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ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY
Tuesday, 6 June 2017

ASSEMBLY

Tuesday, 6 June 2017
The SPEAKER (Hon. Colin Brooks) took the chair
at 12.02 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.

CONDOLENCES
Margaret Elizabeth Ray
The SPEAKER — Order! I wish to advise the
house of the death of Margaret Elizabeth Ray, member
of the Legislative Assembly for the electoral district of
Box Hill from 1982 to 1992.
I ask members to rise in their places as a mark of
respect to the memory of the deceased.
Honourable members stood in their places.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Questions without notice
The SPEAKER — Order! Following my ruling on
Thursday, 25 May, the member for Box Hill raised a
further point of order as to the Premier’s answer to the
substantive question asked by the Leader of the
Opposition and whether it was responsive. I am
satisfied that the information provided by the Premier
was sufficient to be responsive to both the substantive
and the supplementary questions.

ANTHONY FOSTER
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (By leave) — I seek to
make a brief statement and allow other members to
make similarly brief statements in relation to
Mr Anthony Foster. I thank the house for the courtesy
extended to me.
I only had the privilege of meeting Anthony and
Chrissie a handful of times. And it was always Anthony
and Chrissie; they were always together. The most
recent occasion where we met was earlier this year at a
ceremony at Government House for our state’s
Australian of the Year. Most deservingly, Chrissie had
been chosen as Victoria’s Local Hero. But, as I am sure
she would agree, the very same title could have also
applied to her soulmate Anthony, because together they
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were heroes for justice and heroes for truth. They had
faced their own heartbreak — unimaginable heartbreak.
But remarkably, despite everything they had endured,
Anthony and Chrissie did not resign themselves to
silence and solitude. Instead they dedicated themselves
to fighting for their girls and on behalf of every other
victim too — for every childhood that had been taken
and for every family that had been broken. Together the
Fosters challenged a culture of silence and shameful
suppression, together they took on those who lied and
those who conspired to hide the truth and together they
shone a bright light on one of our darkest chapters.
Before any royal commission or any parliamentary
inquiry there were the Fosters, Anthony and Chrissie.
And because of their courage, because of their strength
and, as their lifelong friend Paul put it, because of their
relentless ‘quiet fury’, the mood in this nation has
profoundly shifted and at long last victims are finally
being heard.
I do not think words could ever really be enough, but to
Chrissie I say thank you for everything that you have
done, and on behalf of all Victorians, the Parliament, all
of us, we are eternally thankful. I am just so sorry that
you have lost your darling husband, and to Katie and
Aimee, I am so sorry that you have lost your darling
dad. Today we pause, just as we will tomorrow, to
honour him and all he did — a quietly spoken man but
a most powerful voice for victims, a tireless
campaigner, a hero. And although Anthony has left us
far too early, just as he did in life he leaves us with a
guiding light. Anthony Foster will not be forgotten, and
our fight for justice will continue.
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) (By leave) —
Anthony Foster was a man who sought justice not just
for his family, not just for his children, but for hundreds
and potentially thousands of others. He was one of
those rare individuals — humble, graceful but
determined — who has changed this country and stood
up for so many who were previously without a voice.
Anthony Foster passed away suddenly on Friday a
week ago with his wife, Chrissie, by his side at the age
of just 64. He is survived by his daughters Katie and
Aimee. Sadly their third daughter, Emma, previously
passed away.
While Anthony was a loving father, a dedicated
husband and a person of immense determination, he
will be remembered by millions of Australians as a
campaigner for those who suffered after decades of
child sexual abuse, particularly from within the clergy.
For the Foster family the issue of child sexual abuse
was all too close, with two daughters being abused by a
priest while attending school as young girls.

ANTHONY FOSTER
1550

ASSEMBLY

At the time of Anthony’s passing, his family issued a
statement that said:
Anthony’s heart was so big — he fought for others to make
sure what happened to our family could not happen to anyone
else.

The recognition of Anthony’s passionate efforts to
protect children has made us all humbler and helps
provide comfort through this journey.
As a father, as a Victorian, I want to place on record my
appreciation to the Foster family for allowing us to
share the determination of Anthony. That
determination, that effort, that work has brought at least
some justice to the victims of child sexual abuse within
the church. It has brought legal reform. It has brought
public exposure to an issue long hidden and
deliberately swept away. That culture of secrecy, that
veil of cover-up will never again be the case. The result
of Anthony’s tireless and selfless campaigning, the
Betrayal of Trust report, has exposed the systemic and
horrific abuse of children in the church’s care. It made
numerous recommendations that have become law to
protect children and prevent this horror ever happening
again. Anthony and his wife Chrissie stood up together
with dignity and grace to the might of the church over
its manifestly inadequate handling of a number of
abusive priests, testament to the strength of their own
personal relationship.
The Betrayal of Trust inquiry was instigated in 2012.
All of its 15 recommendations in 2014 were accepted
by the then government, starting with the
implementation of new criminal law offences critical to
ensure the immediate safety of children. Measures to
strengthen organisations’ responses to preventing and
responding to child abuse and consideration of options
for civil law reform and redress for survivors of child
abuse were also adopted.
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heartfelt thanks to Chrissie and to the Foster family for
sharing Anthony in what became such a public way.
There is more work to do to stamp out criminal child
abuse, but it will be Anthony and Chrissie’s legacy that
there are so many survivors who have been brought the
justice they so deserve.
The SPEAKER — Order! Before the minister
begins his remarks I should acknowledge the presence
of the former member for Oakleigh in the gallery,
Ms Ann Barker.
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing) (By leave) — Anthony Foster and his partner
Chrissie’s contribution to Victorian and Australian
society will be remembered, both as individuals and a
couple who in the face of pain that no parent should
ever have to endure stood up for not just their innocent
daughters who were subject to sexual abuse and the
cover-up that ensued, but for all the innocents who had
been subject to institutional care providers’ abuse, be
they church or otherwise.
I first met both Anthony and Chrissie with the tireless
Ann Barker who then, as the MP for Oakleigh, worked
with the Fosters as their local MP to champion their
cause and to push their particular family’s campaign
against the inequities of the Melbourne Response, also
known as Towards Healing, in the Catholic Church on
allegations of sexual abuse. Over the subsequent years
and on a number of occasions where I had the
opportunity to speak with the Fosters and Ann and the
growing movement of survivors in sexual abuse not just
in the Catholic Church but in wider institutional care,
their leadership has been inspirational.

It is thanks to the dedication of Anthony and Chrissie
Foster that the trickle of evidence, so long covered up
by so many, has turned into a flood. No stone will ever
be left unturned.

Whether it was through the Victorian parliamentary
inquiry in the last Parliament which led to the very
important Betrayal of Trust report or whether it was
through his and Chrissie’s efforts in the still-to-report
Royal Commission into Institutional Responses to
Child Sexual Abuse, Anthony’s stoic and sustained
contribution to the cause of both recovery and
restoration for survivors of sexual abuse in the church
was absolutely outstanding, as too was his campaign
for accountability and reconciliation not just through an
appropriate resolution of the complaints process but for
justice for the wider survivor community. These efforts,
as have been indicated, will be, we are confident,
reflected in the reports that are finding their way
through the current royal commission.

This motion and the state funeral are a fitting tribute to
a man all of us should thank. To the Foster family we
say that our state will not forget such a dedicated man.
Thousands of abuse survivors and all of us send our

I recently caught up with Anthony at the launch of
Louise Milligan’s book detailing the plight of many
survivors of sexual abuse — and sadly many of those
who did not survive — at the hands of the clergy in the

Anthony said of the Betrayal of Trust inquiry:
… this Victorian inquiry still has a very important role to
play, and indeed Victoria could lead the way for the rest of
Australia by you recommending and the Parliament
implementing the … necessary legislative changes to provide
justice for past victims and protection for future children.
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Catholic Church. Their journey parallels the career of
Australia’s most senior Catholic figure, Cardinal
George Pell, with whom Anthony had many dealings
and encounters. That book details the meeting between
the cardinal and Anthony, where Anthony’s decency
and campaign for justice can be seen in very deeply
personal terms.
His journey and his efforts to bring justice, not just for
his own daughters but for the wider survivor
community and for the many who have been lost along
the way, parallels his desire to see his church — his
faith — reconcile with its past and perhaps more
importantly with its mission for support and nurturing
for those at the heart of its pastoral practice. Let his
enduring monument be the achievement of a new
approach, not just in how we as a society deal with
sexual abuse of children and innocents, but let it be a
renewal of the pastoral care and community
development model that lies at the heart of how he saw
his church and his faith operating in the modern world.
I am sure I speak for all honourable members in
offering our sincere and deepest sympathies to Chrissie
and family and to all those who loved him. Long may
his memory endure.
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) (By leave) — The
only thing necessary for the triumph of evil is for good
men to do nothing. Anthony Foster was a good man,
and he did something. Tragically he passed away after a
stroke on 26 May this year, aged 64. Anthony and
Chrissie worked tirelessly to make sure that evil did not
triumph, and we thank them for that. I think the
statement from the Royal Commission into Institutional
Responses to Child Sexual Abuse, after Anthony’s
death, said it very well:
Anthony and Chrissie dedicated many years of their lives to
bringing about justice for survivors of child sexual abuse.
Their tireless advocacy helped bring about this royal
commission.
They attended hundreds of days of public hearings and
participated in many of our policy round tables.
With a dignity and grace, Anthony and Chrissie generously
supported countless survivors and their families whilst also
managing their own grief.
Commissioners and staff at the royal commission are deeply
shocked and saddened by this news.

