure funding, $1.46 billion is
owed to Victoria under the asset recycling agreement
signed in 2014 for investments in Victorian projects.
The Andrews Labor government had planned to use
this funding to revive regional rail throughout Victoria,
and the Turnbull government has broken its promise,
dictating that we can only spend $500 million on
specific upgrades to regional rail. New South Wales
received their full $2.2 billion allocation for projects of
their choice under the same agreement.
Every Victorian will lose out from the federal
government’s budget, and we have not heard a peep
from the opposition. We have not heard anything more
than some weasel words around the issue. They have
not confronted the issue and are not actually addressing
it, and that is what people are crying out for. They do
not want any more of this partisan ‘playing for your
own political self-interest’. They want people to set
aside the partisanship and to actually govern in the
national interest and in the community’s interest right
across the system. That is what this budget does. It sets
us up for a great year. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr WATT (Burwood) — I rise to speak on the
Appropriation (2017–2018) Bill 2017. Tuesday, 2 May
2017, will be forever remembered as a dark day in
Victoria — a day we returned to the long, dark years of
hard Labor. The people of Victoria have been dudded.
Furthermore, the people of Burwood have been dudded.
I remember when in 2014 the then opposition leader
had an interview with Peter Mitchell. It was actually
28 November 2014. I specifically remember the
interview. I went back and tracked down some quotes
from that interview. Peter Mitchell asked:
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?

And the current Premier said:
I make that promise, Peter, to every single Victorian.

Every single Victorian has the right to feel dudded by
the Premier because he lied. He did not tell the truth. He
told a furphy. Call it what you like — it is a broken
promise. I also note that this was not the only time that
the then opposition leader, now Premier, made exactly
that promise. On 19 November 2014, before the
election, these were election promises that he made. He
took it to the people, the people believed him and he
lied. David Speers said to him in an interview:
So, any higher taxes, levies?

The Premier said:
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Absolutely not.

I have to say that when I look through the budget
papers — I can read, I can count and I can certainly
see — there appears to be about $4 billion a year or so
in taxes. It is a tax grab. It is $4 billion extra. I do not
know about you, Acting Speaker Blandthorn — well,
I do know about you, because you are part of the
government — but you should not go to an election
making a solemn promise, with hand on heart, of no
new taxes and no increases in taxes and then within
three years, in your third budget, say, ‘We have
$4 billion extra in taxes’. We are talking about a
22 per cent increase in taxes since Daniel Andrews
became the Premier.
I do not know how you can go to an election and say,
‘No new taxes, no increases in taxes’, then 22 per cent
and 10 different taxes later tell people, ‘We didn’t break
promises’. That is just unbelievable. As a matter of fact,
the only thing that has increased more than the crime
rate by 20 per cent is the tax rate by 22 per cent, and I
have got to say that the people in my electorate are
getting nothing for it. The member for Forest Hill
talked about the title of the budget. I cannot even
remember what it is, because quite frankly it should be:
‘Doing a job on Victorians’. You go to an election and
you say you are putting people first. Well, this budget
quite clearly is putting politics first.
If you go onto the website — budget.vic.gov.au, for
anyone who is interested — you can put in your suburb
and it tells you what the government is offering in this
budget for your suburb and for your municipality. I
have got three municipalities in my electorate, and it is
interesting to look at them. I had a look at Whitehorse,
and it is interesting to note that the member for Melton
has rorted more money than the entire municipality of
Whitehorse is getting out of the government this year.
As a matter of fact the member for Melton is being let
off paying more money than the entire municipality of
Whitehorse in this budget. That is a disgrace. The
people of Whitehorse, 160 000 people, cumulatively
walk away from this budget with less than the member
for Melton — the rorting member for Melton — and I
notice nobody is saying anything because they know it
is true. Have a look on the website.
If you go to budget.vic.gov.au and put in all the suburbs
in the Burwood electorate, what you will find is that it
does not show anything. Over 1000 pages — nearly
1100 pages — were presented on 2 May in this house
as the budget, and I noted that there are only three
pages in that entire document that talk about my
electorate. My electorate is mentioned in just three
pages in nearly 1100 pages worth. One is a project that
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was funded by the former Napthine government. This
government is finishing the school that we committed
to, Ashwood High School. I note that the budget
actually calls it Ashwood secondary college. For the
information of the Treasurer and maybe the Minister
for Education, the name of the school has changed; it is
actually Ashwood High School. It would be nice to see
that reflected in the budget, but nonetheless it is a
fantastic school with a fantastic principal and fantastic
students — and it will have fantastic facilities as a result
of the former coalition government, and that is
recognised in this budget.
There is money that was committed by the former
coalition government to Parkhill Primary School. There
is money that was put forward by the former coalition
government for Ashburton Primary School. But one
thing that I found interesting that is new — although I
did not see it on the website — is that there is some
$13 million this year for the Markham housing estate
project. Those people who are blind and deaf and do
not listen to anything that goes on in this place might
not know about the Markham housing estate. It is a
public housing estate in my electorate which the
government plans to invest $23 million in so it can then
flog off 75 per cent of it. It is a highly contentious
matter. No-one in my electorate has asked for the
government to invest $23 million in it and then flog
most of it off. Nobody knew about the amount of
money that has been invested, but what they do know is
that the government is going to get super profits out of
this site. That is the only money from this year’s budget
that I can see being spent in my electorate.
Having a look at the local papers, the Progress Leader
notes on page 11 that we were ‘“Ignored” in the
budget’. Once again, as I said, they mention the
Markham housing estate, but the local papers recognise
that the good people of Boroondara have been dudded
by this government. If we take out the Markham
housing estate, the people of Burwood have less money
out of this government than the government is willing
to let the rorting member for Melton off with. There is
less money for my electorate than the rorting member
for Melton gets.
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interesting because there is a line that runs pretty much
through the middle. It is called the Monash Freeway,
and what we all know about the Monash Freeway and
the municipality of Monash — —
Mr Katos — That’s where those country bridges
are.
Mr WATT — That is where the Premier puts the
country bridges program money, into the Mulgrave
country club. It is country down there; the Premier said
so, that is why he puts money there. But let me make
this point. If you look at the City of Monash, at the
bottom half of the municipality we are talking about
Labor-held seats. If you look at the north of the Monash
Freeway, you are essentially talking about Liberal-held
seats. There is a slight crossover, and you will know
where the slight crossover is because you will see there
are projects that have been funded in those electorates.
However, there is nothing new for Burwood or Mount
Waverley and there is very little for the Forest Hill
electorate. I have got to tell you, this budget is nasty,
mean-spirited and certainly reflects on the personality
of the Premier. It is nasty and it is mean-spirited.
I have got to tell you that no-one in my electorate is
jumping for joy at the prospect of paying extra taxes. I
look at it this way: if you are going to increase taxes by
22 per cent, you are going to increase revenue by 22 per
cent. I note that many on that side bleat about the
federal government, but I also note that grant revenue,
which is essentially money you get from the feds, has
gone up from the 2014–15 budget, when we were last
in government, to $29.8 billion. Well over half the
budget is money that has been given to the state by the
feds. We often hear it said, ‘We want to build this
project, but the feds have to pay for it’. I have got to tell
government members that they cannot take credit for
other people’s work and they cannot take credit for
other people’s money, but they can take credit for the
22 per cent increase in taxes.

If you look at the Whitehorse Leader, Whitehorse gets
nothing. The only thing in the budget for Whitehorse
was the state government announcing money that was
actually federal money, and I note that an article on
page 5 of the Whitehorse Leader this week is headed
‘Little joy in budget for the east’.

My electorate are asking, ‘With a 22 per cent increase
in taxes, do we have 22 per cent better services?’. Do
we have 22 per cent more police? The answer is no. Do
we have 22 per cent more teachers? No. Do we have a
22 per cent better health service? Do we have 22 per
cent better education? The answer is no on all of those
counts. As a matter of fact we are not getting 22 per
cent extra; the situation is getting worse. Taxes are
going up by 22 per cent and the crime rate is going up
substantially.

If you go to the website — as I said, you go to
budget.vic.gov.au and put in the details of your
suburb — and look at the City of Monash, it is very

It is a serious issue that my electorate is being dudded
by this government and returning to the dark old days,
the long, dark years of hard Labor, and I think that
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when it comes to the next election the people in my
electorate will remember this day. They will remember
this budget and they will ask themselves, ‘Should we
reward a government that has done us over? Should we
reward a government that has no interest in the
wellbeing of my community?’.
When I look at the money that is being spent in this
budget, I note the 20 per cent-odd increase in expenses
and I also note that the government is talking about
$1.35 billion of cuts. I am yet to find out exactly where.
I looked through the budget and could not find exactly
where it was, but I know the Premier on the day after
the budget talked about a $1.35 billion cut across the
board. So there are cuts there, but the one thing that has
not been cut is employee expenses. In this year alone
employee expenses will go up by about $1 billion.
Think about that. In one year we have got a $1 billion
increase in employment costs. When we were last in
government in 2014–15 employee expenses were about
$17.8 billion and now we are talking about employee
expenses of about $23 billion. We are talking about
over $5.3 billion extra every year in employee
expenses. I do not know where they are going, because
they are not going into police, they are not going into
emergency services in my electorate and they are not
going into getting more teachers or getting more health
professionals in my electorate. We are not seeing this,
so the people in my electorate are saying, ‘Where is the
money going?’, and it can only be going in sweetheart
deals with their union mates, because I cannot see
anywhere else it is going.
There is not extra productivity that I can see. There are
not extra people on the frontline. There just are not.
Two examples would involve the police. The Burwood
police station, which is in my electorate, has actually
closed. The government will never admit it, but it
closed when this government came in. It closed when
the member for Mulgrave became the Premier. I know
the current Minister for Police likes to say that the
hours have been adjusted, but let me tell you: if you
adjust them down to zero, that means it is closed. If the
hours of operation of that police station have been zero
since February 2015, then that is closed.
The Ashburton police station has gone from a
seven-day-a-week station down to two days a week; the
hours have been adjusted from seven days to two days.
That is having a real effect in my electorate. We are
seeing employee expenses go up and we are seeing
police numbers go down. It is a dark day. People will
remember this when it comes to the ballot box —
politics first.
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Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) — I rise today
extremely proud of this Andrews Labor government’s
2017–18 state budget. It is a budget that reinforces our
strong record of responsible financial management
alongside confirming a strong surplus and continued
jobs growth. In conjunction with this we are also
delivering the services and projects that really matter to
Victorians.
One of the measures in this budget that I am most proud
of is our record investment of $1.9 billion into family
violence. Family violence is a national emergency. It is
the biggest law and order issue facing our country. We
promised we would do everything we could to put an
end to family violence. That is exactly what this
funding will work to achieve. That $1.9 billion will go
towards our ongoing commitment to implement every
single one of the 227 recommendations of Australia’s
first Royal Commission into Family Violence. This
includes establishing safety hubs, victim assistance,
after-hours crisis support, counselling and therapy,
enhancing the response of Victoria’s legal system to
family violence — and the list goes on. Our landmark
commitment to ending family violence shows just how
serious the Andrews Labor government is in tackling
this very, very serious issue.
We are also of course investing in schools right across
our state — the education state. This government is
making sure that every child gets the best start in life by
building and upgrading a record number of Victorian
schools. I am absolutely delighted that the budget also
includes $200 000 for Findon Primary School in my
electorate for important upgrades and modernisation. I
saw firsthand just some months ago on a recent visit to
Findon Primary School, a terrific school, just what
those infrastructure upgrades are. I am really pleased
about it and the school has very much welcomed this
investment from our government.
Another aspect that is greatly important to me as the
member for Mill Park is that our government’s
measures are very strong in delivering better hospitals
and emergency services. The Northern Hospital has
received $162.7 million worth of vital upgrades. This
will make a real difference to the people of Mill Park,
who regularly use this hospital and rely on it. Northern
Hospital services more than 365 000 people and the
area has an expected growth rate of 51 per cent up to
2031, which will push the population past
550 000 people. This investment is strongly needed,
after successive Liberal governments neglected the
Northern Hospital after it opened in 1998. The
investment will complete a seven-storey tower and add
96 new inpatient beds, three operating theatres and
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more treatment rooms. There will also be more space
for future expansion of cardiology services, cath labs
and medical imaging.
I am also delighted that this budget goes beyond the
areas that are really important locally to my
community, and I want to talk about the broader
portfolio responsibilities I have and how they are
equally important to my community of Mill Park as
they are to every other part of Victoria. As minister for
the environment I was absolutely thrilled to see
$86 million and an extra $20 million per year ongoing
allocated to protecting Victoria’s biodiversity. This
funding will implement Victoria’s new biodiversity
plan, including funding for targeted on-the-ground
biodiversity actions, native vegetation regulation
reform, reporting marine environment targeted actions,
and so much more.
Our youngest Victorians will also benefit from a larger
budget — $5.8 million in effect — to continue the kid’s
free policy for zoos and $4.4 million to implement
resource-smart programs for schools on sustainability
and our environment. These are excellent initiatives and
they are there to ensure that Victorians of all ages can
play an important role in shaping our environment and
its future. Fifty-four point six million dollars will
improve our parks and reserves, so they can sustain and
grow Victoria’s regional visitor economies, improve the
health of our ecosystems and conserve Aboriginal and
historic cultural heritage. This includes a lot more great
news, and our western suburbs and south-eastern
suburbs will be very happy with this: $20.5 million to
deliver three new parks, one each in Cranbourne,
Werribee and Kororoit Creek. This is fantastic news for
our suburbs.
Our government has also committed $25.4 million over
four years from the Sustainability Fund to take decisive
action and restore our position as a leader on climate
change. Of this, $12.8 million will deliver on our
agenda for climate change action, delivering on our
promises of Victoria’s Climate Change Act 2010,
amendments to which were recently passed by this
Parliament. This includes very important work towards
reaching our emissions reduction targets for 2020
through to 2050 and laying the foundations for
successful adaptation and net zero emissions. This
includes funding to develop Victoria’s greenhouse gas
inventory, supporting government departments to cut
their office space emissions by 30 per cent below 2015
levels — a key commitment made as part of our
TAKE2 climate change pledge program.
The budget also responds to our government’s
independent inquiry into the Environment Protection
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Authority (EPA). There will be $162.5 million over
five years to deliver these landmark reforms in
environmental protection that will protect Victoria’s
environment, livability and the health of every single
Victorian. The budget means funding the reforms that
are needed, as this inquiry has been the first
comprehensive examination of the EPA since its
inception in 1971.
There is $65.6 million for the EPA’s expanded
functions and expertise, including in environmental
public health, scientific leadership, land use planning,
mining and emergency management. There is also
$19.3 million allocated for data and information
provision to improve public access to information. It is
an important measure to ensure the community of
Victoria, business, industry and the community have
transparent and easily accessible information. Funding
these reforms means more officers on the ground, more
investigations and, where necessary, more prosecutions,
creating over 100 new roles within the EPA. Over
40 per cent of the new roles will be located across the
EPA’s regional offices.
The budget is also delivering $30.4 million over four
years from the Sustainability Fund to implement
Victoria’s waste and resource recovery planning
framework. This initiative will increase the recovery rate
for priority materials and reduce the amount of waste
being landfilled. The funding includes $15 million to
fulfil our government’s election commitment to ban
e-waste from landfill. Another measure of the package is
$500 000 for waste energy policy development. All up,
this funding will create about 490 new jobs in waste and
resource recovery and 115 new construction jobs.
The budget also delivers $309.4 million to fund
226 jobs to reduce bushfire risk, refurbish forest-based
assets and protect our forests and wildlife through
better compliance and enforcement. It is a package
that continues an expanded program of bushfire
mitigation on public land, improved forest access,
firefighter safety and so much more; $44 million will
go towards roads, bridges and fire towers, with over
$30 million to significantly boost Victoria’s forestry
and wildlife compliance.
The government also understands our state’s need for a
secure, affordable and sustainable supply of energy for
industry, businesses and homes. That is why we are
investing $122 million to help modernise our energy
system and maintain an affordable energy market for all
Victorians. We are working to assist businesses and
households. We are funding a range of initiatives that
will help Victorians to reduce their energy bills,
including the home energy assist package to upgrade
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the energy efficiency of over 3300 Victorian homes.
We are investing $38.6 million for renewable energy
purchasing and $9.5 million to power Victoria’s tram
fleet with solar energy. Our solar transport initiatives
will deliver $150 million in new capital investment and
create over 300 new jobs in regional Victoria. Our
energy efficiency initiatives will also support 432 new
jobs in energy efficiency services and other Victorian
industries. More broadly we are realising our
commitment to increase renewable energy generation
to 25 per cent by 2020 and 40 per cent by 2025. We
will deliver up to $9 billion in new capital expenditure
and create 11 000 energy sector jobs.
We are also keeping up momentum, with $25 million
already announced to support large-scale energy
storage initiatives across Victoria, creating jobs,
enabling industry expansion, protecting affordability
and maintaining the reliability of our energy grid. I am
also pleased to see funding provided to support the
implementation of key deliverables of the suburban
development portfolio. This includes the establishment
and operation of metropolitan partnerships and the
development and delivery of five-year plans for jobs,
services and infrastructure.
We are a government planning ahead for the growth of
our suburbs, no matter where people live, unlike those
opposite who left the suburbs behind, refusing to invest
in new infrastructure and services where people
actually lived and where they needed them. Our
government is getting on with the job and delivering
key infrastructure for all Victorians, key services for all
Victorians and growing the jobs that people need.
Wherever you live, this is a budget that delivers the
things that really matter to every single Victorian in
their communities, in their workplaces and in their
homes. I am absolutely proud that this budget ticks the
boxes for every single member of the community. I
commend this bill.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to make my
contribution on the budget. This budget taxes
Victorians more but they get less, particularly if you are
from the country. No matter where you live outside of
the donut — that is, Geelong, Ballarat and Bendigo —
there is not much to address the issues of the country in
this budget.
The Andrews government is city-centric. The Premier
promised Victoria no new taxes and yet we have two
new taxes, both of which affect Mildura. The coal tax
may be a long way from Mildura, but its impact is felt,
particularly on electricity prices, which are rising. They
are hurting people, they are hurting businesses.
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Household power bills are a major cost-of-living
pressure and they are not being addressed by this
government.
The Uber tax — or a GP co-payment, as it has been
called — is on every taxi ride. Every pensioner and
person who needs to get around by taxi will pay this,
whether they are going to and from the supermarket or
to the doctor. They will pay $2 a trip or $4 a trip to go
and from the doctor. This will impact on people’s lives.
The river towns all have the usual cross-border
confusion, and cab drivers on both sides of the river are
waiting for an answer: is the tax applicable to someone
crossing the border or not? If so, which way?
The fire services levy is becoming a cash cow for the
United Firefighters Union (UFU). This government is
in the process of trashing the Country Fire Authority
(CFA), which is one of the great volunteer services of
the world. It has kept Victorians safe for 70 years and
they do it all for respect, a payment Victorians have
freely given for 70 years and which they still want to
give. Such is the depth of feeling in the country that
country people want the fire services levy to support the
CFA as a volunteer organisation, not the UFU.
The tax on new cars will impact on vehicle businesses
in Mildura. Again, it is a cross-border problem,
particularly the proximity to South Australia. Those
local businesses employing local people, ensuring
local jobs — what is the government thinking about
these cross-border issues? Again, they are going to
bleed business out of Victoria. The only thing rising
faster than taxes in Victoria is the crime rate and
Mildura does not want to catch Melbourne’s crime
disease. There is much talk about extra police. Where
are they for Mildura?
Then there are the new annual property valuations,
which councils are not happy with. It is no surprise to
us that local government are not happy with this. I have
seen a number of documents suggesting that the
Victorian government has ignored a number of
agreements they had, in particular with the Australian
Local Government Association, where the minister had
signed an intergovernmental agreement on consultation,
the Victorian state-local government agreement, which
this government is a party to. This was also the issue
they were given no warning of, and there was no
consultation. Local government are unhappy with this
budget because they have been left in limbo, trying to
work out whether they need to make staff redundant,
and ratepayers are left wondering what the impact will
be on their rates. Will they go up?
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Now we need to deal with the vacant home tax. Is a
vacant farmhouse taxable if it has not been lived in for
six months? Will seasonal worker accommodation on a
farm — much of which is home-style, meaning it is
vacant for six months between seasons — be taxed?
The devil is in the detail and that detail is sadly
wanting. This too will further alienate country people
from the city-centric government.
What did we look for in Mildura? What we were
looking for was some health services, as always. When
we were in government we invested in purchasing the
Mildura Base Hospital. We doubled the size of accident
and emergency, and oncology, and created another
birth suite double the size of the special care nursery.
We brought mental health all under one roof as well as
committing to a preventative and recovery care unit,
which is being built now. The next thing we need are
ward beds to cope with our growing population.
Everything else is being choked up without the beds at
the end of those front-end systems.
I have raised roads in this chamber before. The
Robinvale-Hattah and Robinvale-Sea Lake roads are
very important economic routes that have changed. I
have raised this matter separately with the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety in an adjournment matter.
But keeping our community safe is extremely
important — the extra police, stopping the trashing of
the CFA and CCTV are all important. The community
of Merbein have made it clear that they want the Labor
government to fulfil the promise it made in 2009, when
it forced the merger of their schools into one to
complete the new school.
On rail, during my time in government we established
and funded the Murray Basin rail project. Rail
infrastructure funding has had a lot of smoke and
mirrors lately, and I will do my best to try to clear the
air and break some of the mirrors around this funding.
There are three funding mirrors and plenty of smoke,
and I think only one of them is reliable. Let us look at
the regional port of Melbourne dividend. There is
$970 million in that, and it is a once-in-a-lifetime
opportunity to transform our transport infrastructure. As
best as I can understand, budget paper 4, page 10,
shows where some of that port dividend is going to
come from and go to. There are a couple of objects
there, and there is the tabulation in the book.
Gippsland rail is getting $435 million. I think that is
justifiable. However, the one that really sticks in my
throat is the major periodic maintenance on regional
rail, at $288 million. You should not be taking a
once-in-a-lifetime opportunity and spending it on
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maintenance. It is not in the spirit of the port of
Melbourne dividend. It is not consistent with so much
of what was debated here, and it should not be for
maintenance. Maintenance is another responsibility of
this government. More trains are part of that as well —
$288 million. If we knew where they were and what
they were going to do, that would be better. The
Shepparton line gets $33 million. That is
understandable. Then sustaining the V/Line fleet gets
$12 million. The normal repairs on this should be a
normal part of running the business, not taken out of
our port dividend. The state government’s regional rail
revival, supposedly from the asset recycling from the
sale of the port of Melbourne is, I think, another bucket
of money.
Thanks to the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee (PAEC) briefing yesterday morning, we
found out and have learnt from the Department of
Treasury and Finance that the asset recycling comes in
two parts: one when the estimate of the market sale for
the value of the port is submitted and then a revised
asset once it is sold. What we have learnt is that only
$877 million has been paid because they missed the
paperwork deadline and lost regional Victoria
$600 million on missing that deadline. And what do
you do? You blame the federal government. It made it
quite clear when that asset recycling was to take place.
Like a child throwing a tantrum, the Treasurer has just
demanded the money. It appears the train has left —
you missed it. I do not know why, I do not know how,
but you missed it.
The next bucket of money for regional rail was
announced in the federal budget. At least this is real
money. The federal government want to have a say in
where the money is spent, and who could blame them
with this lot? At least they have specified some projects
and made some room to move. But all the Victorian
government has resorted to in the last few days is abuse,
because they are the losers. And because they are the
losers, we are the losers. We can be sure that this is a
city-centric Labor government that cannot manage
money, and country Victorians are the losers. You do not
need a Venn diagram to figure this out. When you look
at the intersection of all of these, there is bugger-all in the
middle. And that makes us the losers.
The Murray Basin rail project is a project that is
absolutely vital to support Mildura’s growing economy.
It is to upgrade and standardise the line to the port of
Melbourne. The Nationals in government sold the
Rural Finance Corporation of Victoria to pay for the
Murray Basin rail project — sold one valuable asset to
create another. The project was done and dusted long
before the end of the federal asset recycling program.
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Yesterday, under questioning, treasury revealed that the
Victorian government had missed the deadline for
qualifying for the asset recycling on the sale of the
Rural Finance Corporation. I just think this is
outrageous. How could this have happened? This was
sold years ago. The uplift for that is around $60 million.
It could have paid for the level crossings.

ripping us off, and they are blaming others. On behalf
of the Mildura electorate I say $20 million is the
absolute bare minimum you can deliver to make up for
the embarrassment of not getting that asset recycling in.
The port of Melbourne was one thing, but not to
complete something that was sold under the previous
government is just beyond belief. It beggars belief.

In a news article in the Sunraysia Daily on 24 October
2015 titled ‘Assets scheme key to upgrade’, I raised the
issue that negotiations on the Victorian scheme between
the federal government and the state were yet to be
finalised. But the reporter, Toni Brient, went on to ask
the federal government what was happening. They said
they were in discussions with the Victorian government
for a schedule under the agreement. The Treasurer was
interviewed and said in a statement that negotiations on
asset recycling were continuing and that the state
government intended to use part of the rural finance
proceeds and bonus to fund the Murray Basin rail
project — and you stuffed it up. I cannot believe it. I
am just really, really angry about this because this is
money that belongs in my electorate. We sold an asset
to do this, and you messed it up.

We have got a lazy government that has been a
slowcoach in every respect, and it is trying to hide all
this behind smoke and mirrors. It is not going to wash
in the electorate of Mildura. It is not going to wash
across country Victoria. This was a project that was
going to transform us, and it has been parked by
incompetence. That $20 million is the least they owe
the Murray Basin rail project, and it should be
delivered.

All that stands in the way of a 24-hour freight return
trip to Mildura, which is a vital economic instrument, is
to get level crossings underway. The NorthWest Rail
Alliance supports the level crossings, and the Mildura
Rural City Council supports the crossings. The Rail
Freight Alliance supports the crossings. Well, thank
goodness for the feds. In their budget they put
$20 million extra into the Murray Basin rail project.
Andrew Broad, the federal member for Mallee, says
‘Boom time’ in relation to the booms that are needed on
that railway line to protect it.
There are 138 crossings between Mildura and
Maryborough that need treatment because of a
coroner’s finding about an accident at Litchfield many
years ago where visibility was an issue. What has to
happen is that the trains have to slow to 50 kilometres
an hour when they hit the crossing and cannot
accelerate until after they have left a crossing that does
not have lights and booms. There are 138 crossings.
You can do the maths and work out that many of our
freight trains over much of the route cannot accelerate
to the 80 kilometres an hour that the Murray Basin rail
project is going to deliver.
I just cannot comprehend this. The least that this
government can do to make up for the embarrassment
of its incompetence is to match the federal money, the
$20 million that the feds have put in. Failure to do so
will show that they are neglecting the country and that
they have contempt for country people. They are

Ms KNIGHT (Wendouree) — Across Ballarat this
budget has been so well received. It has been a terrific
budget for Ballarat because it actually makes real
investments in the future health, education and
economic wellbeing of our city. I would like to start
with something that I am really proud of and something
that is really close to my heart, and that is the Mount
Rowan campus of Ballarat Secondary College. It is
such a great school, with really brilliant teachers, a
wonderful community and great kids, but it is no secret
that the buildings and the facilities at this campus really
are not great. But the Andrews government is investing
in the school and investing in the kids, not only those
who are going there today but the kids who will go
there in the future.
I was so pleased to see in the budget $9 million for
Ballarat Secondary College. That will be $3 million for
the Woodmans Hill campus, which is in my colleague
the member for Buninyong’s electorate, and $6 million
for the Mount Rowan campus. That of course follows the
first two budgets of the Andrews Labor government,
which each provided $3 million to the Mount Rowan
campus. That is $12 million from the Andrews
government, and that is going to see this fantastic school
pretty much completely rebuilt. It will include a new
science, technology, engineering, arts and maths
building, upgrades to classrooms and a new food
technology space. Recognising that the appearance of a
school and the school environment are really important
in creating pride in a school and demonstrating value in
education, landscaping and outdoor works will also be
done to make sure that the site is really accessible to
every student. This is really huge news for the
community of Wendouree, but it is also big news for
communities like Creswick and the families that send
their kids to the Mount Rowan campus.
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Investment in education is not something that is just
happening in Wendouree; we have seen in this budget
that it is happening right across regional Victoria. We
saw the Treasurer set aside $76 million to upgrade rural
and regional schools to make sure that every kid gets the
chance to succeed. That is funding that will see
59 schools across rural and regional Victoria
modernised, upgraded or regenerated. More generally I
was really happy to see $84.1 million in this budget to
improve principal and teacher capacity. It is so important
that we do support the terrific teachers that we have in
government schools, who do a great job and who want to
deliver the best education they can to our kids. I think it
is really important that they are supported.
I just want to turn to mental health services and talk
about the budget’s investment in Ballarat. On Monday
we had the Minister for Mental Health in Ballarat to
announce the location of a drug rehabilitation facility in
Ballarat, which is such an important investment in my
community. As we are seeing across Victoria, drugs are
taking a terrible toll on individuals and, of course, on
families. Having rehab beds in our community is a big
deal for those battling against addiction. Like most
people, I know people who really require that service. On
top of that, the minister also talked about the $8.3 million
prevention and recovery care mental health service to be
based in Ballarat, also as part of the budget. That
provides an important additional level of care, not only to
those who experience mental health issues and need that
assistance but also to their loved ones.
A really exciting project of the Andrews government is
the Ballarat station precinct. I cannot talk enough about
this. This is a great project. We saw in a previous budget
an investment of $25 million, so that will see the precinct
completely changed and turned into a major transport
hub that Ballarat needs and deserves. It also attracted
some private investment — $44 million from the
Pellicano Group — and that is also a terrific injection
into our local economy. The redevelopment includes an
upgrade to the heritage goods shed and will feature a
state-of-the-art convention and events centre, a Quest
Apartments hotel, shops, restaurants and a new public
plaza. In this budget we saw $5 million provided for a
bus interchange. That will help towards the transport hub
that is part of the project, and we also saw some funding
to put an additional 100 car parks on the multilevel car
park there. This is really great news for Ballarat but also
for the tourists who will come into Ballarat. We are
delivering on our promise to create the new bus
interchange, and that additional parking will bring the
number of car parks to 405. Those car parks in the
multilevel car park will have improved lighting. There
will be CCTV, and it will mean that commuters will not
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have to struggle and trudge through the muddy gravel to
get from the car park to the station.
I have spoken about a few of those great initiatives, but
I think the cherry on the cake, if you like, is the biggest
news in Ballarat, and that is without doubt the new
Ballarat GovHub. This purpose-built hub for
government activity in Ballarat will bring together
400 staff from existing locations in Ballarat, with
600 positions that will be new to our city. The GovHub
will be constructed adjacent to the civic hall and will
create up to 500 jobs in construction. This is huge news
for Ballarat. The new GovHub will include employees
from a number of departments and agencies such as the
Department of Education and Training; the Department
of Justice and Regulation; the Department of Economic
Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources;
Consumer Affairs Victoria; the Department of
Environment, Land, Water and Planning; the State
Revenue Office; VicRoads; and Services Victoria.
The editorial in the Ballarat Courier of Friday, 5 May,
has it exactly right when it says:
The bigger plan here is to make an integrated government
services hub that serves the whole region if not the state. The
focus on technology and innovation in the specialisation of
the hub then has further benefits in establishing a pool of
expertise and a reputation for the city. The idea has
considerable weight in a country looking to decentralise.