The push from Anthony and Chrissie, amongst others,
helped lead to the parliamentary inquiry here in
Victoria in the last term of Parliament of the Family and
Community Development Committee, chaired by
Georgie Crozier, which then led to the Betrayal of Trust
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report in 2013. The push out of all of that here was part
of the drive to have the commonwealth royal
commission as well. Both those reports lifted the lid on
the history of horrific abuse which we are now all very
well aware of.
To Chrissie and to the wider Foster family, we are
eternally grateful for the work that you did, not only for
your family but for all the victims of abuse in this state
and wider Australia. Everyone, including all those
families and victims, is eternally grateful for the work
that you did. I send our deepest sympathies to Chrissie
and the family.
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) (By leave) —
Anthony Foster was an incredible person — a father
and a husband who stood up and spoke up about child
abuse and the Catholic Church. Together with Chrissie,
they took on the powerful forces of the church with a
humility and dignity that is uncommon. They stood up
for their daughters, but by those actions they also stood
up for all child sexual abuse victims, their families and
all decent people. When I reflect on Anthony and
Chrissie Foster, as has been said, I think of that
well-known line: all that is required for evil to triumph
is for good people to do nothing. Chrissie and Anthony
Foster are good people, but they did something —
something that changed everything.
Anthony Foster was a good man. As the Premier often
says in this place, the greatest asset we have as
Victorians is our people. Anthony was one of our
greatest assets. Leadership is not about positions or titles;
we know too many examples of people with titles and
positions who are not leaders and worse still who
abrogate their responsibilities. Chrissie and Anthony
were not asked to be the champions of change and justice
within the church and within the corridors of power of
our nation — no-one expected that of them after all they
had been through as parents to three beautiful children —
but that is exactly what they became.
I will never know the pain, the loneliness and
gut-wrenching heartache that Anthony and Chrissie went
through and Chrissie still goes through. There are many
in this place who know a lot more about this pain, and I
would like to acknowledge my predecessor Ann Barker
and the member for Box Hill for their leadership and
understanding of the torment the Fosters went through.
At the suggestion of Ann I read the book Hell on the
Way to Heaven, written by Chrissie Foster and Paul
Kennedy, about the family and their search for justice. I
have not read a more powerful and heart-rending book
in my life. I have heard the expression people use about
books being page-turners, but with this book I literally
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could barely bring myself to turn each page. I found
myself sighing deeply after each page. I found myself
having to put the book aside for a little bit before
picking it up again. And I was just reading it; I was not
living it. No-one should go through this — no-one.
The book brought into remarkable focus for me just
what incredible people the Fosters are. I knew Katie
Foster when she was a customer at my cafe in
Oakleigh over 12 years ago, but after reading the book
I could not look at the Fosters in the same way. When
I would see Anthony, Chrissie or Katie in Oakleigh, I
was in awe of their bravery, their courage and their
superhuman strength. I did not know Anthony well,
but on the occasions I met him I felt exactly what Paul
Kennedy said his initial impression was of Chrissie
and Anthony — that they had extraordinary grace. I
am so very, very proud of the leadership shown by
both of them.
Most of us in this place choose politics because we
want to make change. Anthony Foster made change
without an office or a title. He made lasting change. He
made profound change. He knocked on the doors of
power in the Catholic Church and in the Victorian and
national parliaments so graciously, so persistently and
with the quiet dignity and power that rests in every
authentic, decent person. He knocked on the doors of
power until they had no choice but to open the doors
and face this brave, brave man — this leader.
To Chrissie, Katie, Aimee and the rest of the family I
offer my deepest condolences on behalf of the Oakleigh
community.
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) (By leave) — I
rise to contribute to this condolence motion for
Anthony Foster. I first met Anthony and Chrissie at
Parliament House with former member for Oakleigh
Ann Barker shortly after the Family and Community
Development Committee, of which I was a member,
had been advised that it would be conducting an
investigation into institutional child abuse. I found
Anthony to be a polite but very determined man. He
said to me that he was putting his faith in our
committee to uncover the truth and to deliver justice for
all victims.
Anthony, his wife, Chrissie, and their family suffered
enormous pain at the hands of Father Kevin O’Donnell.
Father O’Donnell had committed unspeakable acts on
Victorian children, ranging from a victim who presented
to our committee and spoke of her abuse in the 1950s up
to Anthony and Chrissie’s children in the 1990s.
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Anthony and Chrissie spent months attending our public
hearings, quietly listening to the testimony of countless
witnesses. It was through the efforts of Anthony and
Chrissie and their book, Hell on the Way to Heaven, that
our committee could question Archbishop George Pell.
Through their efforts and those of countless other brave
witnesses who shared their stories, our committee was
able to confirm that children had been sexually abused
by priests, that the Catholic hierarchy knew of this abuse
and that the hierarchy knowingly moved paedophile
priests to different parishes — some, tragically, on
numerous occasions.
When the committee handed down its final report,
Betrayal of Trust, I remember asking Anthony what his
thoughts were of its recommendations. Anthony had a
smile on his face and he said to me, ‘Thank you’.
Anthony was speaking not only on behalf of his
daughters but also on behalf of all families and victims.
This house has worked in a bipartisan way to deliver
the recommendations of the Betrayal of Trust report.
Whilst this Parliament has listened and acted, nothing
will take away the pain of the victims and their families.
Vale, Anthony Foster.
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) (By leave) —
Why do the good die young? It is a question often
asked but one made so true in the case of Anthony
Foster. I first met Anthony, Chrissie, Aimee and Katie
as a member of the parliamentary committee tasked
with the inquiry into the abuse of children in religious
and other non-government organisations. Anthony and
Chrissie were there from the very start. They opened
our eyes and took us with them on a journey so sad, so
deeply moving and so appalling that words cannot
describe it.
I recall that Anthony and Chrissie provided us with a
copy of Chrissie’s book, Hell on the Way to Heaven,
documenting the horrific abuse endured by two of their
daughters at the hands of a priest called O’Donnell.
They shared the anguish and turmoil experienced by
their family, the destruction of young lives and the pain
endured. And now we have the shocking and sudden
death of Anthony. Why should such a beautiful family
bear so much pain?
The Betrayal of Trust report was the culmination of
more than 18 months of inquiry, document discovery,
hearings and submissions. Anthony and Chrissie were
there every step of the way. I cannot recall a hearing, a
public gathering or an event that Anthony and Chrissie
did not attend.
Anthony Foster touched so many people in so many
ways. He was a leader in the campaign for justice for
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those abused as children. He fought against great powers
such as the Catholic Church, he fought for justice to
acknowledge the lifelong harm caused to people abused
as children, he fought for justice to expose the
perpetrators and those that covered up no matter what
their status, he fought for the right to be compensated and
he fought for the changes needed to prevent such
depraved criminal behaviours happening again.
Anthony Foster gave it his all, initially spurred on by
the love for his family and speaking up for his two
children, but he soon became the voice of many who
had been silenced. During the hearings it was obvious
Anthony Foster was moved by the testimony of others
recounting their experience. He offered support and
encouragement. The Foster children had strong and
determined parents to speak up for them; others had no
parents at all.
We all know that Anthony and Chrissie Foster played a
huge part in the shaping of the recommendations and
findings of the Victorian inquiry’s report, Betrayal of
Trust, and also the royal commission. Anthony helped
shine a light on some of the darkest corners of our
world — the abuse of children in institutions that were
supposed to care and nurture them, perpetrated often by
those who are supposed to be close to God. Anthony
and Chrissie together have made our world a better
place. He has a legacy to be proud of. He chose to make
a difference with his life, and he did not waste a minute.
He will be remembered for all he has done.
Many of the recommendations of the Betrayal of Trust
report and the royal commission have been
implemented, but there is more to be done. In memory
of Anthony Foster I hope we will soon implement the
outstanding recommendations requiring religious
institutions to become incorporated and for the redress
scheme to be delivered. Vale, Anthony Foster, and
thank you for all you have done. My deepest sympathy
to Chrissie, Aimee and Katie.
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) (By leave) — I am
honoured to join in paying tribute to the life and legacy
of Anthony Foster. One can scarcely begin to imagine
what Anthony, Chrissie and their daughters have been
through, yet after everything that Anthony had suffered
and was continuing to suffer he remained determined,
courageous, focused and considered and, in
consequence, was able to achieve far-reaching results.
I first met Anthony in August 2011 in my capacity as
Attorney-General at a meeting organised by the then
member for Oakleigh, Ann Barker, together with
Chrissie, barrister Bryan Keon-Cohen and journalist
and Foster family friend Paul Kennedy. Chrissie and
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Anthony told me about what they and their family had
experienced and about their struggles to obtain
acknowledgement, justice and change not only in
relation to what they and their family had suffered but
in relation to the whole endemic problem of child
sexual abuse within church and other organisations.
Throughout our extended meeting Anthony’s
contributions were measured, thoughtful and reasoned.
What Anthony and Chrissie were able to tell me and
put to me that day was a major contributor to the then
government’s decision to establish an inquiry into child
sexual abuse in church and other non-government
organisations.
My final meeting with Anthony was just a few months
ago here at Parliament House in Strangers Corridor,
where the member for Broadmeadows had kindly
invited me to meet with him and Chrissie and Anthony
after the passage by the Assembly of further legislation
in response to recommendations of the Betrayal of
Trust report. We reminisced about events that had
occurred since we last met up, and Anthony said to me
words to the effect of, ‘I didn’t like the decision to
establish a parliamentary inquiry rather than a royal
commission, but I now see why you did it, and I think it
has turned out well’.
Indeed we can all collectively take satisfaction from
what Anthony helped us to achieve — the creation of
new criminal offences, the setting of child safe
standards and policies, the establishment of a reportable
conduct regime, reform of limitation of action periods,
and new laws on responsibility for the conduct of
individuals within organisations. There is of course still
more to be done, including the implementation of a
civil redress scheme and whatever further may come
from the commonwealth’s royal commission. However,
Anthony’s courage and determination have brought
long-overdue recognition of and action on terrible and
endemic wrongs that have been going on in our midst
for far, far too long.
Anthony helped make the institutions to whom we
entrust our children recognise and acknowledge what has
happened and fully accept responsibility for their
failings. Anthony helped us to bring about reforms to
ensure that children in the future will never again have to
suffer the terrible abuse and its consequences that were
suffered by his and Chrissie’s daughters and by
thousands of other children around our nation. Anthony’s
death has been a tragic and untimely loss of someone
who had achieved so much and who still had so much
more to offer. May his legacy long continue to endure.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) (By leave) —
Anthony Foster told truth to power concerning a
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cover-up that killed. When Chrissie Foster informed me
of her husband’s death at 7.36 a.m. on 27 May I was
preparing to take my son to Saturday sport, that ritual
marking the weekend’s respite for so many families.
I am very sorry to tell you that Anthony passed away
yesterday after collapsing suddenly on Wednesday. Our
hearts are breaking at losing him but he will always be in our
hearts and minds.

My response was immediate:
Dear Chrissie,
You and Anthony are the most courageous people I have met.
You found the words for those who struggled, or could not
speak.
You gave hope to people who clung to the truth but had no
power.
Your perseverance means there can be no more wilful
blindness.
Your leadership has delivered cultural, generational and
systemic change.
Your fortitude in bearing witness saved lives.
Your strength epitomised parenthood in standing up for your
children and protecting so many more.
The news is gut-wrenching, the loss is profound but the
legacy will never be forgotten.

Chrissie Foster responded:
We only ever struggled to do the right thing and try to right
the wrong.

When the family testified to this Parliament in
November 2012, Anthony declared:
Our appearance before you today is, in a very personal sense,
absolutely futile. We wish we did not have to be here, but we
refuse to let the Catholic Church take any more children from
us. Whatever we or you do will not restore Emma’s life or
heal Katie’s injuries. But you can make a difference to the
lives of thousands of other victims now and prevent the abuse
of further children.

Anthony and Chrissie Foster presented two
photographs to the inquiry. The first was a portrait of a
beaming family. Emma and Katie were attending the
Sacred Heart school in Oakleigh at the time.
Unbeknown to their parents the parish priest,
Father Kevin O’Donnell, was raping the sisters. Emma
was only five years old when the horror began. Despite
victims repeatedly reporting O’Donnell’s offences to
the Catholic Church hierarchy, he was moved to new
parishes and innocent children with fatal consequences.
The other photograph depicted Emma a decade later,
wrists and arms bloodied from a suicide attempt.
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Anthony Foster declared that if only the church had
acted on the complaints, Emma would still be alive and
Katie would not be permanently crippled. Younger
sister Aimee testified how distressed she felt seeing the
lives of her sisters unravel:
I cannot describe to you the weight of the pain I have felt.

That burden was felt when Anthony Foster requested a
minute’s silence to honour his deceased daughter and
the family joined hands at the hearing. Time ached.
Silence offered no solace. Only the bell from a tram
lurching into Bourke Street earthed emotions to a
familiar comfort.
On Christmas Day 2013 Anthony Foster shared a
moment of family bliss. He and Chrissie had become
grandparents to a beautiful girl. Aimee had given birth
to Ivy. The following year Anthony sent me a picture of
Aimee and grandson Leo, born on Australia Day. This
is the photograph I keep.
Six months ago this chamber erupted in spontaneous
applause at Anthony and Chrissie Foster’s courage and
pursuit of the truth as they witnessed the latest
legislation in a raft of bipartisan reforms protecting our
children. The Wrongs Amendment (Organisational
Child Abuse) Bill 2016 aims to prevent a repeat of the
fate the Fosters and so many other families suffered
through cultures of concealment or noble cause
corruption, a misplaced sense of loyalty to a higher
duty. The evil that men do lives after them, but the love
of Anthony and Chrissie Foster has left a life-saving
legacy that usurped that miser fate.
For all that entailed, for all Anthony, Chrissie and their
family and so many others endured and overcame, we
are humbled and grateful.
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) (By leave) — In ancient
Christian scripture there is an old saying I often think
about, ‘A searching trial awaits those who wield
power’. Down the ages we have wrestled with how to
protect the flock from the shepherds. From our earliest
thinkers we have wrestled with this question.
I met Anthony Foster once, but he would not have
remembered me; I was just a staffer at that time. I was
aware of his fine work and of how he had risen from the
flock to become a shepherd when he, as earlier speakers
have said, rose up to be a voice for those who were
vulnerable to the evil misdeeds of others who were in a
position of power and authority and to protect them.
It is hard to imagine a more exacting and unbearable toll
on the human heart than the loss of a child or of trauma
visited upon a child, but the work of Anthony Foster has
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helped countless victims and their families to rise up. I
cannot improve upon the very eloquent words of the
Premier and the Leader of the Opposition and the earlier
speakers who spoke very well about this matter. I wish
only to assure the Foster family that all of us in this place
understand our primary duty is to make sure that we
protect the flock from the shepherds at all times and that
those who wield power are truly accountable for what
they have done. Rest in peace, Anthony Foster.
The SPEAKER — Order! As a mark of respect, I
would ask all members to rise in their places.
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Mr ANDREWS — It would seem not. Regardless
of the interjections of those opposite, I send my best
wishes to those members of the special operations
group.
Members of Victoria Police, with support from the
Australian Federal Police, will thoroughly investigate
what occurred in Brighton and the matters leading up to
it. Each and every element of this act of terror will be
properly and fully investigated. As I indicated earlier
this morning, if there are any learnings from any
element of this act of terror, then the government stands
ready to make those changes.

Honourable members stood in their places.

ABSENCE OF MINISTER
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I rise to advise that
the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence
and Minister for Women will be absent from question
time for the next two sitting weeks. The Minister for
Health and Minister for Ambulance Services will
answer in her place.

Victoria Police are up to the task of properly
investigating this and, what is more, the government
stands ready to provide them, in the event that more is
needed, with whatever is necessary. Might I counsel
those opposite that in my judgement there is nothing to
be gained by playing politics with terrorism, because
playing politics with terrorism does nothing to keep
Victorians safe.
Honourable members interjecting.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Brighton incident
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. Premier, even apart from the
seriousness of terrorism or terror links, the man who
committed the Brighton crimes last night had bashed
people in their home, carried a knife in to rob them, had
16 priors for burglary, 15 for theft, aggravated burglary,
attempted armed robbery, firearms offences and
intentionally causing injury and had committed arson
while in jail. Premier, why was this man on our streets?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — Firstly, let me thank
the Leader of the Opposition for his question. Let me
say to him that today I think all of us ought to be
sending our thoughts and our best wishes to the family
of the staff member in the serviced apartments in
Brighton who was killed yesterday. Beyond that we
should be sending our best wishes to the three members
of the special operations group — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — All of us, I would think, without
interruption or without catcalling or without politics,
could send our best wishes to those three members of
the special operations group — —
Honourable members interjecting.

The SPEAKER — Order! I ask members on both
sides of the house to cease shouting across the chamber.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — Premier,
you refuse to introduce mandatory sentencing, you have
delayed implementing the Callinan and Harper
recommendations, you have had four part-time
corrections ministers, you have weakened our bail laws
and your own police minister has said that people do
not feel safe in their own homes. Under your watch,
what is it a criminal has to do to be denied parole in the
state of Victoria?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — Apart from the fact
that the question, as usual, is riddled with errors —
from a loose Leader of the Opposition at best — as I
was saying, nothing — —
An honourable member — I think you are loose
with the truth.
The SPEAKER — Order!
Mr ANDREWS — Those opposite, I think, would
do well to reflect on the fact that playing politics with
acts of terror does absolutely nothing to keep
Victorians safe.
Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr ANDREWS — Sentenced under the previous
government — and the Callinan reforms have been
implemented. This is a nonsense from the Leader of the
Opposition.