This kind of skills agglomeration can deliver real and
ongoing benefits to a region well beyond the initial
investment.
As we have seen in Geelong — the member for Lara is
in the chamber and I am sure he will agree with me —
with first the Transport Accident Commission, then
WorkSafe and the national disability insurance scheme
(NDIS), industry specialisation absolutely matters.
Geelong has developed a specialisation and grown
highly skilled jobs in the region to support an industry
specialisation in no-fault insurance. Ballarat has such an
opportunity with this announcement — an opportunity
to build on our city’s technology and innovation
strengths. This announcement is about much more than
600 new jobs to our city. It is about jobs that provide a
clustering of skills in our city — a clustering that
delivers much greater potential than a single
government entity.
I am excited about what this means for Ballarat’s
future. I quote from the Premier’s media release of
4 May:
As part of the project, the Labor government will work with
the city council to improve CBD car parking and offset the
losses of parking at the civic hall site. This includes providing
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$2 million towards the city council’s CBD Parking Action
Plan. This will allow the council to commence delivery of at
least 1000 nearby car parking spaces.

This project will bring new public service positions to
our city, building on our local economic strengths;
create jobs in construction; get something substantial
happening at the civic hall site and boost car parking.
It is great news for Ballarat all round. And as members
would expect, this announcement has been greeted
with great excitement by a whole range of people. It
has been variously described as ‘hugely significant’ by
the CEO of the Committee for Ballarat, Melanie
Robertson, and as ‘transformational’ by Commerce
Ballarat.
But I am not sure which front page headline in the
Ballarat Courier is the most positive about this
initiative. It could be ‘CBD transformation — budget
win for city’s heart’ on Wednesday, 3 May, or it could
be ‘Service hub to lead CBD boom’ on Friday, 5 May.
Either way, members will understand the excitement in
Ballarat at this great Andrews government initiative
funded through the 2017–18 budget.
While Ballarat is my focus, and the interests of the
people of Wendouree my passion, the Andrews Labor
government is looking after all parts of regional
Victoria. A GovHub, similar to the one in Ballarat, will
be set up in the Latrobe Valley, bringing
150 government jobs to the region, and planning
kicking off for a third GovHub in Bendigo. These great
initiatives are also part of this 2017–18 budget.
The Andrews government’s third budget is great for
Ballarat, but it does have a history behind it. It builds on
previous budget announcements made by the Andrews
Labor government. It builds on the massive $25 million
to turn the Ballarat station precinct from a gravel car
park into a centre of activity by adding 100 car parks to
the already planned multilevel car park and it delivers
on our promise to build a new bus interchange, making
Ballarat station a true transport hub in our city. This
budget funds Ballarat Secondary College to complete
the rebuild of the Mount Rowan campus, building on
the $6 million that was provided in previous budgets. It
provides $8.3 million for a prevention and recovery
care mental health service that follows the Andrews
government’s investment in a new catheterisation lab
currently under construction at Ballarat Base Hospital.
It funds a major urban regeneration project with the
GovHub that will turn a derelict part of our city into a
centre of jobs and innovation. This of course follows
the station precinct development that will similarly
transform the physical fabric of our city.
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But it all comes back to jobs of course. Because of this
budget there will be 600 state government positions
new to Ballarat at the GovHub and 500 jobs in
construction. This follows the jobs created in upgrading
the Eureka Stadium, the just-completed C.E. Brown
Reserve change rooms and the more than 100 jobs that
will come through construction at the station precinct.
There is no doubt that all these jobs will be great for
Ballarat and will build on the success that the Andrews
Labor government has had in reducing the
unemployment rate in my region. The successes come
about by creating an environment in which private
sector investment is attracted to the regions. This
budget makes great changes to encourage jobs and
population growth in regional Victoria.
First home owner grants will encourage housing
construction outside Melbourne, and a payroll tax
regimen that will make payroll tax in regional Victoria
the lowest in the nation. Both these initiatives will be
great for jobs. In fact when the Premier was announcing
the GovHub, he told the story that he had been
somewhere the night before and had spoken to a
businessperson from Ballarat who said that a
back-of-the-envelope estimation suggests they will save
$40 000 in payroll tax and they would use that to
employ another person. You can expect those stories to
be replicated right across the region. I am particularly
pleased about that initiative.
Jobs have always been my highest priority and they
have always been the Andrews government’s highest
priority. The proof is in the pudding. With this budget,
and with previous budgets of the Andrews Labor
government, we see initiatives that will boost jobs
growth. For that I want to thank the Premier, and I also
want to thank and congratulate the Treasurer on this
budget. I particularly thank them both on behalf of the
people of Wendouree for the amazing initiatives that
have been funded which are going to take our city from
strength to strength.
Mr T. SMITH (Kew) — It is my pleasure to speak
on the budget this year. I was not given the opportunity
to speak on it last year because of the bizarre and
haphazard way the Labor Party, and particularly the
Leader of the House, runs this place. The Leader of the
House decided, for reasons best known to herself and
unbeknown in most Westminster parliaments, that the
house would sit for one day last week to have the
budget presented and then we would disappear for the
rest of the week. Then in a cynical, shameless and
juvenile ploy, the Labor Party decided that it would
have Parliament sit this week and allow us to have our
address-in-reply this week, which is totally against the
traditions in this place. Quite frankly, it was pathetic,
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juvenile and totally unnecessary, but that is what they
decided to do to try to crowd out our budget reply with
the federal budget.
The problem that Labor has found this week is that its
budget has been completely ignored because the
member for Melton is still here asking questions. The
member for Melton has completely stolen the oxygen
from Labor’s third budget. Labor’s third budget has
been hijacked by the two thieves who still sit in this
house — the members for Tarneit and Melton. These
two crooks have rorted $200 000 from taxpayers, and
this has ruined the selling of Labor’s budget.
Mr Riordan interjected.
Mr T. SMITH — There are a number of things that
could be built with $200 000, member for Polwarth.
My electorate got absolutely nothing in this budget. We
could have done with $200 000 to address a whole host
of different issues. But, quite frankly, the fact that the
member for Melton got up in question time and asked a
question yesterday, bringing the house down, having
the member for Bass ejected for simply suggesting to
the Speaker that he should be throwing out the rorting
crook, the member for Melton, and not himself — —
Mr Howard interjected.
Mr T. SMITH — The fellow over there who thinks
what the member for Melton did was simply a minor
misdemeanour — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr T. SMITH — A parking fine indeed! I am
completely shocked that the member for Buninyong
thinks that it is a minor misdemeanour — a minor
misdemeanour to rort $200 000 from the taxpayer! The
output for the Parliament is missing $200 000 because
the member for Tarneit ran off with $37 000; he packed
off down to Queenscliff to put his feet up. Meanwhile,
the member for Ocean Grove went off to live in a
caravan park. He charged $174 000 for the privilege.
He has a couple of houses in Melton that he could have
flogged off to pay back his $174 000 worth of rorts. He
chose not to do that. He could have flogged off the
property he owns in St Kilda that apparently is too
small but, I would imagine, is actually worth quite a lot
of money. Or he could have done what the rest of us do
when we have to pay back a lot of money
instantaneously — that is, take out a loan. He chose not
to do that.
He has now got this bizarre payment plan with the
Parliament that the Premier pretends not to know
anything about. It is simply unbelievable that this bloke
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has received millions of dollars over 25 years —
25 years in this place. He has received millions in
wages, and when he leaves this Parliament he is going
to receive millions in a state-funded pension for the rest
of his days. That grub — that rorter, that crook, that
thief — has no right to be here, and he should be
evicted. He should be asked to leave if he will not pay
the full amount back.
This budget is missing $200 000 in rorted moneys that
those members ought to have paid back immediately. It
is beyond belief that those opposite jump up and down
and carry on about those of us on this side of the house,
who stand for truth and for justice and for honesty in
the way that we deal with public money. And it is
simply beyond belief that you still run a protection
racket for these ghastly people. What have you been
doing? You should throw these people out. You should
join with us and have these people removed from
Parliament or at the very least have them pay the
money back in full. The fact that you do not, the fact
that you are about to call a quorum on yourselves in my
own budget speech, is utterly pathetic.
The smirk from the member for Mordialloc gives the
game away, as per usual. Shame on you, sir, and shame
on the Labor Party for their grubby, underhanded
tactics in not even allowing the coalition to give their
budget reply in the week that the budget was delivered
because you were too scared about hearing about poor
old Don and Telmo. Well, guess what? They ruined
your budget week this week. You have had nothing in
terms of media coverage. You have been swallowed up
by the federal budget —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomson) —
Order! Through the Chair, please.
Mr T. SMITH — Through the Chair indeed, Acting
Speaker. Whilst we are talking about crooks, I am
going to move on to the Country Fire Authority (CFA).
The government still has not come to a conclusion
about what to do with Peter Marshall. Peter Marshall is
still coming in and out of 1 Treasury Place, pulling the
strings and telling people what they can and cannot do.
Peter Marshall is this great force within the government
who is compelling them to do things that are possibly
illegal and possibly against the values and wishes of
60 000 volunteers. It is quite unbelievable that we still
do not have a resolution to this dispute that Daniel
Andrew said was fixed a year ago. A year ago he said,
‘It needed to be fixed, and I fixed it’. Well, it is not
fixed. It still continues to fester and to create
disharmony and discord amongst rural communities
around our state.
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Why has it not been fixed? Because, quite frankly, the
government does not have the guts to tell Peter
Marshall, ‘You are not getting what you want’. They
are still playing around with this bully, this thug, this
grub of an individual. They will not tell him no. They
are going to give him his vetoes, and they are going to
give him all the bizarre and frankly unfathomable
things that this man wants with the CFA. He wants to
take control of the CFA, control of the operations of the
greatest volunteer force that this state knows — the
CFA, which has protected lives and property for
70 years.

Well, you forgot about law and order, and look what
happened. A crime wave developed that you did not
respond to — a crime tsunami which has seen lives and
property ruined around our state like never before. It
requires the strong leadership of the Liberal and National
parties to return to the Treasury bench in order for law
and order and respect for the rule of law to be restored in
this state. It needs it desperately. Hopefully next
November we will have that opportunity to restore law
and order and good government to this state, because
under Labor you are always going to get an approach
that is soft on crime and soft on the causes of crime.

The fact is that the government still will not answer
questions in this place. Minister Merlino and Premier
Andrews are still incapable of answering questions in
this place about what exactly they are trying to do. We
are hearing about Simon Crean being brought in at the
last minute to desperately try and resolve this disaster
for the government — a disaster that has festered for
over a year. The key point is that we do not know what
Simon Crean was paid, but he joins a long list of
people, like Greg Sword or indeed Tony Bates or Chris
Eccles, or goodness knows who else, who have been
dragged in at the last moment. Apparently Ian Ross
made a bit of a cameo at some point there last year.

In my electorate police numbers have been cut. There
has been no investment in Boroondara police station. In
the time that I was the mayor or a councillor at the City
of Stonnington, or even in my role as the member for
Kew, I never witnessed such a number of constituents
as the number who are coming to me currently saying
that they are genuinely scared. They are scared of living
in Melbourne! This is Melbourne, for God’s sake; it is
not Johannesburg, and it has been turned into
Johannesburg because of the policies of this
government.

Why can these people not get a result for the people of
Victoria? Because they are trying to negotiate with a
bully and a thug who, for example, will not even allow
his members to take part in a review of gender diversity
in the fire services. That is the sort of individual we are
dealing with. Labor will not defend this. Labor are
running a mile from this, but they have to deal with this
because the simple question that has never been
answered is: what does Peter Marshall have on the
Premier? That is the key point here that no-one has
answered, and in the fullness of time whatever this man
has on the Premier of Victoria will be revealed.
In my electorate of Kew we got nothing — not a
cracker. We could have done with $200 000 for any
number of playground upgrades and the like in local
schools and local parks. It is a nasty, divisive, typically
class war budget from the Labor Party. In my electorate
the crime rate is escalating out of control. It has
increased by 25 per cent since Labor was first elected in
2014. The state crime rate has increased by 20 per cent
since Labor was first elected in 2014. The simple fact is
that the government was so slow to move, so slow to
respond. You pretended it was not an issue or it was not
an issue that you wanted to talk about because it was
not on Mr McLindon’s grid. That grid said that you
could only speak about health, education, public
transport and jobs.

Again in my electorate we wanted money for Guide
Dogs Victoria, a very good cause. It does enormous
good throughout our society.
Mr Riordan — $200 000 for them.
Mr T. SMITH — We could have had $200 000 for
Guide Dogs Victoria, but the members for Melton and
Tarneit rorted that. They thieved it and took it down to
the beach. We wanted money for schools like Kew
Primary School and Kew East Primary School, which
desperately need new upgrades to infrastructure. But
we got none of that because this is an unpleasant
government, a government that is divisive and that is
obsessed with the class war politics of yesteryear. Of
course they were never going to give anything to Kew;
of course they were not. Why would they bother? They
do not govern for all of us; they govern for a select
few — their few — not for the whole of Victoria and
not in the interests of the whole state. But it is
disappointing when there are such massive issues to
deal with.
The government seems to be obsessed with the niche
concerns of a cosseted urban elite. The coal royalty rise
that has occurred, along with the other massive tax
rises, has ensured that we have lost 22 per cent of our
energy grid. We have lost Hazelwood; Hazelwood has
closed down under this government. That is a complete
catastrophe for our state, a catastrophe for energy
security and a catastrophe for cost-of-living issues.
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People’s energy bills will go through the roof, mark my
words, over the next year because of the lack of
baseload power and security. I cannot believe that the
government simply stood by and allowed 22 per cent of
our coal-fired power generation to evaporate overnight.
Governments need to show leadership on those
important issues, and this government, simply for
ideological reasons, stood by and watched that great
power station, that great beacon of our history go. Part
of the great legacy of Sir John Monash was building the
Latrobe Valley to ensure that this state had a cheap
source of power to build our manufacturing industries,
the sorts of manufacturing industries that were
generated right across our state as a result of the
farsighted policies of the Hamer government, which
decentralised Victoria like no other government had
done before. It brought industries such as Mars to
Ballarat and to Wodonga.
Mr Riordan — Alcoa.
Mr T. SMITH — Alcoa, indeed, thank you,
member for Polwarth.
We know that this government does not have a
population policy. It has no plans to decentralise our
population from Melbourne — 77 per cent of our
population lives in Melbourne and 92 per cent of annual
arrivals come to Melbourne. We have no plan in this
budget to decentralise our growth throughout our state.
The regional rail announcement some weeks ago by the
Premier was a total fraud in the sense that he
announced $1.4 billion without having any ability
whatsoever to pay for it. Why would you do such a
cynical thing? Because you know you do not have a
population plan. You have no idea how to decentralise
the population in our state, which is so crucial to
improving the livability of Melbourne. Labor does not
have a plan to improve Melbourne’s livability, and we
do. We have a plan that is farsighted and forward
thinking. We have been going around Victoria over the
last six months speaking to communities across our
state — in Wodonga, Shepparton, Mildura, Cranbourne
and Geelong — and we will be going to many other
places over the next six months. We have been listening
to people about how we can take the pressure off
Melbourne and grow country Victoria.
Regional transport interlinkages are very, very
important. It is not going to be the only aspect of this,
but announcing faux transport plans two weeks before
the federal budget to try to verbal the federal transport
minister into doing something is no way to govern. It is
no way to provide leadership for our state. It is no way
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to solve the big issues that are facing Victorians. It is
another cynical ploy by a cynical government that did
not even allow the opposition to respond to its budget in
the week it was delivered. It was an outrageous set of
cynical political decisions that it will be condemned for
long from this time.
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — It gives me
great pleasure to speak on the Appropriations (2017–
2018) Bill 2017. To paraphrase something Teddy
Roosevelt said at the turn of the last century, ‘Every
time the honourable member opens his mouth’ — and I
mean the honourable member for Kew — ‘he subtracts
from the sum total of human wisdom’. The fact that
members of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee will have to listen to him for the next
55 hours over the next two and a half weeks fills me
with dread.
I am not surprised that the member for Kew and all his
other colleagues talk about everything but the budget,
because if I were in their shoes, I would be embarrassed
to talk about the Andrews budget. It is a profoundly
well-accepted budget. In fact I have lost count of all the
articles that the Treasurer read out from the media about
how well commended this budget has been across the
business community, across community sporting groups
and across the whole Victorian community.
Then you have got post-truth politics in action in this
chamber like I have never seen them before, with the
member for Kew saying that there is no media.
Honestly, if he had one ethical bone in his body, he
would be taking those media articles that the Treasurer,
the Premier and all of us have referred to and saying,
‘Maybe I am actually fibbing just a bit’. I understand
the notion of stretching the truth in politics, but those on
the other side — and I will get to the member for
Mount Waverley later in my contribution — have just
gone beyond a joke to the point where they are doing
themselves and the whole political class a disservice.
Nonetheless my contribution is not just about this
budget. It is primarily about this budget, but this budget
has to be seen within the context of not just this one but
the two budgets before it and the one next to it, because
you do not build a fair society, as the Premier has said,
with one budget. You do not build a better society with
one budget; you build it by forming a relationship with
the community, with Victorians, and building budget
after budget after budget with changes to society. That
is what this government is doing. We are changing
society every single day. No clearer is that evident than
in the area of the prevention of family violence. We are
changing society.
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We did not set out to hoodwink people by making some
election promises that we would never deliver just to
get into office. We did the hard yards from the very,
very beginning. This budget, like the two before it, is an
investment in the Victorian community. When he was
the Leader of the Opposition the now Premier rallied
the team and did the hard policy yards. Acting Speaker
Thomson, you were a part of that team, as was the
Minister for Tourism and Major Events, who is at the
table. I was not, but the team did an amazing job. It
took a defeat in 2010 — and I have said this before in
this chamber — and consolidated under the leadership
of the Premier. It went around Victoria with its Labor
Listens tour — —
Ms Graley interjected.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — Labor Cares tour, I thank
the member for Narre Warren South. It did a stellar job.
It did an incredible job in meeting with average
Victorians. We heard the member for Kew talk about
meeting with Victorians over the last six months.
Whoopee! It was about time.
That Labor team, led by the now Premier, met with a
whole range of people. It met with women and children
around Victoria, in their living rooms and in town halls,
and found out their needs. It found out about the
enormous impacts of family violence. If you do not
listen, you do not hear the things at the top end of town.
That team was in the living rooms of Victorians,
listening to the painful cries of women and children
around family violence.
The Labor team met with apprentices and came up with
innovative solutions to help apprentices retain their
apprenticeships through, for example, initiatives like
half-price registration and through funding TAFEs.
These are really articulated and well-reasoned policies
that come from speaking to people and listening to
people. The other side do not accept that. They do not
do that work.
That team, led by the now Premier, talked to average
Victorians about the impact of the ambulance dispute.
Do you remember that on the back of all the
ambulances it said, ‘Resolve the ambulance dispute’?
They actually sat and listened to people. They talked to
regional Victorians about isolation and the lack of
infrastructure. They talked to everyday Victorians about
the environment. That is why we have the boldest
targets on renewable energy of any state and the
commonwealth. They talked to average Victorians and
parents with kids with special needs about the impact
that mainstream schooling has on their children. They
talked to parents with kids — —
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Ms Thomas interjected.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — Absolutely, it was proper
policy development, as the member for Macedon said.
They talked to parents with children who are desperate
for medical marijuana so that they can see some
positive healing for their children. They talked to
principals and teachers about their schools. They talked
to outer suburban communities about their lack of
infrastructure and then responded with aggregate road
projects and tendering, as the Premier and the Treasurer
announced months ago in the west, and I know that will
be coming in other areas of Melbourne. They talked to
victims of crime about the impact of the justice system
and the enormous mess that the previous government
left us with, a 44 per cent recidivism rate. They talked
to average Victorians about the impact of those bail
laws that failed us that were developed by the
Baillieu-Napthine governments. In response we
developed proper bail laws, developed proper
resourcing for police. Everyday Victorians mattered in
our consultations.
Of course one of the flagships of that Labor opposition,
that team led by the now Premier, was they talked to
average Victorians about the congestion and level
crossings and the number of deaths at those level
crossings, and in response developed the policy to rid
this state of 50 level crossings. I could go on in a whole
range of areas: rental laws, first home buyers. This is a
government that did not wake up one day and think,
‘Oh, we’ve got the Treasury benches, let’s put a budget
together that’s going to get us through’. No. This is a
government that started its evolution years before we
had access to the Treasury benches. It started its
evolution in opposition and did the hard yards under the
current Premier.
This is a story of building a government that has
longevity, not the story of building a political
campaign. We came to office with an agenda, an
incredible and powerful agenda driven by people and
the aspirations of average Victorians. Budgets are not a
shopping list. It is not good enough going around the
community and just adding up the sum total of what
they are after because anyone could do that; any
monkey could do that. A proper budget and the ones we
have delivered so far are about applying the aspirations
of Victorians, together with values, intellect and
prioritisation, and ending up with a quality budget.
I bet those on the other side, in the privacy of their own
offices, are thinking, ‘How on earth do they do it?’ —
referring to us — ‘How do they do it? How do they get
it so right? They fund social policy. They fund
$2 billion in police. They have flagship programs like
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level crossings and family violence, yet they have lower
debt than we had. How do they do it?’.

that is what the team did in opposition and that is what
the team that I am proud to be a member of now does.

They must be so upset about that because they were
once the economic managers. We have lower debt now
than we did under them. We have higher growth than
we did under them. We have higher employment by a
long shot than we did under them.

There is an enormous amount in this budget for my
community, an enormous amount: $10 million for
Oakleigh station, $4 million for Huntingdale station,
$7.6 million for the bus interchange, $10 million for the
Alexander theatre redevelopment at Monash
University, $1.5 million for Carnegie Primary School
and $3.5 million for Hughesdale Primary School. That
is not because we favour Labor seats. The member for
Kew did not do any work to get anything for the guide
dogs or for the Kew primary schools; he did no work.
Not once did he meet with the Minister for Education
and lobby. Not once did he bring the principals in here
and lobby — not once.

Mr Pearson — Two hundred thousand jobs.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — That is right, 200 000 jobs,
member for Essendon. And they think to themselves,
‘We can’t get a break. They not only cover off
aspirations of Victorians, they do it economically
responsibly’. Because that is Labor.
What is the alternative? Politics is about choices.
No-one is going to have the perfect government,
although this is as close to a perfect government I
reckon as you could get. In Victoria at the moment the
choices are clear. You have the Andrews Labor
government or you have the hapless, angry, shouty
Leader of the Opposition and his ragtag — whatever
the term is — team. Or potentially in a horror scenario
you could have a Greens bastardised government. The
fact that the Greens vote with the Liberal-National
Party coalition in the upper house more than they vote
with Labor is testament to that association.
But you know we do not have to go too far in judging the
opposition because they were in government four years
ago. Most of them on the other side were in government
four years ago, and what did they do? They were a
basket case. I have referred to an article by Josh Gordon
in the past in this place. Josh Gordon in the Age a few
months ago said that the Liberal government back then
were backending their important work like infrastructure
projects. Others would have read the same article.
Effectively it was all about political cycles and when best
to do things to get a political benefit. That is no way to
run a government, and it is definitely no way to run a
state. According to the article, and I quote:
The challenge, so the thinking went, was to change the shape
of the bell by extending the upswing, delaying the point at
which the peak was reached, and slowing the eventual rate of
decline.
In this, the former coalition government failed abysmally. If
you charted its political trajectory, the bell shape would be
tremendously skewed towards the start of the cycle, with a
peak immediately after the 2010 election, followed by a tail of
decline lasting almost four years …

That is a political strategy and a disastrous one, whereas
we did not have a political strategy. We had a strategy to
build longevity in a progressive Labor government, and

Of course I have mentioned family violence, and there is
$1.9 billion allocated, and the further level crossings we
are doing. Before I come back to those, I do want to just
address the absolutely horrendous untruths perpetuated
today in a contribution in this place by the member for
Mount Waverley. I have got to say this man must be
living in an alternate reality. I just do not understand it.
The stuff he was coming out with — I wish I had the
transcript here — was absolutely atrocious. Mendacious
is a very light term to use in relation to him. He must be
living in a world where they did not lose the election —
Dennis Napthine is still the Premier — because I just
cannot understand where he is coming from. To be really
frank, the member for Mount Waverley has all the
hallmarks of Donald Trump.
Worse perhaps, even disregarding the low bar that
Donald has set on integrity and truthfulness, the
member for Mount Waverley spoke about police
stations in my community. Let us go to the facts. This
goes to integrity of political leadership. It goes to the
voting public in the future when they will judge him
and his team for the absolute rubbish perpetuated in this
place by them.
In 2014 hundreds of thousands of dollars was spent by
the Napthine Liberal government through Victoria
Police to investigate the closure of four police stations
in my community. That is a fact, a fact that I put in a
press release in August 2014 when I was a candidate.
Quoting from that press release:
Reports have indicated that the police stations planned to
close in our area include Oakleigh, Mount Waverley, Glen
Waverley and Clayton.

That was in 2014 when they were in power. The
member for Mount Waverley got up today and said
‘that was our plan’ — he absolutely said that today in
this chamber. How could that be our plan when we
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were not in power? But do not take my word for it. An
article in the Age on 11 August 2014 — who was in
power on 11 August 2014 but the Napthine
government? — said, ‘Four key police stations may
close’. Who was in government? They were. I
remember I was out at the Oakleigh police station at the
time with the shadow minister for police then, who is
now obviously a minister in our government,
guaranteeing all those stations.
I do not recall seeing the member for Mount Waverley
at all. But he gets up here now in opposition claiming
that was our idea. He also made the ridiculous comment
that ‘we did the heavy lifting when it came to police’
during his term, referring to a $27.5 million upgrade of
the police academy. Okay, fantastic: a $27.5 million
upgrade. How does that compare to $2 billion worth of
investment? Heavy lifting? This is why people get sick
of politics. That kind of absolute rubbish and those kind
of lies do nothing to serve him or the political class.
These are the facts. Under the last government — the
Napthine government — $113 million was cut from
police funding. That is a fact. Go back to the budget
books — there was almost 500 staff cuts to Victoria
Police, stations were closed — —
Mr Eren — Shame!
Mr DIMOPOULOS — An absolute shame — and
there was no funding for even one additional police
officer. I do not mean filling casual vacancies; I mean
additional to the staffing profile. Not one.
Let us also go to the Monash region that the member
referred to. Between 2011 and 2014, under the Liberal
government, frontline police numbers in Monash
dropped a whopping 23 per cent. Heavy lifting? No, I
do not think so. Yes, 23 per cent — that is a fact from
Victoria Police’s own statistics. That is not me saying
it; that is Victoria Police saying it. And it was not just
Monash. There were over 20 police service areas that
suffered cuts to police of over 20 per cent.
But here is another fact: under this government we have
already increased frontline police in Monash. We are
reversing the damage. But do not worry, there is even
more to come. The member also referred to
Murrumbeena station in his contribution. I do not know
whether the member is aware that it was under a
government that his party led that Victoria Police
closed Murrumbeena station twice. They closed it first
and Steve Bracks’s administration had to open it, then
they closed it again when they were last in government
and we had to reopen it.
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I might remind the member for Mount Waverley that
the last time the Liberals — and I have said this before
and those opposite were in horror, a sort of feigned
indignation — that the last time the Liberals funded
additional police in Victoria was as far back as 1982. I
think the member for Mount Waverley might have been
five or six then. I note the member has also been
referring to statements from a private member of the
Labor Party. He keeps saying senior Labor figures said
this, that and the other. If I held every Liberal Party
member to account for what they said and made it
opposition policy — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — Do you know what? I have
got more to come. I have got a lot more private
statements from Liberal Party members that I will just
assume is Liberal Party policy. Those are the basic
politics that people are sick of. You cannot do anything
to escape a fantastic, popular budget, so you resort to
awful, degrading tactics. You will pay for those come
the next election, because people will not vote for you.
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — I rise to speak on the
Appropriation (2017–2018) Bill 2017. When you think
about it, for the electorate of Gembrook it is nothing
short of a joke to have a growth corridor from Berwick
through to Pakenham totally ignored by this
government and to have the Country Fire Authority
(CFA) service — which those on the other side speak
so proudly about funding — have a funding cut in this
budget. They have cut the funding to the CFA. At the
same time they have failed to put in this budget or talk
about their real plans for the future of the CFA, and I
will start with that.
We talk about the CFA and the future of the CFA. We
have 35 integrated stations in this state. They are spread
out around the urban growth areas, out in our regional
areas and up to Mildura. At those stations there is a
history of career and volunteer firefighters working
together, side by side, over a long period of time. It is a
very proud volunteer organisation, one that everyone
should be proud of and should be proud to support, but
this government is absolutely determined to destroy the
very soul of the CFA. They want to go and push out
volunteers from the stations that they have proudly built,
such as at Pakenham, Lara, Mildura and Warrnambool.
Volunteers will no longer be allowed in those stations if
those opposite get what they want from working
continuously with the United Firefighters Union.
A second aspect of the budget — and I have been
looking for this the whole way through, because I
specifically remember one of our earlier questions to the
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now Minister for Emergency Services about this — is
presumptive legislation. Presumptive legislation is
something that at the last election this side of the table
committed to bringing in. We have all of the documents
showing that we had it ready to go. But at the same time
the Labor Party came out and said they would do it.
The now Deputy Premier went one step further. He
spoke to his local captain so that he could get the local
vote in his area and said, ‘I will deliver presumptive
legislation within 100 days’. Then he came out later
and said, ‘That’s not true. I never said that’. Well,
10 stat decs from volunteer captains said the contrary.
They said that he did say that. Then he called them
liars. To add to that, if you go back and look over
Labor’s 2014 financial statement, it has presumptive
rights for firefighters, but in 2015–16 there were none.
So we have to assume that he knew that the 100 days
statement was a lie.
In 2016–17 there was $12.9 million. We were already
$12.9 million behind because there was nothing in the
2015–16 budget. You would think that, in all honesty,
you would catch up in this budget. In this budget you
would give $13.3 million, plus the $12.9 million, which
would give you just over $25 million. And how much is
in this budget for presumptive legislation? It is a pretty
easy answer, because it is the same as it was in 2015–
16, which is zero. It was just another lie from the
government to the volunteers in this state, and it is not
acceptable.
When you go through the budget and look at the
emergency management capability, you see that it is
being cut by $47 million. Those on the other side, who
hold up the emergency services in praise, have cut
$47 million. The actual spend in the year prior was
$1.185 billion. It is now down to $1.138 billion — a
reduction of $47 million. How does that affect
firefighters? There is going to be less equipment, less
trucks and less chance of responding properly to fires to
protect our communities.
They are a long way behind on their stated outcomes,
and one of those is the base capital fleet upgrade. Go
back to last year’s budget — 2016–17 — which said
that this was going to be delivered on time and on
budget. What we see now is $4.215 million being taken
away from vehicle purchases. In this budget there is a
reduction of $4.215 million, and they have made it even
worse — they have extended it by 12 months. They
have reduced the cash for this program and have
delayed it by another 12 months. Therefore people
waiting for truck deliveries at CFA stations are going to
have to wait longer. The fleets at some of these CFAs
are getting well and truly too old. Cardinia CFA has
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one of the oldest fleets of the whole state and is now
going to have to wait longer to get pumpers and
tankers, which are the very vehicles that are first on the
road to protect Victorians.
One of the worst parts of this budget is the volunteer
numbers. Although this is not a financial part of the
budget, the budget states what the expectation of
government is in terms of volunteer firefighters. We
know where this government is heading with
firefighters. You only need to look at their target of
43 000 firefighters and the reality that their outcome is
only going to be 39 206. That puts them at
3800 volunteers short. They are out there disrespecting
volunteers and speaking down about volunteers, and
today we saw the member for Lara come out and call
one of our volunteers a liar for the way he confronted
those opposite and said that he cannot wait to get real
firefighters in Lara. That shows the respect they have
for volunteers.
So why would we expect Victorians to stand up for this
government and volunteer for the best volunteer
organisation in the world? Why would we expect them
to come on board, to help out our state when we need
them the most and to make sure we have firefighters in
the future? I can tell you now that from our side of
government we would commit to that. We would make
sure that our volunteers are protected and respected into
the future. We would make sure that the stations they
have proudly built and been involved with for so long
can remain and that volunteers and career firefighters
can work side by side to make sure that the future of
surge capacity across our state is guaranteed forever.
Onto another shadow portfolio of mine, which is the
environment. There is a statement that came out
recently from the Australian Council of Recycling
(ACOR) president, Grant Musgrove. Normally you
would say that he would not be siding with us too often.
He is a former Labor member from Queensland, a
well-respected Labor member from Queensland, and he
is now the chair of the national body ACOR. He said:
It’s a national disgrace with only $20 million earmarked to be
returned to industry and local government over the next four
years, compared to hundreds of millions of dollars in other
states.