Mr ANDREWS — But it gets better. They had not
sought a briefing, they had not received the briefing and
yet they were out there criticising members of the
special operations group.

Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, of
relevance. It was a very simple question which the
Premier continually avoids. Under the Premier’s watch,
what is it that a criminal has to do to be denied parole in
the state of Victoria? This whole state wants to know
the answer to this question, and it is about time the
Premier answered it.

To the three members of the special operation group
who have been injured — two of whom are having
surgery today — I say on behalf of all Victorians that at
least the government, if not those opposite, are grateful
to you for your service. We are grateful to you for your
courage, we are grateful to you for your bravery, and
we stand ready to provide you with any support
necessary beyond the additional funding, beyond the
counterterrorism command, beyond the new training
facility and beyond the new equipment and vehicles
that we have already provided. To them and all touched
by this act of terror, we give you our best wishes and
our action.

The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier will come
to answering the question.
Mr ANDREWS — It is about time the Leader of
the Opposition recognised that playing politics with
terror does not keep anyone in our state safe. It is as
simple as that, and shame on you.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I have warned members
to cease shouting across the chamber. I warn the
member for Niddrie and the member for Kew.

Ministers statements: Brighton incident
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I am pleased to
provide the house with further information in relation to
the shocking events in Brighton last night. First of all,
despite the interjections and the all-too-often criticism
of police by those opposite, I will put on record that
every member of this government is absolutely grateful
and supportive of members of the critical incident
response team, members of the special operations group
and other members of the police and the broader
emergency services who responded in good time with
expertise, with courage, with conviction and with the
full support of this government to keep Victoria safe.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — Those opposite can talk about
these matters, but they were out there last week
criticising the special operations group.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Kew!
Mr ANDREWS — They were out there last week
criticising the special operations group. They had not
even sought a briefing — —
Honourable members interjecting.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Before calling the
Leader of the Opposition, I warn the member for Ripon
to cease shouting across the chamber. The member for
Kew has already been warned, and I renew that
warning. The member for Sunbury will also cease
shouting across the chamber.

Brighton incident
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is again to the Premier. Yacqub Khayre, who
should never have been on the streets, had obtained a
firearm and had ripped off his parole bracelet, which
triggers an immediate alarm. Victorians are scared.
They are going to bed feeling fearful every night. As
Lisa Neville said in March, they do not feel safe in their
own homes. Victorians want leadership, not excuses.
They want change, not reviews. What immediate
reforms are you going to make to the parole system in
Victoria to ensure that crimes like this latest violent
tragedy never happen again?
The SPEAKER — Order! I do remind members to
use correct titles of members in this place.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. It is my policy with
these matters to allow Victoria Police to establish the
facts in relation to them. For instance, the Leader of the
Opposition is talking about firearms. He is talking
about bracelets. He is talking about conditions of
parole. It is my practice not to be listening to people
who to this day maintain the budget had no money for
extra community safety investments, a bloke who will
not rebuke those who abuse our emergency
services — —
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Honourable members interjecting.
Questions and statements interrupted.

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

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Brighton incident
Questions and statements resumed.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — In other words, I am
not going to be taking anything the Leader of the
Opposition says at face value. I will let Victoria Police
investigate these matters because they are far better
qualified to do that than the Leader of the Opposition,
who frankly just makes things up. We will let Victoria
Police do their job, and we stand ready not to criticise
them, as this one did last week, but to instead support
them in every way possible.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — Premier, in
the Age of 18 October 2015 you were quoted as saying:
… all of us, as Victorians and indeed Australians, have to
accept that violent extremism is part of a contemporary
Australia.

Premier, do you stand by that comment?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — As the Chief
Commissioner of Police made very clear this
morning — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — I will remind the Leader of the
Opposition that the threat level says ‘probable’. That
might be news to him, the expert over here — —
Mr Guy interjected.
Mr ANDREWS — You ask the questions, and I
will answer them if you will pause from criticising
police or shooting your mouth off when you do not
know what you are talking about. The threat level says
‘probable’, and as the chief commissioner made very
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clear today and has in numerous briefings and public
commentary, we live in a world where it is certain that
there are some people who would do enormous harm to
many, many people. One of the threats we face is those
who are, (a), only interested in playing politics and, (b),
unwilling to accept that these threats are very real.

Ministers statements: Victoria Police
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — I would like
to just reflect on some of the recent significant events in
Victoria that the Premier has referred to, particularly in
relation to the hijacking of the Malaysia Airlines plane
and also the Brighton incident last night. Although
these different events had different motivations, at the
heart of all of that and what they have in common is in
fact the professionalism and the expertise of Victoria
Police. Whether it was the general duties police who
got there immediately or whether it was our special
operations group (SOG), the critical incident response
teams (CIRT) or the bomb squad, they all showed their
expertise, their higher skill and their training that was
critical to their decision-making. What we saw, and
what they sought to achieve, was a successful outcome
that saw every passenger and every member of the
aircrew safely off that plane. That was not just done by
chance; that was done through risk assessment,
planning and how they executed those motivations.
As I said, we have three SOG members who were
significantly injured — not life-threatening, but facing
potentially long-term issues in terms of their work and
going forward. I want to say to those SOG members
that I thank them. I thank all the SOG and CIRT
members last night. I want to thank them.
Unfortunately in the last week our SOG team and our
CIRT team have been rocked by comments by others,
others in this chamber and in the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee, who question the operational
expertise — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Ripon
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Ripon
will leave the chamber for the period of 1 hour.
Honourable member for Ripon withdrew from
chamber.
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QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Ministers statements: Victoria Police
Questions and statements resumed.
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — These are
people who question the operational expertise of our
most specialist team. This side thanks every single
member of Victoria Police for their commitment, their
dedication and their expertise. Unlike the opposition
leader, we do not believe in ‘Hollywood responses’, as
the Qantas security expert said. This is about ensuring
we get the best result and keep Victorians safe. I ask the
opposition leader to apologise to those CIRT members.

Parole reform
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. Former Justice Callinan, in
his review of the adult parole system, recognised
substantial gaps in intelligence when the Adult Parole
Board of Victoria makes decisions to release criminals
into the community on parole and recommended that a
comprehensive case management system be
established as quickly as possible. Premier, given that
the delivery of this key system for the parole board
has been delayed by multiple ministers under your
government for at least three years, and with no
resolution in sight, can you guarantee that the board
now has access to all relevant intelligence when
determining whether to grant parole?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I am advised the
answer is yes.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — Given the
delays in delivering Justice Callinan’s reforms under
your government, can you guarantee that the adult
parole board can fully access intelligence from the
Australian Federal Police and other federal agencies
that have counterterrorism intelligence before making a
decision to grant parole?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I do not have the
review in front of me. I would need to double-check
whether that was in fact one of the recommendations
that was made.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — We were left to implement a fair
bit of it by those opposite. I will need to double-check
whether that was in fact one of the recommendations.

Tuesday, 6 June 2017

But what I would say to the Leader of the Opposition is
that in my experience and the advice I have is that
Victoria Police, the Australian Federal Police and our
security intelligence agencies work very closely together.
You could not, I think, get a more cooperative model
around threat assessments, and it is always our aim to
make sure that that expert information is used and useful
to as many people as possible.
On the specifics of that recommendation, which I think
the Leader of the Opposition was quoting — I do not
know that he can actually quote that, because I do not
know that that was one of the recommendations — I
am more than happy to look into that at the conclusion
of question time.

Ministers statements: Victoria Police
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I rise to update the
house on the continuing investment — in fact the
unprecedented investment — that the Andrews Labor
government is making into community safety.
Victoria Police do an incredible job, and we have
invested funds to support them in doing just that.
Sadly there have been too many reminders right across
globe and here at home in recent weeks of the
important role that police play, particularly in the last
24 hours. I would like to thank Victoria Police
members for putting themselves on the line to keep us
safe every day. I wish the officers injured in Brighton
a speedy recovery, and of course our thoughts are with
the family of the employee at the apartment.
It is tragic events like those we have seen in
Manchester, in London and now in Brighton that
demonstrate that we must all remain vigilant in keeping
the community safe. That is why we are taking the
unprecedented action to give Victoria Police the powers
and resources that they need to keep Victoria safe. We
are not pointscoring; we are not grandstanding; we are
just getting on and providing them with the
wherewithal to be able to do the work they need to do.
We back our police and we do not question their
bravery or their independence.
Since coming to office, this government has worked
closely with police on identifying the investment that is
required. The 17–18 budget of course provided a
historic $2 billion for police, the biggest ever
investment in the history of Victoria Police; $1.9 billion
has been invested in family violence to deal with that
scourge and 3135 more police have been committed to
by this government since we came to power, who will
be deployed over the next five years. We make sure that
Victoria Police is adequately resourced to get on with
the job.
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Mandatory sentencing
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — Last
weekend another innocent Victorian family endured
the horror of an early morning home invasion, this
time in Templestowe, within my own electorate. With
crime out of control in Victoria, Premier, why are you
refusing to implement mandatory sentencing for the
thugs who keep repeating these violent home
invasions?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question, and I think he may
have missed the fact that the government has passed
laws that — —
Mr Guy — Do nothing.
Mr ANDREWS — Well, they put in place a
statutory minimum sentence for home invasion. You
voted for them. It would appear you did not even read
them when you voted for them. So yet again you are
wrong, and I have concluded my answer.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, the question was about mandatory
sentencing, not the Premier’s weak spin that he
announces. Mandatory sentencing — why has he not
brought in mandatory sentencing to penalise these thugs
who are terrorising our city?
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier has
concluded his answer.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — What a
surprise — nothing to say. Premier, can you confirm
that under your bail changes made last year violent
young offenders, even those involved in violent home
invasions who breach their bail, can no longer be
charged with breaching bail, and as such are being put
straight back on the streets to offend all over again?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will come to order.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — No, I cannot confirm
that because, as with so many things that the Leader of
the Opposition puts out there, it is wrong — yet again,
wrong.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, to stop the
Premier misleading the house, these are in fact his own
changes that he brought in. If you do not know your
own bail reforms, weakening bail reforms, no wonder
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we have got a law and order problem in the state of
Victoria.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Mr ANDREWS — Angry and wrong and
embarrassing — embarrassing!

Ministers statements: Brighton incident
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Ambulance
Services) — I rise to update the house on the role that
our very hardworking paramedics played in relation to
the Brighton incident last night and to express on behalf
of the government our deep gratitude and appreciation
for the contribution that they have made. We are
inevitably reminded not only in respect of the incidents
that have occurred, nationally but also internationally,
of the incredible contribution that not just our police
personnel make but our emergency services and our
hospital personnel make at such times.
No doubt members of the house will be interested to
know that last night Ambulance Victoria’s emergency
response plan was escalated to orange, which is the
second-highest level, an ambulance emergency operation
centre was activated and scene management was
established. At the scene we had health commanders,
mobile intensive care ambulance (MICA) response,
many other ambulance officers and three vehicles.
In terms of those that required support and assistance,
particularly our hardworking Victoria Police personnel,
they were transferred and treated, and we are very, very
grateful for the work that our paramedics did, not just at
Brighton last night but each and every single day.
When our emergency services personnel are exposed to
these kind of incidents it is important that we continue
to mainstream discussion and acknowledgement of the
impact of trauma. We know that with our hardworking
paramedics there can be not just a response to these
single incidents, but the long-burn impact of exposure
to trauma also has an incredibly hard toll. There are
always family sitting at home watching what is
occurring on the media as well, wondering if and
hoping that those that they love and care about are safe.
Our government has invested strenuously and heavily
in the issue of better mental health support for our
emergency services workers. We commend our
paramedics, we thank their families for sharing them,
and once again express our appreciation for the
contribution they make each and every single day.
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Bail laws
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is again to the Premier. Frank D’Abaco, father
of autistic boy Jayden D’Abaco, who was attacked by a
gang on a bus in Melbourne’s west, told the latest
public gathering concerned about Melbourne’s crime
wave that this is not Chicago, this is not New York; this
is bloody Tarneit. Mr D’Abaco said that enough is
enough. He told the meeting that the Premier rang him
a few weeks before and spun him a lot of rubbish.
Premier, we know the local member does not care
about Tarneit, so will you now stand up, accept
responsibility, apologise to Jayden D’Abaco and his
family for the climate of fear that has developed under
you and your government and its utter failure to tackle
violent crime, or will you spin us all a lot of rubbish?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. What occurred to not
just Mr D’Abaco’s son but the D’Abaco family is
something that I am certainly very sorry has occurred,
and I think all of us would be sorry that that occurred.
The Leader of the Opposition is correct to say that I
spoke with Mr D’Abaco by phone a few weeks ago. The
reason I rang him was I was on my way to the police
academy — which is full, by the way, for those opposite.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — No, no, it is called police
recruitment. I was ringing him to inform him that the
first 300 recruits that had actually been funded in last
year’s budget had finished their training and would be
deployed. I cannot recall the exact number that were
going to the west of Melbourne, but it was a significant
number from that first graduating class of 300. Beyond
that, of course, there are police custody officers.
Not for a moment — not in my conversation with
Mr D’Abaco or in my answer here today or in any
forum — would I ever diminish the pain and the hurt of
such an incident. That is why we are recruiting more
police. That is not anything other than, ‘It’s real’. If you
do not want to believe me, we can go to the police
academy and see the place is full, as it needs to be. We
will continue to recruit more police. We will continue
to give them the resources they need, the powers they
need and the support — not the criticism, but the
support — that they need to fight crime and keep
Victorians safe.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, I asked fairly clearly whether the Premier
would accept responsibility and apologise to Jayden
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D’Abaco and his family for the climate of fear that has
developed under this Premier’s handling of law and
order for the last two and a half years. The Premier has
not given that apology to the D’Abaco family, and I ask
him to have the courage to do so now in front of the
whole Parliament.
Mr ANDREWS — On the point of order, Speaker,
I do not think the Leader of the Opposition was
listening. I have already made it very clear that I am
certainly sorry. I think everyone in this place should be
sorry for what occurred, not just to Mr D’Abaco’s son
but to the D’Abaco family. That was almost the first
part of my answer. Clearly the Leader of the Opposition
in his fit of anger was not listening.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Mr ANDREWS — So not only will we offer our
words and our comfort to the D’Abaco family, and
indeed many more, but we will offer our action — the
biggest ever boost to police resources the state has
ever seen.
Mr Guy interjected.
Mr ANDREWS — I would suggest to the Leader of
the Opposition that he go out to the police academy and
have a look at what a full academy looks like. We will
not be distracted by the Leader of the Opposition and
his mistruths and cheap politics. We will instead
continue to recruit, continue to support and continue to
fight crime and make our community safer.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask members to cease
shouting across the chamber, including the member for
Hastings.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — This side of
the house does not view speaking to Jayden D’Abaco
as cheap politics; we view that as standing up for
people who are voiceless under this man. Frank
D’Abaco went on to say of those who attacked his son,
‘When they get to court they’re facing a revolving
door’, a sentiment echoed by hundreds of thousands of
Victorians. Premier, is it not true that your weakening
of juvenile bail laws is the very revolving door that
Frank D’Abaco is referring to?
Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER — Order! Members will come to
order on both sides of the house. The member for
Caulfield and the member for Mordialloc!
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — The answer to the
question is no. What is more, though, if the Leader of
the Opposition is concerned about these matters, then
he will no doubt assist the government in passing our
sentencing standards — that important legislation that
we have introduced as part of a suite of measures to
deal with the most violent criminals and, can I say, to
fix the baseline sentencing mess left by this ‘all care
and no responsibility’ outfit sitting opposite us.