He is talking about the Sustainability Fund. He is
talking about a fund of half a billion dollars that is
sitting there and holding up the bottom line for those
opposite, while it is the idea of local councils that it be
invested back into our local communities, back into
making sure that the future of our recycling industry is
secure. It would mean we would have the technology to
make sure that we are not just putting that recycling
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back into landfill later on, but we would get the best out
of it.
There are programs like those run by Outlook, and I
went with the minister at the table, the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change, to the
opening of an e-waste facility that was funded by the
last government. Obviously this government has had
the pleasure of working with them to get that facility in
motion. That e-waste program is designed for TVs
et cetera. Instead of going through a machine — which
results in 40 per cent going into landfill — this will be
hand deconstructed and the material from it will be
passed on. About 96 per cent of it will no longer end up
in landfill. The best part about it is that out of the
25 staff at that facility, about 20 will be people with
disabilities. It will give them an opportunity to be part
of the workforce. They are all paid at or above the
award wage by Outlook, without government support,
because they believe every person should have an
opportunity to be part of their community. It is fantastic
to be part of a workplace, and it is good for your
self-esteem. I am so proud of Outlook, which is a local
organisation in my electorate. I think they do a
magnificent job.
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A few questions need to be answered about the Great
Ocean Road. The Great Ocean Road is an icon. We
need to make sure we have got the facilities down there
for people who visit the area, making sure that in
providing those facilities we protect the environment. I
know the South Barwon electorate is at the start of the
Great Ocean Road, so the Great Ocean Road is
important to areas within the member’s electorate, areas
such as Anglesea. Tourism supports a lot of those
communities down there, but a recent report has said
that the money spent in the region is disappointing.
When tourists are visiting the area they can be spending
under 50 cents on average per busload, and that is
disappointing for those communities. The idea of these
tourism icons is that they can support the community
and they can support jobs, so we want to make sure we
can work with that.
The final topic to do with that region concerns
simplifying what is happening with the management
et cetera, particularly with the Great Ocean Road Coast
Committee (GORCC). This government has forced this
through and allowed it to be forced through.
Mr Katos interjected.

I was very pleased to hear the minister talk about the
zoos program, which is very important. The zoos
program was started by the Liberal-Nationals
government, and obviously Labor has decided to
continue it. We were a bit worried it was going to go at
one stage. It ensures that our young people have access
to zoos in Victoria. Obviously we have got three of the
best zoos in the world. The program provides access for
children during public holidays and school holidays. It
is a cost-of-living thing, but it is about ensuring our kids
have got opportunities for education and expanding
those education needs.

Mr BATTIN — Exactly, it has swept it under the
carpet. There is a fantastic organisation that has run a
family caravan park down there for 21 years. They have
built it up from a 2-star caravan park to being one of the
best 4.5-star camping places not just in our state, but in
fact it is one of the best in Australia and has received
awards for being one of the best camping places. The
community down there knows how important it is. It
puts millions of dollars back into the local economy,
and that supports jobs and growth, and it has supported
the environment. But what have they got in return? A
government that has dictated that they can no longer
run it.

I refer to the Parks Victoria Infrastructure Fund. We
find it interesting that after 77 per cent of the entire fund
was allocated to the Twelve Apostles collapsed toilet
infrastructure, which has been an issue down there for a
while and is in a state of disrepair, the upgrade for the
Twelve Apostles has been moved from the projects
needing work list — with the money there — to the
finalised projects list. I know that the member for South
Barwon will be interested in this, as will the member
for Polwarth. That has gone into the finalised projects,
but just this week a tender has been put out for the job
to start. We are trying to work out which part of the
budget is incorrect, because it says the money has now
been allocated and the project is finished, yet they have
only just gone out to tender and have not actually
appointed anyone to do the job.

A tender process was run for the park, but just days
before the announcement about who was going to win
the tender, the tender process was ended and the
government took over the park itself. It got all the
information from the tenders. It saw how much money
it could make, and then it went in and took over that
park itself so that it can pocket the money, money that
would have gone back into the community. I guarantee
that we will be talking about this park in this house in
the future — when the park has gone downhill and
when the government cannot run the park anymore
because it has totally and utterly stuffed up a family
caravan park which was great for tourism in that area.
That is going to be very disappointing.
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I had better refer to my electorate. I have not left a lot of
time for my electorate for the reason that there is not
really a lot to talk about from this budget. There is
nearly nothing to talk about for my area in this budget.
We have seen delays with funding for the Casey
Hospital yet again. The planning still is not up to date.
Yet at the same time as the announcement of the public
hospital upgrades we had an announcement by the
St John of God hospital, which is fully privately
funded. The planning for those hospitals was
announced at about the same time. One of them still has
not started and has not got the planning finished. That is
the one operated by the Andrews government. The
other one, which is St John of God, is nearly complete
and will be opened later this year with 250 beds on
board. That is what we should be seeing with Casey.
The next matter I will talk about is youth suicide, an
issue on which I do not want to be too political. I do not
think anyone in this house would say I have not been
passionate about this matter in my time in this chamber.
After working in Victoria Police and seeing the effect
of mental health on young people, it was one of the
reasons I decided to put my hand up to become a
member of Parliament. I notice the member for
Dandenong is in the chamber. The member for
Dandenong and I visited Operation Newstart, a
program with young people getting a genuine
opportunity to build the self-esteem and skills to give
life a real go. When you face challenges in life,
sometimes all that is needed is someone who will back
you up and help you to find resources and support
networks.
I know a lot of people would have read a little story on
Facebook — and I do not know whether it is true or
not — about a young person who was walking along
thinking of taking their own life when someone smiled
at them. That was the difference. Someone had given
them a smile, and it made them think that someone
cared — and do you know what? Sometimes all these
young people are looking for is someone who cares.
Berwick College, which is out in the Casey growth
corridor, has had issues with youth suicide over a
period of time, and all we asked for was $1 million —
$1 million to build a mental health facility that would
have other educational outcomes and support, including
family violence, financial stress and mental health
support. There were to be a whole range of things that
covered general care. It is very disappointing. Kerri
Bolch is the principal out there, and she does such a
wonderful job. She works with the other principals in
the area, because they know they need to face this as a
community. She came on board and said that although
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it would be on the school property, she understood that
the facility would have to be available for other people.
She knows that. St John of God was willing to come on
board, and all we were asking this government for was
$1 million, something I have asked for the whole time I
have been in this place.
The plan for this facility was originally brought to us
just before we lost government, during that cluster
period of late 2013 to 2014. We committed to it, and I
guarantee it would have been built by now if we had
been re-elected. I will beg for it continuously. We need
this facility. I would not even care if it was called the
James Merlino mental health facility, although perhaps
not the Daniel Andrews mental health facility. All I
want is the mental health facility that Berwick students
thoroughly deserve.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms HALFPENNY
(Thomastown).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

MINERAL RESOURCES (SUSTAINABLE
DEVELOPMENT) AMENDMENT
(LATROBE VALLEY MINE
REHABILITATION COMMISSIONER)
BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 10 May; motion of
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Resources).
Read second time.
Consideration in detail
Clauses 1 to 4 agreed to.
Clause 5
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — My first question
is in regard to the objectives of the commissioner. The
question is: will the Latrobe Valley mine rehabilitation
commissioner only provide advice on rehabilitation
strategies for Latrobe Valley mines? If so, why are
mines such as the Anglesea coalmine excluded,
particularly when we have a mine at the moment going
through that rehabilitation process? Why is the focus
just on the Latrobe Valley?
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Resources) — I thank
the member for Caulfield for his question. To go to the
objectives of the commissioner’s function, and just to
take it back one step, the member will be aware that the
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role of the commissioner really came about as a
recommendation of the reopened component of the
Hazelwood mine fire inquiry, where there were a
number of unanswered questions particularly about the
rehabilitation of the three mine voids.

appointment, we are in the process of seeking a suitable
candidate — subject to the passage of this particular
legislation of course — and we would expect to make
an appointment and have that person in place by June
this year.

The reopened 2015–16 inquiry was in particular asked
to consider the rehabilitation of the future of the region
in relation to the three big mines. Obviously a lot of
evidence came before it and a lot of consideration was
taken in relation to the reopened inquiry. That then led
to a clear recommendation — recommendation 15 —
that Victoria needed a coordinating body for mine
rehabilitation in the Latrobe Valley and also a
comprehensive strategy in relation to rehabilitation
across that particular region. So the establishment of the
Latrobe Valley mine rehabilitation commissioner is
really about looking at the development of the regional
rehabilitation strategy for the valley. In terms of the
clear objectives, they are looking to provide a level of
assurance to the community, the government, the
stakeholders and the Latrobe Valley coalmine licensees
about the planning and rehabilitation of the coalmine
land as well as the development and implementation of
the regional rehabilitation strategy.

Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — Given that the
coal policy, which currently has not been released, will
impact the function of the proposed commissioner, why
is there still no coal policy from this government a year
after it was promised?

I would like to reassure the member that one of the
clear objectives is about community participation,
which I think is very important, having visited the
region on many occasions. There is a lot of interest in
engagement or participation in relation to the future of
the coalmines. Obviously it is also to promote effective
and consistent rehabilitation. So clearly the sole focus
of this particular commissioner is in relation to the
Latrobe Valley.
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — Minister, just in
respect to clause 5 and new sections 84AF, on the
appointment, and 84AG, on remuneration, would you
be able to advise when it is likely that the appointment
of a commissioner will be made, and in terms of
remuneration, has that been set out as part of the
advertising for this position?
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Resources) — The
member’s question went to the commissioner’s pay and
their appointment period, and I thank the member for
his question. I can inform the member that the
commissioner will be an EO2 appointment. Being a
former minister, he would probably be somewhat, but
not absolutely, familiar with the bands in the public
service. I can give him some assistance in relation to
that. That band in the public service extends from
$202 000 through to $324 000 based on the suitability
of the candidate and their experience. In terms of the