Ministers statements: emergency services
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Emergency
Services) — I rise to update the house and
acknowledge the contribution of all our emergency
services personnel when serious incidents happen such
as the events in Brighton last night. Of course the first
thing to say is that our thoughts are with the man who
was senselessly killed in the early afternoon, the victim
held hostage and the police who were injured and their
colleagues.
As they always do, last night in Brighton multiple
agencies turned out to an emergency and worked
together to provide assistance and protection to the
community and to each other. Two Metropolitan Fire
Brigade pumpers with 10 firefighters and two
command staff were on the scene and provided initial
fire response. The State Emergency Service (SES)
provided two crews of four, providing incident scene
lighting and scene security. The SES were there until
daylight this morning. As we have heard from the
Minister for Health, multiple ambulances and a senior
paramedic health commander also attended, along with
our police contingent.
This multi-agency operation reflects the challenges
facing our emergency services. Our population is
growing, our climate is changing — in a bad year our
fire season is months longer and the fires are more
intense — and the security environment here and
around the world is becoming ever more challenging.
As Victoria has changed and the nature of the
emergencies have changed, our emergency services
must and do keep up. Urban fire and rescue services are
at the forefront of managing the consequences of major
incidents involving terrorism, hazardous materials and
public infrastructure. This includes assisting ambulance
paramedics during mass casualty incidents, dealing
with fires and explosions and performing rescues.
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On this side of the house we value all our emergency
services no matter the colour of the uniform, and unlike
the Leader of the Opposition, we do not make
opportunistic and ill-informed attacks on our emergency
services in the wake of an incident. The Leader of the
Opposition should be ashamed of himself.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Ms Ryall — On a point of order, Speaker, I refer to
constituency question 12 547, which was to the
Minister for Education regarding the 2016–17 budget
and the break-up of the line item for the Maroondah
education plan for the schools in the Ringwood
electorate. The response pertaining to that question was
simply to go to a website. The website does not give
that specific break-up of the line item that I seek for the
2016–17 budget year for the Maroondah education
plan, which the minister should be able to provide
without any problem at all. I ask that you request that
the minister provide me with that breakdown promptly.
The SPEAKER — Order! I will consider that
matter.
Mr T. Bull — On a point of order, Speaker, I wish
to bring to your attention several overdue questions,
questions 12 401 through to 12 404, to the Minister for
Agriculture that relate to wild dogs. It is an issue that is
particularly impacting on a number of farmers at this
time of year. As we enter into winter the dogs come
into the low country and impact on the farmers. It has
been three months since I lodged those questions, and I
would encourage you to bring that to the attention of
the appropriate minister.
I also refer to question 12 524, which was asked on
2 May and relates to the sealing of the shoulders on the
Maffra-Sale Road. This is an important issue that has
been raised with me by a number of constituents in the
area.
The SPEAKER — Order! I will follow up those
matters.

Box Hill electorate
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — (12 738) My question is
to the Minister for Public Transport, and I ask: when
will the government publicly release the report of the
ministerial advisory group on the Box Hill transport
interchange and announce what action the government
intends to take to upgrade the interchange? Establishing
a ministerial advisory group on the interchange was
hastily announced by the then Labor opposition in
August 2014 after it heard that the coalition
government was holding talks on upgrading the
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interchange with the owner and operator of the Box Hill
Central Shopping Centre and other stakeholders.
However, the advisory group was not established until
June 2015, and it did not actually meet until October
2015. Since then the group has met in secret and has
not sought submissions from the community. It was
required to report by October last year but failed to do
so. I understand it handed its final report to the minister
earlier this year, but not a single dollar was allocated in
the state budget towards improving the interchange.
This is yet another example of this government’s
disdain for residents of Melbourne’s eastern suburbs.
The Labor Party talked big about its support for
improving the interchange prior to becoming
government; it is now time for it to start delivering.

Narre Warren South electorate
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — (12 739)
My question is to the Minister for Education and
concerns the Casey Tech School. I ask: when will
construction of the Casey Tech School begin? I was
thrilled to join with the Premier recently to unveil the
architectural plans and concept designs for this
state-of-the-art tech school. I know that students and
staff of the 23 participating schools are getting excited
about getting their hands on the latest and greatest
technology in modern facilities. They will get to learn
about biomedical technology, health and medical
technology and high-tech manufacturing, production
and processing technologies. These exciting and
innovative industries are where the jobs of the future
will be. Our community cannot wait to see the first sod
turned and construction begin for this great new school.

Mildura electorate
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — (12 740) My question is
for the Minister for Public Transport, and I ask: will the
minister fund lights and boom gates for level crossings
in country Victoria? On the 10th anniversary of the
Kerang rail disaster country people’s minds are once
again focused on level crossings. There has been a
program of rumble strips and speed restrictions, but the
real solution is lights and boom gates. Country roads
are becoming busier, and it is now time to invest in
country roads, particularly to keep those who travel on
them safe, and they will only be safe by the provision of
lights and boom gates, particularly on highways like the
Calder and the Sunraysia.
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interactive truck touring the state, welcoming visitors
and promoting our shared values and what it means to
be Victorian? I understand when visitors step aboard
they will get to share the experiences of new migrants
through cutting-edge 3D virtual reality goggles, record
their own video stories, grab a show bag and learn
much more about Victoria’s proud multiculturalism. I
also understand the aim is to bring to life the values of
the ‘Victorian. And Proud of It’ campaign. I am told
that the truck will act as a mobile learning hub, a giant
billboard and an information station, appealing to both
kids and adults. I look forward to being able to advise
my community of when Vicky will be in town.

Eildon electorate
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — (12 742) My question is
to the Minister for Water. The question is based on
concerns raised with me by Lake Eildon and Jerusalem
Creek stakeholders and the community. I refer to
budget paper 4, page 97, which lists completed projects
at Jerusalem Creek on Lake Eildon. I believe the budget
papers are in fact misleading and of serious concern.
Can you please advise me when the sewage barge and
the Jerusalem Creek holiday park sewerage upgrades
will be completed? The budget papers state that they
will be completed by 30 June 2017, but I believe this is
not expected. Further I believe that this completion date
was not expected at the time of publication of the
budget papers. My constituents and I would like to
know the real status of the project and the real expected
completion dates.

Yan Yean electorate
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — (12 743) My question is
to the Minister for Public Transport, and I ask: what is
the consultation process and time line for implementation
of the new bus services proposed for Wallan as detailed
as part of the Victorian state budget’s funding for extra
bus services in growing suburbs?

Rowville electorate
Mr WELLS (Rowville) — (12 744) The
constituency question I wish to raise is for the Minister
for Emergency Services. Days after Labor announced it
would ride a United Firefighters Union wrecking ball
through the Country Fire Authority (CFA), the CFA
chief officer, Steve Warrington, stated emphatically in a
video message to CFA members, and I quote:

Sunbury electorate

… any suggestion that we are not providing a quality service
to the Victorian community is absolute rubbish.

Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) — (12 741) My question is
to the Minister for Multicultural Affairs, and I ask: what
is the proposed schedule for Victoria, or Vicky, the

Minister, when Labor’s own CFA chief officer has no
concerns about safety or quality of service to the
Victorian community with the current integrated CFA
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model and the independent fire services review in 2015
recommending strengthening integration,
recommendations which your government committed
to adopting in March 2016, where is the justification to
divide volunteers from paid members in the CFA?

Broadmeadows electorate
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — (12 745) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change. The advice I seek is
how schools in my electorate can apply for the
ResourceSmart School awards and become more active
as they strive to create a more sustainable community.
Communities in my electorate are interested in making
a contribution to sustainability, particularly in their
schools. Students in Broadmeadows are eager to learn
how to minimise waste, save energy and water and
increase biodiversity and how they can take action on
climate change at a community level. I am committed
to ensuring that the youngest members of my electorate
are active and engaged in this program, and I am aware
that the 2017 ResourceSmart School awards are now
open to all Victorian government, independent and
Catholics schools. Any other advice on a coordinated
local strategy to deliver change is most welcome.

South-West Coast electorate
Ms BRITNELL (South-West Coast) — (12 746)
My question is to the Minister for Regional
Development in the other place, and I ask: how much
money will the Great South Coast Group food and fibre
plan receive from this year’s budget? The food and
fibre plan has been developed over many years in an
effort to increase the output and value of the region’s
existing and new food and fibre businesses, thus
improving whole-of-region productivity, sustainability
and prosperity. In the budget papers the plan was listed
among regional partnerships priority projects. Regional
partnerships have been allocated $29 million, but there
is no breakdown of what will be spent on each project.
Minister, I would be appreciative, and so would the
community, if you could tell us specifically how much
money will be allocated to the Great South Coast
Group food and fibre plan.

Yuroke electorate
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) — (12 747) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Local
Government. What are the time lines for the next
funding round of the Growing Suburbs Fund, and how
can the Yuroke community benefit from this program?
As the minister is no doubt aware, the Growing
Suburbs Fund has already delivered a number of terrific
programs in the Yuroke electorate. This is a vital source
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of funding to assist my growing community to get the
services and facilities it needs. One of the local projects
that I am particularly proud of is Livvi’s Place, an
inclusive play space at Craigieburn Anzac Park that
gives children of all ages and abilities the chance to
play side by side. I thank the minister for the projects
that have been funded in the Hume local government
area and look forward to her advice on this issue.

OATHS AND AFFIRMATIONS BILL 2017
Introduction and first reading
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to re-enact and
modernise the law relating to oaths, affirmations, affidavits
and statutory declarations, to establish a scheme for the
certification of copies of documents, to repeal divisions 1 to
11 of part IV and part V and repeal or amend other provisions
of the Evidence (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1958, to
make consequential amendments to the Evidence Act 2008,
the Constitution Act 1975, the Interpretation of Legislation
Act 1984 and other acts and for other purposes.

Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — I seek a brief
explanation of the bill.
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — The bill
modernises and consolidates the law relating to oaths,
affirmations, affidavits and statutory declarations and
provides a scheme for the certification of copied
documents. It will also allow modifications to processes
for children and people with disabilities which promote
better access to justice and participation in the
community.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

ENVIRONMENT PROTECTION BILL 2017
Introduction and first reading
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to provide for the
continuation of the Environment Protection Authority, to
specify a new objective of the authority, to provide for a new
governance structure of the continued authority, to provide for
the governing board of the authority and to make
consequential amendments to the Environment Protection
Act 1970 and the Public Administration Act 2004 and for
other purposes.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I ask the minister for a
brief explanation further to the long title.
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) — I am very, very
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pleased to provide a brief explanation. The purpose of
the bill is to implement key reforms in the Andrews
Labor Government Response to the Independent
Inquiry into the Environment Protection Authority. This
includes clarifying the scope and nature of the role of
the Environment Protection Authority (EPA) by
introducing a statutory objective for the EPA,
modernising the EPA’s corporate governance and
strengthening the EPA’s role as a science-based
regulator, including by introducing a statutory position
of chief environmental scientist. The bill will also
provide that in future only works approval applications
that pose a significant risk to public health will be
referred to the Secretary of the Department of Health
and Human Services for review as a result of Victoria’s
environmental public health capability being
consolidated in the EPA.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

PARKS AND CROWN LAND
LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2017
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PETITIONS
Following petition presented to house:

Possums
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of the Bayside municipality and
metropolitan Melbourne draws to the attention of the minister
for environment the large numbers of possums inhabiting the
properties of residents within the Bayside municipality and
across metropolitan Melbourne.
The petitioners therefore request that the Andrews
government instigate immediate action to address the
concerns of residents in relation to the large possum
population in the City of Bayside and across metropolitan
Melbourne to minimise property damage and disturbance to
neighbourhood amenity.

By Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham)
(44 signatures).
Tabled.

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE

Introduction and first reading

Alert Digest No. 8
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Conservation, Forests and Lands Act 1987, the Crown Land
(Reserves) Act 1978, the Environment Protection Act 1970,
the Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984, the Mineral
Resources (Sustainable Development) Act 1990, the National
Parks Act 1975, the Reference Areas Act 1978, the Royal
Botanic Gardens Act 1991, the Victorian Environmental
Assessment Council Act 2001 and the Zoological Parks and
Gardens Act 1995 to provide for the addition of the Anglesea
Heath to the Great Otway National Park and to improve the
administration of Crown land and for other purposes.

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

Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) presented Alert
Digest No. 8 of 2017 on:
Bail Amendment (Stage One) Bill 2017
Children and Justice Legislation Amendment
(Youth Justice Reform) Bill 2017
Corrections Legislation Miscellaneous
Amendment Bill 2017
Disability Amendment Bill 2017
Family Violence Protection Amendment
(Information Sharing) Bill 2017
Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights Compensation
and Fire Services Legislation Amendment
(Reform) Bill 2017
Justice Legislation Amendment (Court Security,
Juries and Other Matters) Bill 2017
Justice Legislation Amendment (Protective
Services Officers and Other Matters) Bill 2017
Sentencing Amendment (Sentencing Standards)
Bill 2017

Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) — In summary the
Parks and Crown Land Legislation Amendment Bill
2017 will add the Anglesea Heath to the Great Otway
National Park and alter the boundaries of several other
parks. It will amend the names of two parks, improve
various administrative processes and modernise several
governance arrangements.

together with appendices.

Motion agreed to.

Tabled.

Read first time.

Ordered to be published.
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INDEPENDENT BROAD-BASED
ANTI-CORRUPTION COMMISSION
COMMITTEE
Review of protected disclosures
Mr WELLS (Rowville) presented report, together
with appendices, extract from proceedings, minority
report and transcripts of evidence.
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Whitehorse — C157 Part 2
Whittlesea — C123

Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
Building Act 1993 — SR 31
County Court Act 1958 — SR 36
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — SR 30
Supreme Court Act 1986 — SRs 32, 33, 34

Tabled.
Ordered that report, appendices, extract from
proceedings and minority report be published.

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978:
Order under s 17B granting a licence over Yarra Bend
Park
Order under s 17D granting a lease over Albert Park
Reserve
Health Services Act 1988 — Determination of intention to
grant a licence under s 69AAE
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 — Notices under
s 32(3)(a)(iii) in relation to — Statutory Rules 28
(Gazette S168, 25 May 2017), 31 (Gazette G22, 1 June 2017)

Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal Act 1998 —
SR 35
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994:
Documents under s 15 in relation to Statutory Rules 29,
30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35
Documents under s 16B in relation to the Financial
Management Act 1994 — Order declaring a Specified
Entity.

FAMILY VIOLENCE PROTECTION
AMENDMENT (INFORMATION SHARING)
BILL 2017
Council’s amendments
Returned from Council with message relating to
amendments.
Ordered to be considered later this day.

Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 — Government
response to the Accountability and Oversight Committee’s
Report on Victorian Oversight Agencies 2015–16
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of approval
of amendments to the following Planning Schemes:
Ballarat — C170

ROYAL ASSENT
Message read advising royal assent on 30 May to
Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development)
Amendment (Latrobe Valley Mine Rehabilitation
Commissioner) Bill 2017.

Banyule — C110
Darebin — C137
East Gippsland — C133
Golden Plains — C67 Part 1
Greater Geelong — C341
Hume — C194, C215, GC63
Melton — C178

APPROPRIATION MESSAGES
Messages read recommending appropriations for:
Disability Amendment Bill 2017
Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights Compensation
and Fire Services Legislation Amendment
(Reform) Bill 2017.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE

Moreland — GC63
Nillumbik — C114
Stonnington — C238

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

Surf Coast — C116, C117
Victoria Planning Provisions — VC133

That, under standing order 94(2), the orders of the day,
government business, relating to the following bills be
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considered and completed by 5.00 p.m. on Thursday,
8 June 2017:
Bail Amendment (Stage One) Bill 2017
Children and Justice Legislation Amendment (Youth
Justice Reform) Bill 2017
Disability Amendment Bill 2017
Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights Compensation and Fire
Services Legislation Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017
Sentencing Amendment (Sentencing Standards)
Bill 2017.

I have just a couple of comments to make on the
government business program that I have moved.
Hopefully it will receive the support of the Assembly
this afternoon. I obviously want to note that while there
are five bills on the government business program and
that amount of debate can usually be accommodated in
the normal sitting hours of the Assembly, the
government has made the decision this week to extend
by 1 hour the sitting of the Assembly on both Tuesday
and Wednesday evenings. The adjournment will be
called for at 8 o’clock rather than 7 o’clock this evening
and again on Wednesday evening. This is in
recognition that there are a number of bills on which I
am confident — I can anticipate — there will be many
members wishing to speak, so the government wishes
to provide additional time for those members to make
those contributions.
Also, as has previously been resolved by this house,
this house will be joining with the Council for a joint
sitting tomorrow evening to welcome a new member
of the Legislative Council representing Northern
Victoria Region. That will happen tomorrow evening.
However, I note that the Assembly will continue to sit
after our good friends from the Council have departed.
We will continue to sit through to 8 o’clock on
Wednesday evening.
Can I thank the chamber for its cooperation and
assistance in allowing for the speeches we had just prior
to question time, appropriately recognising the
contribution to the Victorian community of Anthony
Foster. Can I also thank the chamber and particularly
the manager of opposition business for his assistance in
making the arrangements for a number of members to
attend the state funeral service that will be happening
tomorrow. There will be some members away for the
period of question time; however, it is clearly a very
important and appropriate occasion for this chamber to
be well represented, and a number of members are
going to do that tomorrow.
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Finally, I note to the house that the opposition has
indicated its desire to take two of the bills into the
consideration-in-detail stage, being the Bail Amendment
(Stage One) Bill 2017 and the Children and Justice
Legislation Amendment (Youth Justice Reform) Bill
2017. Those requests are being considered. They will be
considered in light of the number of other issues that I
have raised in terms of the number of people speaking on
bills, but I know that there is an understanding that they
are two bills that the opposition wishes to take into
consideration in detail, and if we have time, it is likely
that the government will prioritise the bail amendment
bill in that regard. With those few observations I
commend the motion to the house.
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — The opposition opposes
the government business program, and we do so for
two reasons. First and foremost, yet again this sitting
week the government is refusing to take any action to
hold to account two of our members who face the most
serious of accusations and allegations and indeed who
have admitted to serious wrongdoing, namely the
members for Melton and Tarneit. This is not something
the government can just pretend is not an issue or will
go away if it ignores it and puts its head in the sand. We
have just had the Leader of the House give a notice of
motion in relation to a parliamentary integrity adviser,
so clearly the government is admitting that there is an
issue that needs to be dealt with, but it is refusing to
actually take the key action that is required, which is to
hold to account those who face these very serious
allegations of wrongdoing and who indeed have
admitted to wrongdoing.
I should not have to be reminding the house time and
time again that it is our former Speaker and our former
Deputy Speaker who were charged with the
responsibility of upholding the standards of this house
and who have been found to have let those standards
down and to have engaged in the rorting of allowances,
and who face many, many serious questions. Again, it
should not be up to me to remind this house that when
in the previous Parliament allegations of abuses of
entitlements were raised against the member for
Frankston, the then government referred the matter to
the Privileges Committee, received the report of that
committee, recommended action to the house on the
back of that report and was prepared to act to hold the
member concerned to account and to the standards that
over centuries have been expected to be observed by
members of Westminster parliaments around the world.
Yet this government is refusing time and time again to
deal with the matter, either to refer those members to
the Privileges Committee or to bring on for debate the
motion of which the Leader of the Opposition has given
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notice to establish a select committee. Given it was the
Speaker and the Deputy Speaker involved in this
misconduct, we believe such a select committee is
needed, but whether it is a specially established
committee or whether it is the Privileges Committee,
the matter needs to be dealt with. Yet again the
government is failing to recognise the need for that and
failing to make provision for it in this government
business program.
The second reason for our opposition to the business
program is the disarray into which the government is
falling with its handling of its legislative program and
in particular its refusal to schedule adequate days of
sitting of this Parliament to deal with the legislation that
is now coming forward. Given the government has
proven itself incapable of managing its legislative
program, in not getting a number of bills to the
Parliament earlier on in this session, it is now rushing in
with a great number of bills.
One may question the quality of a number of them, and
I am sure that will be observed in the course of debate
this week, but in terms of the number of bills that this
government is now piling into the Parliament, it is
failing to make provision for sufficient sitting days. We
should have sat for three days in the week the budget
was introduced. We should have sat for three days
rather than two days in our last sitting week. Now the
Leader of the House is putting forward additional hours
for sitting today and tomorrow.
We on this side of the house certainly have no objection
to sitting longer. We are more than prepared to sit
longer in order to ensure that legislation is adequately
debated, but if the government had been managing the
sequencing of its legislation better, first of all it would
have sequenced the introduction of bills better through
the autumn sittings, and secondly it would have ensured
an adequate number of sitting days later in the session if
its bills were not arriving until later in the session.
We welcome the indication that the government may be
prepared to consider at least some bills in detail. If we
had to choose between them, we would prefer the
Children and Justice Legislation Amendment (Youth
Justice Reform) Bill 2017 to the Bail Amendment
(Stage One) Bill 2017, and of course I remind the house
that the government’s election commitment was that
consideration in detail would be the standard practice
rather than the exception. We oppose the government
business program.
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — I would just like to
commend the government business program to the house
and in particular to reaffirm the statements from the
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Leader of the House in relation to the five bills on the
government business program, and in particular to those
members who are looking forward, of course through the
notice of motion opportunity, to continue a discussion to
take note of the 2017–18 budget papers — a discussion
that still very many members of this place have much to
contribute to in relation to the budget.
I am one of those who will be looking forward to my
time and may even seek an extension of time to talk
about the great initiatives that have been provided for in
the budget for the Ivanhoe electorate in relation to a
myriad of school projects and road and rail projects that
continue to be the hallmark of investment in jobs and
services by the Andrews government. Can I say also
that there will be an opportunity for members to make
contributions on a range of legislation.
I just want to pick up on the perennial opposition those
opposite have taken to the government business
program. In particular there was a bit of a concern and a
desire by those opposite to imply that they are able to
and willing to sit longer. Of course the Leader of the
House did point out that we will be sitting for an
extended time on Tuesday and Wednesday nights,
adjourning at about 8.00 p.m., to provide greater
opportunity for members to speak on those five bills
this week.
We are providing further opportunities for members to
make contributions on legislation. While there has been
some attempted faux criticism, I think, from those
opposite in relation to the legislative program outlined by
the government, can I say that the wheels of lawmaking
under the previous Napthine-Baillieu governments
turned very, very slowly indeed. Those of us who were
here recall it well. Of course they were condemned last
election by the people of Victoria for their very, very
slow lawmaking and the opportunity they had for four
years; that Baillieu-Napthine-Shaw government fell at
the last election.
When we talk about legislative programs, yes, it is a
very full legislative program and yes, we have extended
the debating and the scrutiny time in the Parliament by
another couple of hours today and Wednesday to
provide more members, including those opposite, with
an opportunity to scrutinise that legislation and make
contributions across those five bills.
I note also that added to those notices of motion will be
the matter that the Leader of the House identified about
the parliamentary integrity adviser. I refer members to
her contribution in relation to those matters that will
appear on the notice paper from tomorrow, which also
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provides a further opportunity potentially for discussion
of those matters.

that is not occurring and that we are moving on with
other business.

Can I say that in relation to the election commitment
by the government to provide consideration in detail
on bills, I do recall that an opportunity has been
provided on many occasions. Just to name one in the
portfolio areas that I am responsible for as
Parliamentary Secretary for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change and Parliamentary Secretary for
Water, when we had the legislation to remove cattle
grazing in the high country, that was one bill in
particular that provided an opportunity for
consideration in detail by members, again reaffirming
the delivery of our election commitment, like we have
with so many others, to provide a
consideration-in-detail opportunity to those opposite.

I note that the government is moving to inquire into
having an integrity adviser. That motion contains,
from what I have heard, very prescriptive terms of
reference. I note the motion is for an integrity adviser
and not a parliamentary standards commissioner, for
which I have a notice of motion on the notice paper.
The Greens have also put forward a similar motion in
the upper house. I think an independent parliamentary
standards commissioner would be of far more use than
an adviser, but it is interesting that we are moving on
with that particular reform without actually addressing
the issue of the members for Melton and Tarneit, who
are the reason the motion for an integrity adviser has
actually arisen.

I recall that opportunity was taken up by many
members, and I am pleased to hear that the Leader of
the House has indicated that two of those five bills up
for debate this week provide an opportunity for those
opposite to participate in consideration in detail, again
affirming our election commitment to provide
opportunities to those opposite in relation to the
legislative program.

I will not be supporting the government business
program in this instance for the same reasons I have not
in previous weeks. It simply beggars belief and is
unconscionable for this Parliament to be moving on
with five bills and a motion before referring those
members off to the Privileges Committee.