Mr NOONAN (Minister for Resources) — I will
correct the member. It is not a year late. I accept that the
coal policy, as committed to by the previous minister,
was due for release by the end of the last calendar year.
In fact the development of that policy is in its final
stages and is due for release shortly. Notwithstanding
that, the appointment to create a new function — which
comes as a clear recommendation of the commission’s
report, one that the government committed to as part of
reopening this inquiry — is an important function in the
context of the rehabilitation strategy and of the advisory
group that has been established. So sitting separate to
that is an important function and, some might argue,
might be made even more important, given the decision
of Engie to close Hazelwood.
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) (By leave) —
Minister, will you guarantee that the commissioner will
not be tasked with shutting down the remaining Latrobe
Valley power stations and mines?
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Resources) — The
commissioner will have no function of that type.
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — Minister, just in
relation to clause 5 and new section 84AE, the
objectives of the commissioner, and in particular
new section 84AE(b), where it talks about the
participation of the community and stakeholders around
the implementation of the regional rehabilitation
strategy, my understanding is that the Latrobe Valley
Mine Rehabilitation Advisory Committee has been
established. Are you able to advise how many members
form part of that committee and any associated costs?
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Resources) — The
question goes to the advisory committee. The member
is right: it has been established, and I am pleased to
inform the member that in fact the committee has met. I
have had the opportunity to address those committee
members, which is good. I think the member’s question
went to the constitution?
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Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — How many members
and any associated costs.
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Resources) — I might
check on costs, but the member may in fact be familiar
with Susan Lloyd, who has been appointed as the
chairperson. If my memory serves me right, Susan is a
former councillor in the region, so she is a person well
versed. In terms of the rest of the committee, I can
inform that we have a Mr Roland Davies representing
the Latrobe Valley community.
We have representatives from each of the mine
operators: Engie, AGL and EnergyAustralia. We have a
representative from Latrobe City Council, Phil Stone.
Again, the member might be familiar with Phil. I know
he would certainly be familiar with councillor Graeme
Middlemiss, who is also a member. We have
representatives from a number of the water authorities
such as Southern Rural Water and Gippsland Water as
well as Joanne Brunt, who is representing the
Aboriginal community in the region.
I can also advise that Tim Delaney is representing the
Gippsland Trades and Labour Council, which really
goes to the representation of the many workers there.
There are clearly a number of representatives from my
department as well, the Department of Economic
Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources
(DEDJTR) and the Department of Environment, Land,
Water and Planning (DELWP). If the member would
not mind, I will just check on the issue of the expense
or cost.
I can advise the member that probably the only real
expense in relation to the functioning of the committee
relates to some sitting fees which were in line with
those that would be experienced across government. So
a group comes together and, for example, Ms Lloyd
would be eligible for a sitting fee for that particular
meeting, which is in the hundreds of dollars. It is not in
the tens of thousands of dollars.
Obviously the work that we do in relation to the
regional rehabilitation strategy comes, really, in terms
of a totality budget. For the member’s benefit, we have
committed $12.6 million to the regional rehabilitation
strategy. So if the member is looking at where an
appropriation might sit for this type of work, then that
should give you some guidance, I hope.
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) (By leave) — Clause 5 has
a new section, 84AN, with the heading ‘Staff to be
provided’. I wonder if you are able to provide some
additional information on how many staff may be
provided under the jurisdiction of the commissioner.
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Will there be a local weighting system to ensure that
local people have the opportunity to work under the
office of the commissioner? I also ask about the
locality — if it has been identified for that office. I also
give you a fourth question within that context on an
announcement from the government about a government
hub. Will this form part of the recent announcement of
the government hub for Latrobe Valley?
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Resources) — I thank
the member. He had about three or four goes. I think I
got most of them down: he asked about support staff,
where they will be located, and I think about a
weighting towards local people and where they would
be physically located. I think I have got those parts.
So it is envisaged that the commissioner will in the
first instance probably require the assistance of a
single VPS5 full-time staff. For the minister’s benefit,
the salary band for VPS5 staff is about $90 000 to
$110 000. Beyond that, I think what we will do is
provide additional resources from the department on
request. It is a new role, obviously, so I think it is
important to bed down the role, but I think you would
initially look at the commissioner’s role plus at least
one. So I think that probably acquits the staff question.
Initially the commissioner will be located at the
Latrobe Valley Authority, which the member would
be familiar with.
In relation to the GovHub, I think the member would be
aware that part of the announcement I made on the day
when I came down to Morwell was to in fact move the
headquarters of our Earth Resources Regulation from
Melbourne to the region, which I think is a very good
thing. I think bringing that expertise to the region where
there is significant work that will need to be done is a
smart thing. I think that through attrition what you
would likely find then is that the roles are more likely to
be filled by people who live in the region, which I think
is a good thing.
But certainly I can inform the member that in relation to
the function and ongoing role of the earth
commissioner and any additional staff that they will
need in the first instance — as I said, there will be at
least one. Our intention is absolutely to ensure that
these positions are local positions. I think that will be
important and should send important messages to local
residents in the community.
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — My question for the
minister is in relation to section 84AL on page 10.
What is the definition of strategic auditing, and will this
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preclude companies from getting on with the business
of mine rehabilitation?
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Resources) — I thank
the member for his question. The question goes to the
function in relation to auditing. I think probably by way
of introductory remark I would make the comment, by
way of response, that there are ongoing rehabilitation
functions that each of the operators are required to do as
part of their work plans, and from time to time they are
subject to variation. Indeed, for example, Engie is the
subject of a work plan variation because they brought
forward, essentially, their plans around closure. So
when we talk about strategic auditing and the
definition, really what we are talking about is bringing a
level of expertise to the table in terms of providing
confidence to both me as minister and the community
in relation to that ongoing work that will be required.
Again, these are long run — over a number of
decades — so if you know this area well and that they
are very big pits, there is a level of rehabilitation that
goes on. Indeed the commissioner will be able to
provide some level of confidence, obviously, around
the auditing of that work on top of the work that is done
already by the Earth Resources Regulator and indeed
by the Parliament.
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) (By leave) — Just
following on from the last question and the response
you gave, Minister, given the expertise that this
commissioner now has and the work of the strategic
advice that they will be providing, I just take you back
to your answer regarding not including Anglesea as part
of the mine rehabilitation. Given the fact that the
government is expending these dollars to set up a
commission with that level of expertise, why in fact
would you not be using that level of expertise to assist
with the rehabilitation at Anglesea?
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Resources) — I thank
the member for their question. Quite plainly, we want
the focus to be on the Latrobe Valley.
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) (By leave) — Minister,
just going back to the appointment of the
commissioner, it must be said that in recent times there
have been some appointments through the Latrobe
Valley Authority that have raised some eyebrows about
the independence or the relationship with political
parties of certain persons. Are you able to guarantee
independence with the appointment of the
commissioner?
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Resources) — I
certainly guarantee the independence of the
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commissioner. Again I make the point that this is a big
role. The previous member asked, ‘Why not
Anglesea?’. It is because there is a very big role in the
Latrobe Valley. If you look at the functions that the
commissioner will have — I am happy just to step
through the functions in some detail — to be
monitoring and auditing Latrobe Valley licensees’
rehabilitation activities and to also have to, as part of
that function, engage and coordinate with the Victorian
community, other stakeholders, public sector bodies
and, as I said, the Latrobe Valley licensees. That is a
big function, and you do want to bring, absolutely,
independence into that. The role of the commissioner
will also be one that I would expect to give advice and
make recommendations to me as the minister on a
range of things.
Obviously there is the regional rehabilitation strategy.
Again, the member will be aware that there were
significant gaps identified during the course of the
inquiry in relation to information that needed to be
gathered to inform that regional rehabilitation strategy
for the first time. But beyond that, there are possible
changes to the regulatory framework for coalmine land.
On any outcomes, if you like, in relation to the
engagement with the community I will be seeking
advice and, again, recommendations from the
commissioner on — for example, planning for the
monitoring and completion of the rehabilitation of
coalmine land, including plans for monitoring and
maintenance once the rehabilitation is actually
complete, or any other investigations I might in fact
refer to the minister based on conversations or
correspondence I might receive.
The member will know from being a minister that you
do in fact receive a bit of correspondence around this,
and we see some patterns there. You may seek to use a
commissioner such as this to actually go out and add a
level of scrutiny that is not there at the moment. It will
be a very important role. It will be a role, clearly, to
which you want to bring a high level of expertise. I
think I understand where the member is going in terms
of their questions. I understand that when we make an
appointment following the recruitment process, yes,
that person will come under a level of scrutiny because
it is an important role, and they need to have the skills
and experience in relation to an appointment like this
because they have got a big job to do.
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) (By leave) — Taking
you back to division 3, new section 84AL, the functions
of the commissioner include looking at the future
purpose of the land in terms of the rehabilitation, some of
which, obviously, is very much from a safety
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perspective. Given that there is, particularly with the
likes of Hazelwood and the closure of that station, the
possibility of that land and that site being used for other
purposes, what role will the commission have in
determining the future purpose of that particular land?
Again, following on from that, how would you see the
coal policy fitting into that going forward? Thirdly, when
are we likely to see the actual coal policy released?
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Resources) — Another
three questions, thank you very much. Clearly there is a
lot of work to do in relation to the establishment of a
regional rehabilitation strategy. That is the purpose of
both the commissioner’s role and the advisory group
that I stepped the member for Morwell through. You
are absolutely right: the role of the strategy will be to
establish a safe, sustainable and of course stable land
form for the Latrobe Valley coalmine voids and
surrounding areas. There will be a number of
components to that. Firstly, there will need to be, as I
mentioned previously, investigations to address any
knowledge gaps relating to mine rehabilitation. Again
the component parts of this are around fire mitigation,
geotechnical stability, hydrogeology and water
availability at a regional level. These are not
insignificant questions that will need to be resolved.
There will also be, right through that, a need to work
very closely with the community and with the operators
of the coalmines to understand the findings of their own
investigations as they do them. Then obviously there
will be the development of that regional rehabilitation
strategy to guide the regional planning for those mine
operations — rehabilitation, mine closure and then the
post-closure stage.
The role of the commissioner is not essentially to
provide, if you like, policy advice over coal policy
generally — the uses of coal — which I think is where
the member was going. That essentially is a function of
government. Again, to go to the member’s earlier
question which went here, in relation to coal policy I
say to the member that I know there is a lot of interest
there. I recognise that our brown coal deposits do
remain a significant public asset, and they are deserving
of significant consideration for the future. I will say to
the member that coal will remain an important source
of our power needs for some time to come. That is very
clear. However, when you do have major energy
companies such as AGL and of course Engie saying
that they will not be investing in new coal-fired power
stations, what you have to do is make some
considerations about the future. Again, we are in the
final stages of development of that policy, but that is
not something the commissioner will have a role in. Of
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course the member would like me to put a date down in
Hansard. I am not going to do that, but I reassure the
member that we are in the final stages.
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — In respect of clause 5,
new section 84AZM talks about the regional
rehabilitation strategy. As you would be aware,
Minister, there have already been rehabilitation plans
put in place by the mine owners. I just wonder how the
regional rehabilitation strategy might interact with
current rehabilitation plans. Would the strategy take
precedence or does it have any legal standing over
current rehabilitation plans and therefore would it
require current mine owners to amend their existing
rehabilitation plans?
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Resources) — Again I
thank the member for his question. I realise that in the
community he represents there will be a lot of interest in
this. If I just go back to an earlier answer in relation to
this, I think what we have to acknowledge is that the
inquiry did highlight a number of technical uncertainties
about regional viability and the consequences of things
such as using water to fill the mine voids. The member is
right: each of the mine operators has an indicative idea
about what they would like to do in the future. But if I
just think about conversations with Engie, for example, it
will be quite some time, as the member knows, before
they actually determine what a mine closure plan looks
like for Hazelwood. I think that is in part because there is
a lot of significant analysis — technical work — they
must do.
I want to reassure the member that our earth resources
regulator, our department, is working with Engie, and
you would expect that work would carry on in relation
to the rehabilitation strategy across the board. This is a
very big piece of work, and that is why we have
committed $12.6 million to it — because we have to do
our own work with a level of independence as well.
Ultimately what we want to do is ensure that we have a
very healthy environment left in the decades to come
that is fit for future use and does support potential
regional opportunities as well but also creates a place
the communities of the Latrobe Valley and Victoria do
value. That vision needs to be supported by a delivery
framework, and of course it needs to be designed in
consultation with the community and mine operators or
owners. It is not really designed to be a piece of work
that would just simply overwrite anything that they may
have done or may have by way of a vision for their own
mine currently.
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — Minister, I take
you to new section 84AR. Given that the only limitations
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the commissioner will have in relation to entering and
inspecting coalmine land, including in this bill, are that it
must be done during business hours and that residential
premises are excluded, are there safeguards in place to
prevent disruptions to Victoria’s power generation while
such visits or inspections take place?

Mr NORTHE (Morwell) (By leave) — Minister,
just further to the question, the question was related to
whether the commissioner would have a role in
determining if a coal overlay might exist even to that
adjacent land or not. Or is that really through the
planning department and others?

Mr NOONAN (Minister for Resources) — Again I
thank the member for his question. I understand that
when you create a commissioner and you create powers
for that commissioner it is important that there are
safeguards in relation to what those powers can be used
for. In relation to investigating matters referred by the
minister, the commissioner will have the power to, as
the member said, enter and inspect coalmine land or
adjacent land without consent — that is a significant
power; compel Latrobe Valley licensees to produce
documents or other things; and require a public sector
body to provide documents or other things as well.

Mr NOONAN (Minister for Resources) — To
answer the member’s question, I would not envisage
that as a scenario where the commissioner would have
a role. That would probably go more to a question of
policy around land use and land use planning generally.

I think the end part of the member’s question was really
about energy supply and security. If I could just draw a
parallel to the work that the government did in relation
to the ongoing AGL dispute, where there were potential
issues around energy security the government took all
necessary options available to it in relation to
intervening in that to essentially ensure that there were
no issues in relation to energy security. I really cannot
see any situation where the role of this particular
commissioner would in any way impact on security of
energy for the state by way of using entry powers.
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — Minister, new
section 84AZM talks about preparing a regional
rehabilitation strategy, and subsections (a) and (b) also
talk about safety, stability and sustainability of not only
the coalmine land but any adjacent land. Will the
commissioner have any role in or responsibility around
the determination of land use? For example, there are
significant tracts of land in and around the Latrobe
Valley that currently have coal overlays over them.
Will the commissioner have any role in reviewing those
tracts of land that currently have coal overlays over
them and their future use?
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Resources) — I might
just seek some advice on that. To the member’s question
about adjacent lands, I think the best way I can answer
that is to really talk about the immediate surroundings.
We are talking about perhaps hundreds of metres away
from the mine void, as opposed to large tracts of land
that might be currently subject to a coal overlay from a
planning point of view. For the benefit again of the
member and the community, we are really talking about
the immediate surrounds rather than great parcels of land
that might be subject to those overlays currently.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The time set
down for consideration of items on the government
business program has arrived, and I am required to
interrupt business.
Clause agreed to; clauses 6 to 11 agreed to.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

APPROPRIATION (PARLIAMENT
2017–2018) BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

FAMILY VIOLENCE PROTECTION
AMENDMENT (INFORMATION SHARING)
BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 2 May; motion of
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.

APPROPRIATION (2017–2018) BILL 2017
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Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

APPROPRIATION (2017–2018) BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

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

Calvary Health Care Bethlehem
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — (12 655) The
matter I wish to raise is for the Minister for Planning,
and the action I seek is for the minister to call in the
application to put a stop to the overdevelopment of
Caulfield, in particular the planning application for
Bethlehem hospital. Almost 300 residents in my
electorate have objected to the proposed 19-storey
high-rise complex in Caulfield South. If it was
approved, it would be the tallest building in Glen
Eira — in fact, larger than what we would have at
Monash University in Caulfield East. The Calvary
Health Care Bethlehem building would include
construction of a hospital, retirement village, residential
aged-care facility, a 90-space childcare centre and
190 car parks.
Bethlehem hospital community action group organiser
Kevin Cope has said that developers are using a
loophole to allow the building to be higher than the
surrounding residential area because it was considered
an aged-care precinct. The Bethlehem hospital
community action group has over 400 members, and
the group believes that there will be very little hospital
element in this, and in fact the Bethlehem hospital is
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using that loophole. The group is concerned about the
proposed building’s shadowing, overlooking, visual
bulk, car parking and increase in traffic through the
area.
Glen Eira mayor Mary Delahunty has publicly called
on the Minister for Planning to call in the application,
and it was rejected in council. The application is now at
VCAT, and I seek that the minister call in this
application, which is causing lots of grief to many
residents in the area. As I said, this will be a huge
overdevelopment in Caulfield.
Certainly aged care and hospital care is something that
is very important to us, but we need to have something
sensible. This is not a sensible development and we
really need the minister to step in and to ensure that this
development does not go ahead, as it will cause a whole
lot of grief for residents — as stated, overshadowing,
visual bulk and increased traffic through the area —
and it is absolutely not suitable for this area of the
Caulfield electorate.

Narre Warren police
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — (12 656)
My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Police
and concerns our brave and hardworking police. The
action I seek is that the minister visit my electorate to
meet with our local police officers, including the
newest recruits. I know that our community was thrilled
to learn that a significant number of the 300 new police
officers that are set to hit our streets in Victoria will be
destined for the Casey police service area. These new
police officers will ensure a much more visible and
stronger police presence on our streets, more proactive
patrols and will deliver more resources to stop crime
from happening in the first place.
This is just the beginning, because it is part of our
community safety statement, which is backed by a
record $2 billion investment, which will see a further
2729 new police officers as well as 100 more protective
services officers. We have already seen $700 000 in
direct youth crime prevention investment in our
community, and that is going along pretty well at the
moment. We are looking at very innovative ways of
dealing with our youth crime issue. We also have a
tremendous grant of $250 000 from the Public Safety
Infrastructure Fund to improve safety around the Narre
Warren Village.
Quite simply we are getting on with the job of
providing the support and services that our
extraordinary police officers need to keep our
communities safe. I really look forward to the minister
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coming out to the electorate and meeting the police
officers and the new recruits. I would just like to put on
the record my thanks for all the fine work our police
officers do.

Gelantipy Road, East Gippsland
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — (12 657) My
adjournment is to the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety, and the action I seek is for the minister to bring
forward funding and works planned for Gelantipy
Road. In November last year, through a constituency
question, I asked the minister whether he was aware of
works that needed to be completed in the vicinity of the
115-kilometre marker on Gelantipy Road, where the
100-kilometre-an-hour speed limit was reduced to
80 kilometres as a result of the condition of the road. In
the minister’s response he advised that to protect road
users a speed limit of 80 kilometres an hour has been
imposed until the works can be completed.
When seeking more information my office was
informed that $300 000 had been allocated for
rehabilitation works. While I am pleased the minister
has recognised the need for these works to take place I
am advised that they will not be completed until 2018.
As this speed limit reduction has been in place for
12 months and given local residents will have to wait a
further year for the works to take place, I ask the
minister to ensure that the repairs will in fact be
completed in 2017.

Coburg North railway line fencing
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) — (12 658)
My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Public
Transport. The action I seek is that the minister request
the relevant authorities to provide an update on the
installation of fencing along the section of the Upfield
railway line which is adjacent to Ararat Avenue in
Coburg North.
In recent times Coburg North residents have contacted
my office to voice their concerns over safety in the
railway corridor and in particular along the railway line,
which is adjacent to Ararat Avenue. In particular the
residents hold concerns over the absence of fencing
along this particular section of the railway line and the
safety hazards that may arise from the absence of
fencing on what is essentially ground that is level with
the road. Local residents have advised that the absence
of fencing encourages pedestrians to use this section as
a crossing point to access the local Merlynston village
precinct. They have also advised that on one occasion
this resulted in an elderly lady attempting to cross the
line with a trolley and her trolley becoming stuck in the

1337

tracks. A person had to come to her aid on that
occasion, but it was a close call.
Local residents have also advised that there are a number
of small children who live in this area and that the
absence of fencing presents a substantial threat to their
safety. Local residents have attempted to put plants along
the railway line to discourage people from accessing the
railway line at this point, but the temptation to cross is
too great and it is proving very dangerous. I thank in
particular Avril and Adrian for bringing this matter to my
attention, and I ask the minister to request an update from
the relevant authorities.

Brighton electorate infrastructure
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — (12 659) The issue I have
is for the Minister for Planning, and I want to refer him
to Victoria’s 30-Year Infrastructure Strategy, dated
December 2016. The action I am seeking of him is to
rule out the parts of the strategy to which I am about to
refer. I refer the minister initially to page 43, where
Infrastructure Victoria delineates its top three requests
to government. The first request states:
Increasing densities in established areas and around
employment centres to make better use of … infrastructure.

I go on to refer specifically as it relates to my electorate
to page 123, where Infrastructure Victoria states,
‘Promote urban consolidation to enable people to live
closer to jobs, public transport and the central city’,
which sounds fine on the face of it. However, when one
reads the detail of this it says:
Intensify medium-density housing development in established
areas of Melbourne and regional cities, such as Geelong,
Ballarat and Bendigo …

It then goes on to say that this should be completed
within zero to five years. The document goes on to refer
specifically to the Sandringham line and says that this
development:
… should focus initially on Melbourne’s inner and middle
ring eastern and southern suburbs, in particular within
walkable catchments to train stations …

It then goes on to mention the Sandringham line. I am
calling on the minister to, of course, rule that out. I can
advise the minister that there is significant concern
within the electorate of Brighton about overdevelopment.
I note what the member for Caulfield said today. In fact
there was a very large public meeting recently on this
matter. The government’s changes to residential zones
are already causing significant concerns within the
electorate of Brighton, and I call on the minister to rule
out this appalling and retrograde proposal.
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Carrum electorate bus services
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — (12 660) My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Public
Transport. The action I seek is for the minister to
provide funding for a bus service that will enable my
constituents in Carrum Downs and Sandhurst to get to
and from Carrum railway station. Following on from
my very well attended bus forum, which the minister
kindly attended, I recently surveyed residents in
Carrum Downs and Sandhurst about local bus services
in the area. I received hundreds and hundreds of
completed surveys, as well as emails, from local
residents wanting a bus service to Carrum railway
station. They have spoken loud and clear, and I want to
thank them for their advocacy and their commitment
and support for public transport.
I heard from many students, and parents of students,
who want a bus service so they can get to TAFE or
university or to their part-time jobs. Older residents told
me they want a bus service to the railway station so
they can get to the shops, medical appointments and the
city. So many others who commute to the city by train
told me that they would love a bus service so that they
do not have to try to find a car park at Carrum station.
The former Liberal government neglected public
transport services in Carrum Downs and Sandhurst and
ignored and dismissed all those residents who rely on
public transport. Unlike those opposite, I believe in
public transport, and I want to deliver a bus service for
my constituents that will make their lives easier, give
them independence and flexibility and save them
money. I ask the minister to fund a bus service so that
my constituents in Carrum Downs and Sandhurst can
get to Carrum railway station. My community and I
look forward to the minister’s response.

Sandringham electorate schools zoning
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — (12 661) I
wish to raise an important matter on behalf of
Sandringham electorate residents who live within the
Pennydale precinct, which is bounded broadly by Jack
Road, Bay Road, the railway line and Park Road in the
Sandringham electorate.
My adjournment debate matter is directed to the
attention of the Minister for Education. The action I
seek is for the minister or his representative to meet
with local families and local school leaders, being
Debbie Chaves, the new principal of Beaumaris
Secondary College, and the principal of Sandringham
College, Amy Porter, with a view to discussing the best
zoning outcomes for families within the region. Under a
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landmark educational reform in 1988 the then
government built one school across three sites, with the
closure of another site, the former Hampton High
School site.
One objective of this reform was to provide breadth of
curriculum, and numerous families within the
Pennydale precinct are keen to access a school, which
many parents regard as being part of their local
community. They have enrolled their children at
Cheltenham Primary School and Beaumaris North
Primary School, and they would like to access a new
school in Beaumaris. In broader terms, it is also
important that the curriculum options available to local
parents be outlined to local families so that the
educational pathways being offered at prospective
campuses will meet their learning aptitudes and the
academic study, vocational education and training, or
Victorian certificate of applied learning horizons of
local students.
To reiterate, the action I seek is for the minister or his
representative to meet with local community members
and both local school principals in the district so that
there can be a clear understanding of the catchment
zone and the academic programs being offered within
all local schools. I would also add Mentone Girls’
Secondary College to the list of local high schools that
provide different academic courses and programs.
Local students should have the best courses and also the
best facilities available to them for their secondary
school journeys.

Mordialloc bypass
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — (12 662) My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety, and the action I seek is for the
minister to detail to my community the consultation
process that will take place on the newly announced
Mordialloc bypass. Of course the Mordialloc bypass
has been a road reserve that has been talked about for
50 years. In the 2017–18 Victorian budget the
Andrews Labor government committed $300 million
to this vital project.
Traffic continues to grow in our community, with the
City of Kingston slated to grow by 15 per cent over the
coming 10 years. There is more pressure on our local
roads — on Springvale Road, Wells Road, White
Street, Lower Dandenong Road, Boundary Road,
Governor Road, Centre Dandenong Road and of course
the Nepean Highway. To address some of these
concerns, we need a system-wide, transport-wide
approach. That is, by removing level crossings. That is,
by investing in projects like the Melbourne Metro rail,
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which will be so fundamental to our community and
benefit the Frankston train line.
The missing link in our community is the Mordialloc
bypass, and I was so proud when the Premier
announced that this would be a key pillar in our road
agenda for the 2017–18 budget and that the funding
would be delivered. It goes without saying that this
project has been politicised for many years. Political
parties of both persuasions have talked about doing
something about this but never has there been a budget
allocation for this project. Well, that ended this year,
with the Andrews Labor government committing
$300 million towards this important process.
There is a lot of work to do. Significant environmental
assets line this corridor. It connects to the south-eastern
green wedge as well, and so we need to do all the
necessary environmental approvals to make sure that
this project is sensitive to those residents and the
environmental needs of our community. I am looking
forward to that process getting underway and
consulting with my community on how to make this
project the best it can possibly be. In conclusion, I ask
the Minister for Roads and Road Safety to detail to my
community the consultation process that will occur for
this very important project, the Mordialloc bypass.

Colombo Street, Mitcham, parking
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) — (12 663) My
adjournment request is to the Minister for Public
Transport, so I appreciate that she is in the chamber and
hopefully we can get a speedy result to my request. The
action I seek is that the minister direct Public Transport
Victoria to temporarily provide two parking spaces
adjacent to Colombo Street, opposite the Boom Gate
Cafe in Mitcham, to enable some short-term parking
while the City of Whitehorse undertakes the full-road
reconstruction of Station Street, Mitcham, between
Whitehorse Road and Colombo Street.
This is the third and final stage of works around the
shopping precinct of Mitcham since we removed the
Mitcham Road level crossing, and it is important for
traders to be able to continue to service their customers
during this time and for customers to be able to frequent
those traders. The works are expected to continue on
through to August, and that creates a significant impact
on those local traders, with no short-term parking
available for their customers during this period. The use
of those two car parks during this time will go some
way to providing relief for this temporary
inconvenience. The two car parks, I understand, are
separated by kerb outsiders. I would appreciate a result
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for both the community that frequents these shops and
these traders, and also the traders themselves.

Macedon electorate schools
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — (12 664) The
adjournment matter I wish to raise is for the Minister
for Education, and the action I seek is that the minister
visit schools in my electorate to hear for himself what
an incredible difference this year’s budget will make to
them and their students. Students and teachers in
Macedon are glad to hear that more than $2.7 million
has been allocated across six of our schools in this
year’s budget. That is $2.7 million which will go to
modernising our educational facilities. This brings to
more than $35 million the investment by the Andrews
Labor government into schools in my community.
The budget has seen an increase of $1.6 million in new
funding for Gisborne Primary School; $472 000 for
Mount Macedon Primary School; $281 000 for
Taradale Primary School — a school, I might add, that
those on the other side wanted to close down; $221 000
for Elphinstone Primary School; while Bolinda Primary
School will receive $90 000 and Darraweit Guim
Primary School will receive $64 000. I have had many
opportunities over the last week to get the big novelty
cheque out, and I can tell you that I have been very well
received. I have had so many hugs and kisses this week;
it has really been fantastic. I am sure when the Minister
for Education joins me in Macedon he will be able to
share in some of that love.

Responses
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — The
member for Ringwood raised a matter regarding the
possibility of two car parks that are currently part of the
Mitcham station precinct being potentially used as
parking spaces for the small businesses in and around the
area whilst some roadworks are being undertaken by the
Whitehorse council. I am happy to ask Public Transport
Victoria (PTV) to have a look at that. I understand the
need to make sure that whilst there is disruption going on
with transport infrastructure works, an issue we are well
familiar with in the public transport portfolio, there is
access to the local small businesses. I will ask PTV to
look at that and provide a response.
The member for Pascoe Vale raised a matter regarding
fencing along the Upfield line, around Ararat Avenue,
Coburg. The member for Pascoe Vale has quite rightly
identified some of the safety issues and problems that
are occurring in this part of the Upfield line corridor.
We certainly do take safety very, very seriously. An
operating rail environment is indeed a very dangerous

ADJOURNMENT
1340

ASSEMBLY

place and people should not take risks. I am not
suggesting that people are taking risks in this part of the
area, but we always need to be vigilant to make sure we
are minimising the risk around an operating rail
environment. I will be pleased to ask the relevant
authorities to examine how we can prioritise fencing in
this area, as the member has suggested. I would like to
thank her for her ongoing and significant advocacy on a
whole range of public transport issues in her
community. She represents well the electorate of
Pascoe Vale.
The other matter that has been raised for my attention
this evening is from the member for Carrum, another
terrific advocate for improved public transport services
in her community. Just as a little aside, it is great to see
that this year’s budget provided funding for the
reallocation of the stabling at Carrum as part of that
broader precinct development that is going on, spurred,
of course, by the level crossing removals in those areas.
The member for Carrum referred to the bus forum she
held, I think it was back in 2015, which I was very
pleased to attend, and indeed it was a well-attended
event. There was very much a keen desire from the
local community to talk about improving the bus
services because they are very much relied on in that
local area.
The member for Carrum has also underscored the point
that, sadly, the former government did not do enough in
this area, so I am pleased to advise the member that a
new bus service to connect residents to Carrum station
will be funded. She should be congratulated for her
advocacy on behalf of the members of her local
community. She does a terrific job, and I look forward
to continuing to work with her as we look at how we
can further consult with the community on
implementing the route and making sure that it meets
the needs of the residents in this area.
The remaining seven members raised matters for the
attention of various ministers, and they will be referred
to those ministers for their attention and response.
The SPEAKER — Order! The house is now
adjourned.
House adjourned 5.25 p.m. until Wednesday,
24 May.
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Law Reform, Road and Community Safety Committee:
probationary driving age, 1163

Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement, 1210
Members statements
Anzac Day, 1024
Mildura Airport, 1087
Mildura electorate Easter celebrations, 1023
Mildura electorate roads, 1087
Relay for Life, 1023
Special Olympics torch run, 1024
Sunraysia Multicultural Festival, 1087

DONNELLAN, Mr (Narre Warren North) (Minister for Roads and
Road Safety and Minister for Ports)
Members statements
City of Casey, 1266
Mohammed Janif, 1020
Questions without notice and ministers statements
Ministers statements
federal budget, 1195
Melbourne roads, 995

D’AMBROSIO, Ms (Mill Park) (Minister for Energy, Environment
and Climate Change and Minister for Suburban Development)
Bills
Appropriation (2017–2018) Bill 2017, 1315
Members statements
Police numbers, 1019
South Morang scout group, 1265

EDBROOKE, Mr (Frankston)
Constituency questions
Frankston electorate, 997, 1076
Members statements
Government achievements, 1091
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Member for Gembrook, 1268
Seaford community rally, 1091

Family Violence Protection Amendment (Information Sharing)
Bill 2017, 1060, 1283
Members statements

EDWARDS, Ms (Bendigo West) (The Deputy Speaker)
Members statements
Bendigo Kangan Institute, 1156
Rulings, 1162, 1163, 1208, 1213, 1254, 1255

Anzac Day, 1025, 1268
Government performance, 1026
Mount Waverley Cricket Club, 1025
Mount Waverley electorate railway station car parking, 1269
Mount Waverley Football & Netball Club, 1025
Points of order, 1039, 1040, 1061

EREN, Mr (Lara) (Minister for Tourism and Major Events,
Minister for Sport and Minister for Veterans)
Bills
Appropriation (2017–2018) Bill 2017, 1147
Members statements
Budget, 1084
Points of order, 1288
Questions without notice and ministers statements
Ministers statements: tourism, 1292

GRALEY, Ms (Narre Warren South)
Adjournment
Narre Warren police, 1336
Bills
Appropriation (Parliament 2017–2018) Bill 2017, 1201
Family Violence Protection Amendment (Information Sharing)
Bill 2017, 1055
Constituency questions
Narre Warren South electorate, 1074

FOLEY, Mr (Albert Park) (Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing, Minister for Mental Health, Minister for Equality and
Minister for Creative Industries)
Adjournment
Victoria University Sunbury site, 1256
FYFFE, Mrs (Evelyn)
Adjournment
Main Street, Lilydale, level crossing, 1253
Constituency questions
Evelyn electorate, 996
Members statements
Members for Tarneit and Melton, 1160
State Emergency Service Lilydale unit, 1160
GARRETT, Ms (Brunswick)
Bills

Members statements
Robert Murphy, 1026
Stephen Wigney, 1026
Women in public life, 1162
GREEN, Ms (Yan Yean)
Adjournment
VicRoads deceased animals policy, 1253
Yan Yean electorate roads, 1066
Yan Yean electorate schools zoning, 1153
Bills
Appropriation (2017–2018) Bill 2017, 1123
Constituency questions
Yan Yean electorate, 1075
Members statements
VicRoads deceased animals policy, 1159
Wear Orange Wednesday, 1159

Appropriation (2017–2018) Bill 2017, 1306
Members statements
A. G. Gillon Oval, 1022
Ethical clothing production, 1089

GUY, Mr (Bulleen) (Leader of the Opposition)
Bills
Parliamentary and Electoral Legislation Amendment (Ending
Labor’s Rorts) Bill 2017, 1002

GIDLEY, Mr (Mount Waverley)

Dissent from Speaker’s ruling, 1191

Adjournment

Points of order, 991, 994, 1067, 1068, 1194

Mount Waverley electorate schools, 1152
Bills
Crimes Legislation Amendment (Public Order) Bill 2017, 1038

Questions without notice and ministers statements
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement, 1067,
1068, 1069
Criminal justice system, 1285, 1286
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Member for Melton, 991, 992, 993, 995, 1072, 1073, 1188
Members for Tarneit and Melton, 1293
Select Committee on Members for Tarneit and Melton
Establishment, 991
HALFPENNY, Ms (Thomastown)
Constituency questions
Thomastown electorate, 997, 1296
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Matters of public importance
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement, 1215
Members statements
Anzac Day, 1267
Points of order, 1293
HUTCHINS, Ms (Sydenham) (Minister for Local Government,
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs and Minister for Industrial
Relations)
Bills

HENNESSY, Ms (Altona) (Minister for Health and Minister for
Ambulance Services)
Points of order, 1039, 1040

City of Greater Geelong Amendment Bill 2017, 1077, 1178, 1179,
1181
Geelong Citizens Jury
Final report, 1078

HIBBINS, Mr (Prahran)
Adjournment
South Yarra railway station, 1064
Bills
Appropriation (2017–2018) Bill 2017, 1113
Crimes Legislation Amendment (Public Order) Bill 2017, 1036
Family Violence Protection Amendment Bill 2017, 1182
Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development) Amendment
(Latrobe Valley Mine Rehabilitation Commissioner) Bill 2017,
1242
Road Safety Road Rules 2009 (Overtaking Bicycles) Bill 2015,
1243
State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2017, 1001
Business of the house
Adjournment, 1015
Program, 1019
Constituency questions
Prahran electorate, 996, 1295
Members statements
Frankston Dolphins, 1267
Guarding the Galilee, 1267
Prahran football club, 1267
Questions without notice and ministers statements
Land titles registry, 1071, 1072

KAIROUZ, Ms (Kororoit) (Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming
and Liquor Regulation)
Members statements
Anzac Day, 1267
Caroline Springs women’s football team, 1268
KATOS, Mr (South Barwon)
Adjournment
Local government elections, 1255
Bills
Freedom of Information Amendment (Office of the Victorian
Information Commissioner) Bill 2016, 1251, 1281
Business of the house
Program, 1081
Matters of public importance
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement, 1223
Members statements
Anzac Day, 1023
Points of order, 1213
KEALY, Ms (Lowan)
Adjournment
Victorian pet food processors, 1150

HOWARD, Mr (Buninyong)
Bills
Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development) Amendment
(Latrobe Valley Mine Rehabilitation Commissioner) Bill 2017,
1241
Business of the house
Program, 1082

Bills
Family Violence Protection Amendment (Information Sharing)
Bill 2017, 1296
Members statements
Adam Robertson, 1157
Annie, 1157
National Volunteer Week, 1157
VicRoads services, 1156
Wimmera cancer centre, 1157
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Points of order, 995

Business of the house
Adjournment, 1015

KILKENNY, Ms (Carrum)
Adjournment
Carrum electorate bus services, 1338
Bills
Appropriation (2017–2018) Bill 2017, 1118
Statute Law Revision Bill 2017, 1045
Constituency questions
Carrum electorate, 1075
Members statements
Education funding, 1160
Violence against women, 1022
Rulings, 1039, 1040