I look forward to the contributions of members with the
extra time that the government has sought to allocate to
provide for detailed debate and discussion on those five
bills this week. It surprises me that those opposite
would seek to oppose a government business program
that provides greater opportunity for elected members
to contribute to debate and discussion on bills. That
seems a bit odd, but rest assured that we will take that
opportunity to provide more members with an
opportunity to contribute to the legislative program, a
very fulsome program under the Andrews government.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I think, if I recall
correctly, the government’s promise in regard to
consideration in detail was to make it a standard feature
of every bill that came before this place. So, to the
member for Ivanhoe, I think we can count that as a
promise broken, but do not let that stop you from trying
to fulfil that promise for the rest of the term and to
make consideration in detail a standard feature of bills.
At least try, in part, to fulfil that election commitment.
As I have said in the last few debates on the
government business program, it really beggars belief
that the government is not moving to refer the actions
of the members for Melton and Tarneit to the
Privileges Committee. That is the appropriate way to
deal with that issue. It really does beggar belief that

Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — The bills on
the government business program deliver on a raft of
reforms that will increase public safety. The program
follows the big-picture budget that delivered jobs,
economic development and infrastructure. It contains a
series of bills that actually go to addressing these
critical issues.
The government business program also provides a
remedy for the baseline sentencing legislation that the
Court of Appeal ruled was unworkable. I think that is
important. I expect the coalition will want to comment
on and play a constructive role in how to address that,
because this is an issue that we want resolved. I want
to remind the house that the Court of Appeal in
Victoria basically wrote off the Napthine
government’s baseline sentencing scheme, describing
it as ‘incapable of being given any practical operation’
and remarking that it had an ‘incurable defect’. This
was actually the Court of Appeal in the state of
Victoria declaring that legislation unworkable. I think
the Sentencing Amendment (Sentencing Standards)
Bill 2017 is an important piece of legislation and
debate to come to a practical resolution on this matter
and issue that has been a point of aggravation for too
long. I commend the Attorney-General for bringing
this legislation to the house.
We also have a key bill, the Bail Amendment (Stage
One) Bill 2017, that looks at bail amendment. This
comes after the bail review by the Honourable Paul
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Coghlan, QC, which was commissioned after the
Bourke Street tragedy in January 2017. This is another
matter of public interest and public safety. The
opposition have said that they want to go into
consideration in detail on that bill. We heard the
Leader of the House say that there will be, time
willing, the opportunity to look at these arguments in
that fine detail, so I think it is important to actually get
on with the business of the day. There are also other
bills of significance.
In commending the government business program I
want to point out that we have proposed an extension of
sitting hours to try to oblige members opposite and
there is the opportunity to take note of the budget.
Just to sum up, I think it was very important today for
members from all sides of the Parliament to pay their
condolences on the death of Anthony Foster and
commend the great work that he did. I also think it is to
the credit of the 57th and 58th parliaments of Victoria
and the bipartisanship that has been shown on this
incredibly horrendous issue that we were able to,
through three different premiers, two different
governments and now two different parliaments,
actually come to a resolution that was in the best
interests of the public. With those comments, I would
like to commend the government business program to
the house.
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — I rise to oppose the
government business program. As the manager of
opposition business stated, there is no action in this
week’s program with regard to the rorting members for
Melton and Tarneit, which is quite shameful when they
were the two members who were entrusted to uphold
the parliamentary standards that we are governed by.
No action has been taken against them.
The other point I would like to make is that the
government business program and the sitting of the
house is in disarray; it is very disorganised. That is
something that was highlighted last week with the
City of Greater Geelong Amendment Bill 2017. That
was a very important bill for the community I
represent. A commitment to go into consideration in
detail on that bill was subsequently broken. When you
look back, the government tried to cram four bills into
effectively a day and half when you also consider the
matter of public importance and other things that were
also done. So the government’s business program is
certainly in disarray.
If you look at this week’s government business
program, you basically see a bill to destroy the Country
Fire Authority as we know it, all to satisfy a union
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overlord. Then you have got very weak bail and
sentencing reforms. The Disability Amendment Bill
2017 is a good bill, but the rest of it is pretty soft and
just there to satisfy a union master. With that, I certainly
join the manager of opposition business in opposing the
government business program.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 43
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Blandthorn, Ms
Bull, Mr J.
Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
Couzens, Ms
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Hennessy, Ms
Howard, Mr
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
Kilkenny, Ms

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

Noes, 36
Angus, 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 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

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Kerang rail accident memorial
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) —
Yesterday I joined with the Premier, former Premier
Steve Bracks, the member for Murray Plains, along
with representatives from Gannawarra Shire Council
and V/Line in Kerang to attend a memorial to honour
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the 11 people — many of them children — who
tragically lost their lives in the horrific Kerang accident
10 years ago. The accident occurred after a truck hit a
passenger rail train travelling from Swan Hill to
Melbourne on 5 June 2007. I rise today to express my
deepest condolences to the families and communities
who lost loved ones and to the many who were injured
that terrible day. It is also a time to remember the
V/Line staff, first responders, emergency services men
and women and volunteers who were so profoundly
affected by this tragic event.
On this, the 10-year anniversary, it is time to honour
those that came together in the community of Kerang
and across the wider Victorian community with a spirit
of support and resilience. The strength of the
community in the days and years following the tragedy
highlights how an event such as this can contribute to
the fabric of a community but does not define it.
To this town, which was at the front line of first
responders, it gave a regional community the
opportunity to do what regional communities do
best — come together in one direction and support each
other in the toughest of times. We will always
remember your strength, your continued compassion
and empathy in the face of adversity, and how from the
darkest of days emerged a stronger and more resilient
community. Yesterday, as with all days, our thoughts
were with those whose lives were lost and with their
families and loved ones.

Warrandyte constituent
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — Today I rise to seek
the assistance of the Minister for Housing, Disability
and Ageing. I recently wrote to the minister to raise the
concerns of my constituent Ms Cassandra Harding,
who has now been waiting over four years for a rental
transfer. Ms Harding was approved for a relocation of
housing in 2013 but yet has been unable to secure
appropriate housing.
Ms Harding is doing it tough. As a single parent caring
for a child with a disability, Ms Harding is finding it
increasingly difficult to live in a small one-bedroom
unit. Ms Harding’s son is due to start school in 2018,
and her son’s paediatrician has recommended that he
attend Eastern Ranges School, a specialist school for
students with Ms Harding’s son’s disability. To be
enrolled, however, her son needs to be housed within
the catchment zone of the school, and unfortunately
their current home is outside of that catchment zone.
Ms Harding has been very patient with the department,
but having to wait up to four years while sharing a
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one-bedroom unit with her son is something that those
experiencing hardship should not have to endure.
With the minister having just announced his Homes for
Victorians initiative, spruiking Victoria’s biggest ever
investment in social housing, why is it that Ms Harding
and her son have been left feeling abandoned by this
government? Again, I ask that the minister work with
the department to help secure a new house for
Ms Harding so her son can receive the best and most
suitable education available.

Country Fire Authority Lara brigade
Mr EREN (Minister for Tourism and Major
Events) — Last night I attended the Lara Country Fire
Authority (CFA) brigade, along with the Deputy
Premier and Minister for Emergency Services, to
discuss the fire services reform and officially hand over
the keys for the new Hino heavy tanker to brigade
captain, Roger Buckle. The $450 000 tanker will ensure
that the brigade has the tools it needs to keep the
community safe. The Deputy Premier affirmed that
CFA brigades in Lara would continue to serve their
communities as they have always done, as well as
provide vital surge capacity during major emergencies.
The captain of the brigade said that he believed the
steps outlined in the fire services statement will mean
the brigade can maintain their vital surge capacity to
neighbouring areas and to Lara’s high bushfire-risk
urban-rural interface. This was a productive meeting,
and I am glad that the Lara brigade will be even better
equipped to continue the fantastic work that they do in
our community.

State Emergency Service Corio unit
Mr EREN — I was also honoured to attend the
most recent social night hosted at the Corio State
Emergency Service and to officially inform them that,
thanks to the fantastic state budget that was delivered
by our government, they would receive $1.6 million
towards the new headquarters that they have been
asking for for a while. This will mean they can respond
to incidents even more efficiently than ever before. This
unit does a fantastic job of protecting the people of this
area during times of emergency. However, they have
outgrown their existing facility, especially with the
expected delivery of a new light rescue truck in the next
few months. The new headquarters will have more
room to continue their good work and accommodate
the equipment that they need to continue protecting the
people of Geelong.
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Kerang rail accident memorial
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — It seems like
yesterday, but it has been 10 years since 11 people
tragically lost their lives and countless more had their
lives changed forever by the Kerang rail disaster.
Yesterday’s memorial service was filled with sorrow
but also with a feeling of solidarity as all those affected
dealt with their personal grief and memories that will
stay with them forever.
In the midst of what was the dreadful carnage of that
day, there are heroes — many, many heroes — from all
walks of life. The police who attended, the ambulance
officers who attended, the State Emergency Service
staff who were there and the Country Fire Authority
volunteers who were there all bore the brunt of the
tragedy in the work they were required to do, not only
on the day but in the days following. There were the
Gannawarra shire staff who set up the emergency
services centre in the memorial hall where the service
was held yesterday; the Red Cross, which helped staff
that emergency centre; the V/Line staff, both on the day
and since that time; and also locals like Trevor and
Norma Bennett from Quambatook, who actually
stopped and helped on that day. I was talking to them
yesterday before we went into the service, and they still
feel traumatised by that event. There were the medical
staff from the Kerang hospital and other hospitals that
were involved, who so skilfully and compassionately
went about tending to those who had been injured. I
attended the Kerang hospital at the time, and they did a
fantastic job on the day.
It may have been 10 years, but all those involved have
suffered enormously as a result of the accident. Finally,
I thank the ministers fraternity of Kerang for actually
putting the memorial service on and the way they went
about doing that.

Pride of Workmanship awards
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — On Monday, 22 May,
I had the pleasure of attending the Rotary Club of
Keilor East’s annual vocational awards night, the Pride
of Workmanship awards. Every year I am invited by
my local Rotary club to attend this special night and
present the awards in honour of local people,
irrespective of age, gender or vocation, who show a
distinct quality in their approach, attitude and
dedication to their vocation. This year there were three
recipients of the Pride of Workmanship award. Jeremy
Dean and Aysu Demir from YPA real estate were both
introduced by Nancy Crupi from YPA real estate, who
outlined their successes as outstanding auctioneers. The
third winner was Ian Shaw from Essendon Ford. He
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was introduced by Jeff Milroy from Essendon Ford,
who outlined Ian’s hard-fought reputation for
excellence in customer service, including one story of
nine vehicles to the one customer in Coffs Harbour.
Congratulations also to past president Bob McMartin,
Annie Webb and Judith Maddocks on being recognised
with Paul Harris fellowships, a recognition that was
introduced in 1957 in honour of Paul Harris, who
founded Rotary in 1905. Bob, Annie and Judith have all
contributed so much to the Rotary Club of Keilor East,
which will celebrate its 34th birthday on 10 August.
The night would not have been the great success it was
if not for the wonderful work of its president, Joe
Albioli; chairperson, Vanda Mullen; photographer and
newsletter editor, Chris Rundell; website coordinator,
Yvonne Osborn; and raffle organiser, Cherrie Osborn. I
want to give a very special congratulations to
‘Grandma’ Win Osborn on her recent 100th birthday,
celebrated on 31 May 2017. She had a week of
activities. Well done, Win; you are a local favourite at
Keilor East Rotary.

Balcombe Grammar School
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — I rise this afternoon
to again raise in the house concerns regarding traffic
outside Balcombe Grammar School on Nepean
Highway, Mount Martha. The school is located on the
southern fringe of Mount Martha, at the transition from
an urban to a rural area. Across Nepean Highway is the
Briars, but rural vistas do not make this a quiet country
road. The school is situated in an 80-kilometre-an-hour
zone with no reduction in speed afforded for school
times, yet in Mount Eliza outside the Peninsula School
and in Mornington outside Mornington Secondary
College there are long-established school speed
reductions in place. Why are the students at Balcombe
Grammar School not given the same degree of
protection?
In February this year I wrote to the VicRoads regional
manager on this issue only to have my letter intercepted
by the Minister for Roads and Road Safety’s office. It is
a great pity that the minister did not allow VicRoads to
respond instead of second-guessing them, because the
information contained in his letter was just plain wrong.
The minister falsely claimed that Balcombe Grammar
School was remote from Nepean Highway and that the
risk of an incident was lower. Minister, Balcombe
Grammar is not remote from Nepean Highway; in fact, a
cursory web search will disclose that the school’s address
is 389 Nepean Highway, Mount Martha. The
overwhelming majority of cars that enter and leave the
school travel on Nepean Highway. The buses that serve

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
1572

ASSEMBLY

the school do so from Nepean Highway. To suggest that
this school is remote from an increasingly busy state
arterial road is nothing more than semantic nonsense.
Minister, will you finally act to implement a school
zone on Nepean Highway outside Balcombe Grammar
before lives are lost?

Annadale Interim Community Centre
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) — Last week I had the
pleasure of attending the official opening of the
Annadale Interim Community Centre in Mickleham.
Mickleham is located in a rapidly growing area in the
Yuroke electorate and is expected to welcome tens of
thousands of new residents across multiple
developments in the coming years.
It is terrific to represent an area that so many people are
choosing to call home, but we also need to make sure
that the services people expect are being planned for
and delivered. That is why this brand-new community
facility is so important. Residents will now have access
to child health services, a preschool room and a
community space in their own community. For many
this is within walking distance. The facility was only
made possible by a $500 000 grant from the Andrews
Labor government under the Growing Suburbs Fund
and a $200 000 contribution from Hume City Council.
Thank you to all who hosted me at the official opening
but in particular to Jordan and Nevaeh from the pink
and purple groups at Annadale preschool, who
presented me with wonderful gifts of hand-drawn
artwork. These pieces will be displayed with pride at
my electorate office for many years to come. Thank
you again to all involved in this wonderful project.

Christopher Tamate
Ms SPENCE — On another matter, congratulations
to 10-year-old Craigieburn resident Christopher
Tamate, who was honoured last month as one of the
recipients of this year’s Junior Triple Zero Heroes
awards. Christopher translated for his family while his
mum Vanessa was having a baby at home. By staying
calm until help arrived, he has set a great example for
all young Victorians. Well done, Christopher!

Fire services
Mr WELLS (Rowville) — This statement
condemns the Andrews Labor government’s dangerous
and divisive policy to segregate volunteers from paid
firefighters in 35 outer suburban fire stations. Labor’s
radical policy move to restructure Victoria’s fire
services has never been recommended in any official
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review into the fire services. Deliberately the
government has not allowed any public debate or
consultation with Volunteer Fire Brigades Victoria.
This Premier, in his arrogance, has dismissed the
collective wisdom and experience of 60 000 trained
volunteer firefighters. Country Fire Authority (CFA)
volunteers have been left in the dark about how they
will operate under the new regime.
CFA members have flooded my email with concerns
about the impact of a restructure. For example, the
integrated station at Rowville in my electorate will have
paid staff who could become employees of the new
service, Fire Rescue Victoria (FRV), but how this will
actually work in terms of them accessing the same pay
and conditions is not at all clear. CFA volunteers at
Rowville will suddenly become outsiders on Fire
Rescue Victoria turf, segregated in an entirely separate
organisation while still training and attending jobs at
the same station as their paid FRV counterparts. Less
than 5 kilometres away at the fully volunteer-run
Scoresby station volunteers — many with years of skill
and experience — could be answerable to paid FRV
staff. There is no guarantee that resources belonging to
the CFA, including assets purchased through local
fundraising, will remain with the CFA. Training will be
conducted by FRV but access for volunteers to training
is uncertain.

Special Minister of State and Minister for
Public Transport
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — Today is an
important day in the history of the Victorian state
parliamentary Labor Party. Before 1982, the Victorian
branch of the Australian Labor Party had occupied
these benches for less than nine years in Victorian
history. The years of the Cain-Kirner governments
lasted a combined total of 3833 days, and there were
only four ministers who served in cabinet for that
entire time: Steve Crabb, Neil Trezise, Tom Roper and
David White.
Today is an incredibly important day because the
Leader of the House and the Special Minister of State
from the other place have equalled that milestone as a
result of their service as cabinet ministers in the Bracks,
Brumby and Andrews governments, and tomorrow will
mark their ascension as the second longest serving state
Labor ministers in the history of the state of Victoria.
On behalf of the communities we represent, the labour
movement, the Victorian branch of the Australian
Labor Party and the state parliamentary Labor Party,
can I just say thank you.
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Lions Clubs International centenary
Mr PEARSON — Congratulations to Lions Clubs
International, which yesterday celebrated its centenary
of service. Last night I had the privilege of joining the
federal Leader of the Opposition, Bill Shorten, at this
celebration hosted by the Lions Club of Essendon. I
would like to pass on my congratulations to Kevin
Plant, the secretary of the club, and club president
Peter Gilbertson.
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good a soldier as he was, he was a better mate. That
sums up the man that was lost but will remain an
inspiration to many. Rest in peace, Jason.

Dawn Cunningham

Mr PEARSON — Congratulations to the Essendon
Historical Society, which was recently provided with a
grant from the Minister for Planning for $1.5 million to
repair and restore the Moonee Ponds courthouse.

Mr KATOS — I would also like to congratulate
Dawn Cunningham from Torquay, who organised a
terrific morning tea on Thursday, 25 May, as part of the
Australia’s Biggest Morning Tea Cancer Council
fundraiser. Dawn, who has suffered breast cancer
herself and who lost her 14-year-old son to cancer,
managed to rally the Torquay community and raise a
massive $3300. Dawn assures me that she will continue
to support the Cancer Council goal to eradicate breast
cancer by 2030, stating that she will support them until
the final goal is achieved.

Foodbank Victoria

Natasha Jansz

Mr PEARSON — I recently caught up with Dave
McNamara from Foodbank. Foodbank is Victoria’s
largest food relief organisation and is currently running
a winter food relief appeal. Foodbank do a fantastic job
in our community. If you would like to donate, go to
www.foodbankvictoria.org.au.

Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) — Last week we laid
to rest a fantastic friend of the south-eastern Victoria
community. Natasha Jansz was a vibrant, smart and
determined woman who achieved so much in her time
for our Frankston community. I already miss Natasha,
who was my friend and confidant. I cannot believe she
is gone.

Moonee Ponds courthouse

Buckley Street, Essendon, level crossing
Mr PEARSON — Finally, I am absolutely
delighted that John Holland and KBR have been
awarded the contract to remove the Buckley Street level
crossing. We are getting on with removing this
dangerous and deadly level crossing. I look forward to
working with the community to get the best outcome
for it.

Jason Challis
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — I wish to
acknowledge service to Australia by Jason Challis of
Grovedale. Sadly Jason, aged just 25, was killed in
early May whilst participating in a live fire-training
exercise at the Mount Bundey Training Area near
Darwin. I attended Jason’s funeral on 27 May and
joined over 500 mourners. My condolences are
certainly extended to his immediate family — his
mother, Helen; father, John; and stepfather, Mirko —
and also his grandparents, whom I know personally,
Ken and Dot Pearce of Grovedale, who are very strong
advocates for their community.
His army colleague and mate Private Luc Keep said in
the eulogy that Jason really was an exemplary soldier —
a mate who consistently got the job done, performed well
above what was required and at the same time made it as
enjoyable as it could be. Even in the worst situations, as

Natasha did not suffer fools. She had a knack for
keeping people honest, and she had a reputation for not
taking no for an answer and getting things done. I know
this firsthand from witnessing her work in my office.
She was part of our team, and we are feeling the loss of
her friendship profoundly.
Amongst other parents, Natasha was instrumental in the
acquisition of the land and funding for the Derinya
Primary School Stephanie Alexander kitchen garden
project, which is being built as we speak. I was
delighted to hear from Jenny Roth, the principal at
Derinya Primary School, that this kitchen garden will
be named in memory of Natasha. Like many cancer
survivors, Natasha had an unparalleled lust for life and
wasted no time in achieving what needed to be done.
Natasha is survived by her son, Tim, who carries on
many of his mum’s lovely traits, which in the future he
will see as her gift to him.
More than 300 people filled the chapel to say goodbye,
a testament to how many lives Natasha touched in her
time. Vale, Natasha Eleanor Rochelle Jansz.

Frankston Dolphins
Mr EDBROOKE — On a lighter note, there are
less than 30 days to go to reclaim the Frankston
Dolphins VFL licence. Part of the fight to reclaim the
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Frankston Dolphins VFL licence is about proving to
AFL Victoria that we have enough club support in our
community. We are so close to our goal of
1000 Frankston Dolphins members with, I believe,
800 members at the moment. Bill Shorten signed up as
a member last month, so if you have not, there is no
excuse. The time is now. Let’s do it!

Wild dogs
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — We are now two
and a half years into the Andrews Labor government’s
term and we know nothing of its plans to control wild
dogs in rural and regional Victoria, with the ministerial
advisory committee not even appointed yet. But while
there is no action on the wild dogs that are impacting on
our farmers and our economy, we are seeing $9 million
being invested to upgrade an enclosure for the African
wild dogs at Melbourne Zoo. Can you believe it? This
is a further insult to the farmers suffering livestock
losses in East Gippsland and northern Victoria.
While Minister Pulford announced the establishment of
the committee long ago, after she sacked the previous
successful committee, we remain in limbo in relation to
the appointments. The only appointment made was that
of Harriet Shing in the Legislative Council as chair, but
she resigned before even a meeting was held, claiming
she was too busy to do the job.

Australian Volunteer Coast Guard Mallacoota
flotilla
Mr T. BULL — The community effort at
Mallacoota to raise almost $300 000 for the new
coastguard facility is to be commended. The money
will allow the flotilla to build a new shed for its rescue
vessel and purchase other equipment. The coalition
funded the purchase of the new vessel and vehicle, and
it was my pleasure to visit the community and inspect
the site of the new shed.

Fire services
Mr T. BULL — I also wish to acknowledge the
many Country Fire Authority captains and members
who have spoken to me in recent weeks and who are
appalled that this government is combining the
presumptive cancer legislation in the same bill as it is
attempting to establish Fire Rescue Victoria. Rightfully
this is being strongly opposed in rural towns, and all
those who have contacted me are asking the
government to separate these two very separate issues.
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North-east link
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — I am pleased to give a
report to the house on the Banyule transport forum
which was held last week, with 800 local residents, the
member for Bundoora and the member for Eltham in
attendance, and in fact the member for Warrandyte was
an interested party at that meeting. I was pleased to be
there with presenters from the RACV, Vince Punaro
from VicRoads, Duncan Elliott, who is the chief
executive officer of the North East Link Authority, and
of course Banyule mayor Tom Melican.
As I said, 800 local residents were keen to have a
discussion, hear those presentations and enter into a
conversation about how we are going to get that
north-east link road built. This was not about discussing
how not to get it done; this was about backing in the
government’s commitment to deliver on that project. We
have allocated $100 million in this year’s budget to do
the final works around the geotechnical work and the
technical studies and assessments. Then we will be
engaging, in July or August, in community conversations
and consultation before selecting a preferred route to
recommend to government later this year.
Of course this is on top of the $850 000 in safety
improvements that are happening on Rosanna Road
today; the truck curfew that has been delivered — an
election commitment that continues indefinitely; the
$100 million Chandler Highway bridge duplication that
starts this month; the $395 million Hurstbridge rail line
upgrade that is underway; the Darebin-Yarra trail
missing link, which is being completed for $18 million;
and $10 million for the Bolton Street upgrade. So get
on board, it is getting done in the Ivanhoe electorate.

Mars Petcare Australia
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — Mars Petcare Australia
has long been part of the Australian pet care landscape.
The head office in Wodonga is where they opened their
first manufacturing facility in 1966. On 28 March 1967
cans of pet food started rolling off the line at the
Wodonga factory. They have since expanded to include
a world-leading manufacturing site in Bathurst, New
South Wales, and sites in Wacol, Queensland, and
Whanganui, New Zealand, and are exporting
Australian-made products to more than 26 countries.
The confidence shown by the Mars family in the border
region is very much appreciated by the community —
the 500 employees of the company located at the
Wodonga facility, the ongoing financial contribution to
the community that this provides and the offshoot
benefits to other supporting industries in the area. Also,
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1.3 million cans still come off the production line every
day and a million single-serve trays every week, with a
second line to become fully operational later this year.
Mars enjoys 47.7 per cent of the dog food market in
Australia and 42.4 per cent of the cat sector, testament
to the quality of their products and the company’s
continuing innovation. No matter what kind of animal
you have at home, as an Australian pet owner there is
every chance that you have purchased a Mars
product — Advance, Chum, Dine, Exelpet, Good-O,
Kitekat and Trill just to name a few of the Mars brands.
I wish to congratulate the Mars family on their 50-year
achievement and thank them for their ongoing faith in
the Wodonga community.

Maribyrnong defence site
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — For well over
10 years Bill Shorten and I have been working to ensure
the defence land site at Maribyrnong is developed by
what is now known as Development Victoria. We heard
on federal budget night that this is now going to be
negotiated with the highest bidder and that there is a
proposal to put 6000 dwellings on a site that has no hope
of taking 6000 dwellings. This is a travesty.
In 2010 there was a shared vision released by VicUrban.
It was a shared vision with the community of Melbourne
and the surrounding defence land site for an appropriate
development of this site that would blend and work with
the community. What we are seeing is a total
overdevelopment that will ensure transport blockages
every day of the week. It will ensure that people will not
be able to move in and out of the site. There will be
exclusivity within that site rather than opening it up to
the rest of the community to enjoy the Maribyrnong
River and all that it has to behold.
It is a great site with great potential, but the federal
government needs to work with the Victorian
government and with Development Victoria to ensure
that they are the preferred developers and that they
deliver for the communities of Footscray and
Maribyrnong, for the community of Essendon and for
the community of Niddrie. I urge the commonwealth
government to rethink its position on the Maribyrnong
defence land site.

MyEnvironment
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — I again raise
concerns about the claims being made by the radical
environment group MyEnvironment, and I question
why the Premier continues to take advice from this
extremist radical green group. Sarah Rees, representing
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MyEnvironment, continues to spread lies and
misinformation about the operations of VicForests and
the Victorian native forest timber industry. In recent
weeks Sarah Rees has been quoted in the media making
false statements about koalas. She has alleged that they
are threatened with extinction due to timber harvesting.
Sarah claimed that dead koalas have been found on
logging coupes on the Baw Baw plateau. This is
nothing but a blatant lie — and believe me, she has
form in this space. MyEnvironment were involved in a
court case in 2012 challenging the management
practices of VicForests in relation to Leadbeater’s
possum habitat. They lost the court case and subsequent
appeal and were ordered to pay VicForests’ court costs
of $1.235 million. They have not complied with that
court order, and MyEnvironment are in breach of the
Corporations Act 2001 by trading while insolvent.
Ms Rees has consistently publicly attacked the timber
industry and VicForests with unsubstantiated and false
claims over many years. She has shown no respect for
the 23 000 Victorian timber industry workers or their
families with her false and defamatory claims. As a
director of MyEnvironment she has refused to pay
more than $1.2 million as directed by the Supreme
Court in March 2015 — money owed to the people of
Victoria. The Premier and the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change continue to engage
with Sarah Rees and MyEnvironment, putting green
preferences first and legitimate Victorian jobs last.