Constituency questions
Broadmeadows electorate, 996, 1196
Members statements
Budget, 1087
McLEISH, Ms (Eildon)
Constituency questions
Eildon electorate, 1075
Matters of public importance
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement, 1220
Members statements
Christmas Hills Readers and Writers Festival, 1268
More than a Mural project, 1268

KNIGHT, Ms (Wendouree)
Bills
Appropriation (2017–2018) Bill 2017, 1319
Constituency questions
Wendouree electorate, 1295
Members statements
Ballarat GovHub, 1270

MERLINO, Mr (Monbulk) (Minister for Education and Minister
for Emergency Services)
Bills
Appropriation (2017–2018) Bill 2017, 1106
Matters of public importance
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement, 1207
Points of order, 1189, 1193

LIM, Mr (Clarinda)
Members statements
Long March, 1269
McCURDY, Mr (Ovens Valley)
Constituency questions
Ovens Valley electorate, 1295
Members statements
Beekeeping industry, 1264
Bright Autumn Festival, 1264
Melbourne Victory Football Club, 1264
Pink Ribbon Day, 1264

Questions without notice and ministers statements
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement, 1193,
1194
Country Fire Authority Lara brigade, 1287, 1288
Melton electorate schools, 1190, 1192
Ministers statements
education funding, 1073, 1294
major projects skills guarantee, 994
University of Divinity
Report 2016, 1003
MORRIS, Mr (Mornington)
Constituency questions
Mornington electorate, 1195

McGUIRE, Mr (Broadmeadows)
Adjournment
Broadmeadows electorate, 1063
Day of STEM, 1255
Bills
Appropriation (2017–2018) Bill 2017, 1310
Crimes Legislation Amendment (Public Order) Bill 2017, 1032
Family Violence Protection Amendment (Information Sharing)
Bill 2017, 1301

NARDELLA, Mr (Melton)
Adjournment
Melton electorate roads, 1254
Points of order, 1162, 1163
Questions without notice and ministers statements
Melton electorate schools, 1189, 1190, 1191
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NEVILLE, Ms (Bellarine) (Minister for Police and Minister for
Water)

vii

Questions without notice and ministers statements
Ministers statements: Rinnai, 993

Adjournment
Albion railway station, 1153
Ararat freight and logistics feasibility study, 1066
Bayside bay trail, 1153
Bentleigh electorate bus services, 1153
Broadmeadows electorate, 1066
Euroa electorate mental health services, 1066
Level Crossing Removal Authority, 1066
Macedon electorate emergency services, 1066
Moonee Ponds courthouse, 1153
Mount Waverley electorate schools, 1153
Police numbers, 1153
Polwarth electorate roads, 1153
Red Hill Consolidated School, 1153
South Yarra railway station, 1066
State Emergency Service Chelsea unit, 1066
Tyrendarra power infrastructure, 1066
Victorian pet food processors, 1153
Yan Yean electorate roads, 1066
Yan Yean electorate schools zoning, 1153
Yuroke electorate schools, 1066
Bills
Appropriation (2017–2018) Bill 2017, 1110
Corrections Legislation Miscellaneous Amendment Bill 2017,
1077, 1168, 1176
Sex Offenders Registration Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill
2017, 1155, 1271, 1278
Business of the house
Adjournment, 1259
Members statements
Ambulance services, 1265
Ocean Grove Surf Life Saving Club, 1264
Point Lonsdale Surf Life Saving Club, 1265
Questions without notice and ministers statements
Ministers statements
police resources, 1069
water policy, 1192
NOONAN, Mr (Williamstown) (Minister for Industry and
Employment and Minister for Resources)
Bills
Appropriation (2017–2018) Bill 2017, 1127
Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development) Amendment
(Latrobe Valley Mine Rehabilitation Commissioner) Bill 2017,
1330, 1331, 1332, 1333, 1334, 1335
Members statements
Spotswood Primary School, 1263

NORTHE, Mr (Morwell)
Bills
Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development) Amendment
(Latrobe Valley Mine Rehabilitation Commissioner) Bill 2017,
1237, 1331, 1332, 1333, 1334, 1335
Constituency questions
Morwell electorate, 1075
Matters of public importance
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement, 1217
Members statements
Latrobe Valley employment, 1159
Statements on reports
Electoral Matters Committee: electronic voting, 1165
O’BRIEN, Mr D. (Gippsland South)
Bills
Appropriation (Parliament 2017–2018) Bill 2017, 1203, 1224
Crimes Legislation Amendment (Public Order) Bill 2017, 1033
Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development) Amendment
(Latrobe Valley Mine Rehabilitation Commissioner) Bill 2017,
1239
Constituency questions
Gippsland South electorate, 1195
Members statements
Gippsland rail services, 1266
Longford gas conditioning plant, 1266
Sale Scout Group, 1266
Points of order, 1195
O’BRIEN, Mr M. (Malvern)
Bills
Appropriation (2017–2018) Bill 2017, 1006, 1101
Appropriation (Parliament 2017–2018) Bill 2017, 1197
Freedom of Information Amendment (Office of the Victorian
Information Commissioner) Bill 2016, 1247
State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2017, 1000
Points of order, 1184
Questions without notice and ministers statements
Election commitments, 1183, 1184
PAKULA, Mr (Keysborough) (Attorney-General and Minister for
Racing)
Adjournment
Berwick Secondary College, 1256
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Day of STEM, 1257
Hattah-Robinvale Road and Robinvale-Sea Lake Road, Mildura,
1256
Local government elections, 1257
Main Street, Lilydale, level crossing, 1256
Melton electorate roads, 1256
Montmorency railway station, 1256
Residential tenancies, 1256
VicRoads deceased animals policy, 1256
Bills
Family Violence Protection Amendment Bill 2017, 1182
Freedom of Information Amendment (Office of the Victorian
Information Commissioner) Bill 2016, 1245

Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development) Amendment
(Latrobe Valley Mine Rehabilitation Commissioner) Bill 2017,
1235
Statute Law Revision Bill 2017, 1047
Business of the house
Adjournment, 1261
Program, 1019
Constituency questions
Essendon electorate, 996
Members statements
Michael Gurr, 1085
Points of order, 1303, 1304

Points of order, 1250
PERERA, Mr (Cranbourne)
PALLAS, Mr (Werribee) (Treasurer)
Bills
Appropriation (2017–2018) Bill 2017, 1006, 1007
State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2017, 997, 998, 1091, 1097

Constituency questions
Cranbourne electorate, 1296
Members statements
Family violence, 1089

Budget papers 2017–18, 1003
Petitions
Youth justice centres, 1003
Questions without notice and ministers statements
Land titles registry, 1071, 1072
Ministers statements
budget, 1289
infrastructure projects, 1071
regional rail services, 1188
PAYNTER, Mr (Bass)
Constituency questions
Bass electorate, 1075
Members statements
Lakeside residents group, 1090
Phillip Island Golf Club fundraising event, 1090
Yakkerboo Festival, 1090
Points of order, 1190

PESUTTO, Mr (Hawthorn)
Bills
Appropriation (2017–2018) Bill 2017, 1120
Crimes Legislation Amendment (Public Order) Bill 2017, 1027
Family Violence Protection Amendment (Information Sharing)
Bill 2017, 1056
Family Violence Protection Amendment Bill 2017, 1182
Freedom of Information Amendment (Office of the Victorian
Information Commissioner) Bill 2016, 1248
Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development) Amendment
(Latrobe Valley Mine Rehabilitation Commissioner) Bill 2017,
1332
Statute Law Revision Bill 2017, 1042
Members statements
Old Scotch Football Club, 1156
RICHARDSON, Ms (Northcote) (Minister for Women and
Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence)
Questions without notice and ministers statements
Family Safety Victoria, 1185, 1187

PEARSON, Mr (Essendon)
Adjournment
Moonee Ponds courthouse, 1151
Bills
Appropriation (2017–2018) Bill 2017, 1142
Appropriation (Parliament 2017–2018) Bill 2017, 1226
Crimes Legislation Amendment (Public Order) Bill 2017, 1037
Family Violence Protection Amendment (Information Sharing)
Bill 2017, 1284

RICHARDSON, Mr (Mordialloc)
Adjournment
Mordialloc bypass, 1338
State Emergency Service Chelsea unit, 1064
Bills
Appropriation (2017–2018) Bill 2017, 1137
Matters of public importance
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement, 1218
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City of Kingston infrastructure, 1023
Mordialloc bypass, 1023
Points of order, 1304
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Questions without notice and ministers statements
Shepparton rail services, 1292
SMITH, Mr R. (Warrandyte)
Adjournment

RIORDAN, Mr (Polwarth)
Adjournment
Polwarth electorate roads, 1152
Constituency questions
Polwarth electorate, 1076

Bayside bay trail, 1149
Melton electorate roads, 1254
Matters of public importance
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement, 1213
Points of order, 1074, 1254, 1255, 1294

Members statements
Brother Kevin Tuck, 1090

SMITH, Mr T. (Kew)
Bills

RYALL, Ms (Ringwood)
Adjournment
Colombo Street, Mitcham, parking, 1339
Bills
Appropriation (2017–2018) Bill 2017, 1144
Crimes Legislation Amendment (Public Order) Bill 2017, 1041
Constituency questions
Ringwood electorate, 1074
Members statements
Crime prevention, 1089
Ringwood Secondary College, 1089
Vaisakhi festival, 1089

Appropriation (2017–2018) Bill 2017, 1321
Members statements
Member for Melton, 1162
Points of order, 1189
SOUTHWICK, Mr (Caulfield)
Adjournment
Calvary Health Care Bethlehem, 1336
Bills
Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development) Amendment
(Latrobe Valley Mine Rehabilitation Commissioner) Bill 2017,
1230, 1330, 1331, 1333, 1334
Constituency questions

RYAN, Ms (Euroa)
Adjournment
Euroa electorate mental health services, 1063
Bills
Appropriation (2017–2018) Bill 2017, 1303
Points of order, 1186, 1282, 1290
SCOTT, Mr (Preston) (Minister for Finance and Minister for
Multicultural Affairs)
Petitions
Reservoir Neighbourhood House, 1077
Points of order, 1304
SHEED, Ms (Shepparton)
Bills
State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2017, 1001
Members statements
Anzac Day, 1088
Shepparton electorate schools, 1088

Caulfield electorate, 1196
Members statements
Caulfield justices of the peace, 1020
Debra Korman, 1158
Glen Eira College, 1157
Ormond sky tower, 1158
Private Gregory Sher Memorial Award, 1021

SPEAKER, The (Hon. Colin Brooks)
Acknowledgement of country, 991, 1067
Audit Committee
Review of members second residence allowance, 1003, 1076
Distinguished visitors, 1069
Naming and suspension of member
Member for Bass, 1191
Resignation of Legislative Council member
Mr Herbert, 1006
Rulings, 991, 994, 995, 1003, 1015, 1061, 1067, 1068, 1070, 1071,
1073, 1074, 1076, 1083, 1183, 1184, 1185, 1186, 1187, 1188,
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1189, 1190, 1192, 1193, 1194, 1195, 1202, 1250, 1263, 1282,
1286, 1287, 1288, 1289, 1290, 1291, 1293, 1294

Rulings by the Chair
Questions without notice, 1259
Suspension of members, 994, 1007, 1070, 1071, 1073, 1080, 1181,
1186, 1189, 1190, 1192, 1193, 1287, 1288, 1291
SPENCE, Ms (Yuroke)

SULEYMAN, Ms (St Albans)
Adjournment
Albion railway station, 1152
Bills
Family Violence Protection Amendment (Information Sharing)
Bill 2017, 1298
Constituency questions
St Albans electorate, 1295

Adjournment
Residential tenancies, 1254
Yuroke electorate schools, 1063
Constituency questions
Yuroke electorate, 996, 1196, 1295
Members statements
Anzac Day, 1086

Members statements
Health funding, 1270
Police numbers, 1270
St Albans level crossings, 1270
University Park Primary School, 1270
Victoria University Secondary College, 1270
West Gate tunnel project, 1270

Statements on reports
Electoral Matters Committee: electronic voting, 1164

THOMAS, Ms (Macedon)
Adjournment

STAIKOS, Mr (Bentleigh)
Adjournment
Bentleigh electorate bus services, 1151
Bills
Appropriation (2017–2018) Bill 2017, 1132
Members statements
Bentleigh Sunday Market, 1159
King George VI Memorial Reserve pavilion, Bentleigh East, 1159

Macedon electorate emergency services, 1065
Macedon electorate schools, 1339
Bills
Family Violence Protection Amendment (Information Sharing)
Bill 2017, 1053
State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2017, 1000
Constituency questions
Macedon electorate, 1195
Matters of public importance
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement, 1221

STALEY, Ms (Ripon)
Adjournment
Ararat freight and logistics feasibility study, 1064
Bills

Members statements
Anzac Day, 1157
Macedon electorate historical societies, 1157
Points of order, 1061

Appropriation (2017–2018) Bill 2017, 1125
Business of the house
Adjournment, 1015
Program, 1083
Members statements
Ararat to Maryborough rail line, 1027
Petitions
Murray Basin rail project, 1002
Points of order, 1254
Statements on reports
Accountability and Oversight Committee: oversight agencies
2015–16, 1167

THOMPSON, Mr (Sandringham)
Adjournment
Sandringham electorate schools zoning, 1338
Constituency questions
Sandringham electorate, 996, 1295
Members statements
Art of Kakadu, 1269
Country Fire Authority volunteers, 1270
Liz Carr, 1022
Mentone Lifesaving Club, 1269
Model United Nations Assembly, 1269
Sandringham homelessness forum, 1022
The Soldiers XI, 1022

MEMBERS INDEX
ASSEMBLY
THOMSON, Ms (Footscray)

WARD, Ms (Eltham)

Members statements

Adjournment

Michael Gurr, 1090

Montmorency railway station, 1255
Matters of public importance

TILLEY, Mr (Benambra)
Members statements
Devondale Murray Goulburn, 1265

Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement, 1211
Members statements
Anzac Day, 1024
Rulings, 1304, 1305

VICTORIA, Ms (Bayswater)
Bills
Appropriation (2017–2018) Bill 2017, 1140
Family Violence Protection Amendment (Information Sharing)
Bill 2017, 1051
Members statements
Betty Amsden, 1084
Points of order, 1185, 1186, 1187, 1220, 1290, 1291
Questions without notice and ministers statements
Family Safety Victoria, 1185, 1187, 1289, 1291
WAKELING, Mr (Ferntree Gully)
Bills
Family Violence Protection Amendment (Information Sharing)
Bill 2017, 1302

WATT, Mr (Burwood)
Bills
Appropriation (2017–2018) Bill 2017, 1313
Family Violence Protection Amendment (Information Sharing)
Bill 2017, 1058
Statute Law Revision Bill 2017, 1049
Constituency questions
Burwood electorate, 997
Members statements
Burwood Village Autumn Fiesta, 1024
East Malvern RSL Anzac Day Cup, 1024
Markham Avenue, Ashburton, redevelopment, 1024
St Paul’s Cricket Club, 1025
Points of order, 1289

Members statements
Anzac Day, 1263
Budget, 1263
Estia Health Knoxfield, 1263
Fairpark Football Club, 1263
Walker Reserve netball courts, 1263

WELLS, Mr (Rowville)
Constituency questions
Rowville electorate, 1294
Members statements
Crime prevention, 1086

WALSH, Mr (Murray Plains)
WILLIAMS, Ms (Dandenong)
Bills
Appropriation (2017–2018) Bill 2017, 1108
Freedom of Information Amendment (Office of the Victorian
Information Commissioner) Bill 2016, 1249
State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2017, 999
Business of the house
Adjournment, 1014, 1260
Dissent from Speaker’s ruling, 1191
Points of order, 1067, 1070, 1073, 1188, 1192, 1193, 1282, 1294
Questions without notice and ministers statements
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining agreement, 1070
Country Fire Authority volunteers, 1070

Bills
Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development) Amendment
(Latrobe Valley Mine Rehabilitation Commissioner) Bill 2017,
1238
Constituency questions
Dandenong electorate, 1197
Members statements
National Volunteer Week, 1158
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