Broadmeadows Revitalisation Project
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — The Andrews
Labor government has delivered a strategy to again
provide hope in our postcodes of disadvantage. The
suburban development portfolio is making a significant
change in the way the Victorian government delivers
services and infrastructure. The portfolio will oversee
the establishment of metropolitan partnerships, one for
each of the six metro regions of Melbourne, that bring
together local government, industry and the community
sector to advise on initiatives that will attract
investment, create jobs and improve viability. The
suburban development portfolio will establish plans for
each region that will outline the Labor government’s
approach to addressing its specific needs and facilitate
cross-government opportunities and projects that will
capitalise on strengths and attract investments.
This is vital for my electorate of Broadmeadows, and I
am delighted to have been appointed chair of the
Broadmeadows Revitalisation Board. I am looking to
work collaboratively with the federal government as
well, because coordinating the three tiers of
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government, business and civil society will maximise
the opportunities and help postcodes of disadvantage
again become postcodes of hope by creating
opportunities to build smarter, healthier, better
connected and sustainable communities.
Therefore it comes as a shock and a shame that the
Australian government is going to build a detention
centre for ‘hardened criminals’ at the Broadmeadows
compound, where the army camp was. It trained our
diggers, Light Horsemen and Victoria Cross winners,
and sent them to Gallipoli. This detention centre is the
last thing we need. We need investment for — dare I
use that three-word slogan? — jobs and growth.

Crime
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) — Victoria is in the grip
of a crime wave like at no other time. There has been
no other time like this, where our communities have
been plagued by violent thugs committing senseless
acts of violence, targeting innocent community
members in their own homes, on the roads, in their
streets and at their businesses.
Crime rose 18.8 per cent in Maroondah in 2016
according to the latest crime stats available. Residents
in the Ringwood electorate speak of fear and worry for
their safety and that of their families in their homes,
their cars and as they go about their daily lives. The
Coghlan report into bail identified a wait of around
35 weeks for a one or two-day contested hearing to be
listed at the Ringwood court. That is approximately
35 weeks when perpetrators are not called to account
for the acts they have committed and when so many are
out on bail only to reoffend.
Then last night we had a violent yet preventable act of
terror in Brighton, where one man tragically lost his life
and three special operations group (SOG) officers were
shot in an attempt to neutralise a violent criminal who
should not have been on the streets. His crimes
included bashing people in their own home, 16 priors
for burglary, 15 for theft and aggravated burglary,
attempted armed robbery, firearms offences,
intentionally causing injury and arson in jail. Why
should our courageous and brave police and SOG
officers sacrifice their safety and put themselves in the
firing line when this Premier fails to acknowledge that
there is a crime problem, making sure that people who
should be in jail stay in jail?

McKinnon Secondary College
Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) — We recently turned
the first sod on the new $9 million Victorian certificate
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of education (VCE) centre at McKinnon Secondary
College, as promised by the Andrews Labor
government at the last election. It follows a strong
Labor record of investing in this fantastic local school.
In fact every Victorian Labor government throughout
McKinnon secondary’s 63-year history has invested in
new school buildings.
The new VCE centre will be the first of its kind in our
area. It will be three storeys and will include classrooms
and learning areas, a year 12 centre, a physics and
chemistry centre, administration areas and amenities. It
will include specialist teaching areas, like the chemistry
and physics centre, with laboratories and prep rooms.
There will be a year 12 centre complete with study,
lounge and amenities so year 12 students can have a
space to study, socialise and call their own in their
important last year of high school. Nine new
classrooms will replace some of the older rooms that
are currently in use, and a larger flexible space will
cater for large exam sessions, open learning,
after-school revision and various other activities. The
new building opens in 2018.

Georgia Shepherd-Petrocco
Mr STAIKOS — Congratulations to Georgia
Shepherd-Petrocco from Our Lady of the Sacred Heart
College, Bentleigh, on completing the Rotary
Adventure in Citizenship program, which took her to
Canberra during budget week. Thanks to the Rotary
Club of Cheltenham for their support of Georgia.
Georgia does work experience in my office every
Wednesday and is currently working on a project to
provide care packs for women in need in partnership
with the South Eastern Centre Against Sexual Assault
and Family Violence. What an impressive young lady.

Victoria Police Blue Ribbon Foundation
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — Recently I attended my
fifth Victoria Police Blue Ribbon Foundation annual
gala night at the Ararat branch — another roaring
success for the branch and for the East Grampians
Health Service, which is the beneficiary of the Blue
Ribbon Foundation’s magnificent fundraising efforts.
Every year the dedicated team led by Terry Weeks
delivers an enjoyable evening geared to raising the
most money possible. This year was no exception,
despite a change of venue.
I was very pleased to meet David Mann, the new
Victoria Police Blue Ribbon Foundation chairman, and
hear him speak. He came to Ararat and he told us about
all the great work that he and his committee do. He did
a really special thing. He presented Rowly and Judy
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Patterson with a gold community service medal in
recognition of their outstanding service to the Ararat
and district community, the Ararat branch of the
Victoria Police Blue Ribbon Foundation and the East
Grampians Health Service. Rowly and Judy are indeed
worthy recipients of that medal.
Then I was very privileged to join in presenting the
silver award to Ace Radio. Ace Radio has been a huge
supporter of Blue Ribbon over many, many years and
has been instrumental in that organisation raising
hundreds of thousands of dollars.

National Rugby League State of Mind program
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I would like to pay tribute
to the National Rugby League for their visit to Mildura
for the State of Mind mental health program, where
they encourage younger people to take their issues on
the field off the field and look after their friends — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomson) —
Order! The time for making statements has now ended.

FIREFIGHTERS’ PRESUMPTIVE RIGHTS
COMPENSATION AND FIRE SERVICES
LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (REFORM)
BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 25 May; motion of
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Emergency Services).
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — I ask that the
reasoned amendment in my name be circulated. I move:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted with the view of
inserting in their place the words ‘this bill be withdrawn and
redrafted to:
(1) retain the provisions providing for the presumptive
rights of firefighters; and
(2) take into account further consultation with Volunteer
Fire Brigades Victoria, volunteer firefighters and other
associated organisations about the proposed
amendments to the Metropolitan Fire Brigades Act 1958
and the Country Fire Authority Act 1958.’

How have we arrived at the situation we have here
before us today a bill to smash up the Country Fire
Authority (CFA)? If you look back at the history of this
particular bill — and it goes back a long time — I
suppose in more recent times the first chapter in this
very sorry and torrid time would be the enterprise
bargaining agreement (EBA) with the Metropolitan
Fire Brigade (MFB) back in 2010, I think it was. The
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board and senior managers at that time were very
concerned about the rights of veto that were inserted in
that EBA, which did make it very, very difficult for
them to run the Metropolitan Fire Brigade, because
effectively the United Firefighters Union (UFU) and
particularly Peter Marshall had to tick off on all the
different management decisions that the MFB wanted
to make through that time.
I can remember a time when we were in government in
the last Parliament when the MFB introduced some
new fire appliances into their fleet, and the United
Firefighters Union did not want to tick off on those
particular fire appliances. From memory they sat in a
shed gathering dust for something like two years while
there was an argument backwards and forwards
between the United Firefighters Union and the MFB
about getting those appliances actually used. Those
sorts of issues were something that were very
concerning to management and the board of the MFB
over that time, as was their ability to actually run the
MFB as they would have liked to see it, as emergency
fire services here in Victoria.
I suppose with that background and that knowledge the
CFA were very determined in their enterprise
bargaining agreement with the United Firefighters
Union and particularly Peter Marshall that they were
not going to find that they got into a position where
they had issues that actually limited their role as
management and as a board to fulfil their obligations
under the Country Fire Authority Act 1958 (CFA act)
and particularly under the CFA charter, when they were
there to make sure that the volunteers’ rights were
respected and looked after because the overwhelming
majority of firefighters for the CFA are volunteers.
There were a number of years of negotiation around
that particular enterprise bargaining agreement. We
have all heard the debate, but it is useful to put
something on the record today about who was actually
going to be in control of a fireground if this enterprise
bargaining agreement went ahead. Was it a professional
paid firefighter with six months fire experience who
would be running a fireground rather than an officer
who might have 20 or 30 years experience? They were
the sorts of issues that were bouncing back and forth on
this. Particularly from a volunteer’s point of view, I
have the utmost respect for the office-bearers — the
captains, the lieutenants — of our volunteer fire
brigades because they actually have the experience and
the local knowledge, and because of how they run the
services on a particular fireground.

FIREFIGHTERS’ PRESUMPTIVE RIGHTS COMPENSATION AND FIRE SERVICES LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(REFORM) BILL 2017
1578

ASSEMBLY

One of the more contentious issues in that enterprise
bargaining agreement came out of the leaked
documents around the enterprise bargaining
agreements: whether there had to be seven paid
firefighters on a fireground before volunteers could
actually attend fires or whether it was just the fact they
actually had to be dispatched before the fire could be
fought — all those were issues underlying the
negotiations in the EBA. It was effectively all about
power to the union rather than the best outcomes in
fighting fire over that particular time.
You then come to the 2014 state election, and you have
Peter Marshall, as the secretary of the United
Firefighters Union, bragging about the fact that he had
paid firefighters. Admittedly they were not in their
actual uniform; they were in a uniform that was made
up, that was just slightly different enough that they
could say they were not in their firefighters uniform,
but for all intents and purposes for a person on the street
they looked exactly the same as a paid firefighter. Peter
Marshall then bragged in a left-wing journal that those
firefighters doorknocked 43 000 homes during the 2014
state election. He also bragged about the fact that he
believed he had 700 firefighters in those mock-up
uniforms actually man pre-poll polling stations on that
particular day.
That is some of the background to this bill. I can
remember during the election going out and doing an
event with the Liberal candidate for Yan Yean, who
was late to the function we were having. When he
arrived he was physically and emotionally shaken
because he had been to a pre-poll and there had been a
scuffle with those people I talked about in those
particular mock-up uniforms. As has been reported and
as was reported to the electoral commission, there was
a fair bit of push and shove at those places, and we
know who instigated those particular actions.
This is the background to where we are today, where
we actually have a Premier who is indebted to Peter
Marshall and to the United Firefighters Union to be in
government, let alone all the other rumours that people
circulate about what Peter Marshall has got on the
Premier. I do not know any truth to those rumours, and
I am not going to repeat them in this place, beyond the
facts reported by Peter Marshall about the number of
houses those United Firefighters Union members
doorknocked, and the number of United Firefighters
Union members who manned booths for the Labor
Party both at pre-poll and on the actual election day.
This is what we have with this piece of legislation
before us, which is why we actually want to have the
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bill split. I do not think there is any argument across
both sides of the chamber that we do need to have
presumptive rights legislation here in Victoria. I think
there is heated agreement about that. There will be
some debate on the margins about how it is actually
implemented under legislation, but on our side of the
house, we very much believe that presumptive rights
legislation should treat paid firefighters the same way
as it treats volunteer firefighters, given the conditions
that they may serve under.
With the legislation that is actually before us today
there are some views that the current legislation around
presumptive rights does not treat volunteers equally to
paid firefighters. I think that is an issue that can be
debated at another time. From our point of view, which
is why I have moved the reasoned amendment, let us
split the bill, let us actually get on, let us debate the
presumptive rights legislation, and let us get it passed
and make sure those rights are there for both paid
firefighters and for volunteer firefighters in the future.
So from the Liberal-National Party point of view there
is no argument about the legislation for presumptive
rights. Where there is debate is on the issue of the
splitting or the breaking up of the MFB, the formation
of Fire Rescue Victoria and the role that volunteers will
play into the future. There is a range of issues before
the house.
I suppose when you come back to talking about the
splitting up of the CFA there are a lot of people whose
careers have effectively been terminated or trashed
through this particular process, and they are the people
that stuck up for the rights of the volunteers and
actually stuck up for the fact that they had
responsibilities under the CFA act to make sure they
fulfilled their roles under the CFA act.
If you look at the list of people that were involved in
that, it includes the former Minister for Emergency
Services, the member for Brunswick, who was forced
out by the Premier because, as is the folklore now
around this particular issue, she would not roll over and
force the enterprise bargaining agreement onto the CFA
board at that particular time. The former board was
dispatched. The former CFA chief officer, Joe Buffone,
someone who has spent his whole life in the emergency
services and firefighting system, had his reputation
absolutely trashed by the Deputy Premier and current
Minister for Emergency Services. What the Deputy
Premier and Minister for Emergency Services did to
Joe Buffone is absolutely wrong. Someone who had
dedicated his career to firefighting had to leave under
the cloud of those very, very cruel and unkind words by
the Minister for Emergency Services. The former CFA
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CEO, Lucinda Nolan, someone who had had a very
distinguished career in the police force and was
recruited to run the CFA, was forced out. As has been
said in this place, no-one knows why the Premier seems
to have this aversion to strong, capable women and
does not want them in positions of authority in this
state. The fact is that he forced out the former Minister
for Emergency Services and he forced out Lucinda
Nolan. The Premier has an issue that he personally has
to deal with about this particular fact.
Turning to the former MFB chief officer, Peter Rau,
again the government says, ‘Don’t look here — no
issues here’. Peter Rau’s wife has said that one of the
reasons he resigned from the MFB was his health, and
his health issues were brought on by stress because of
bullying by the United Firefighters Union and Peter
Marshall. Again, someone who had a very
distinguished career in the fire services was forced out
by the bullying and intimidation of the UFU. In relation
to David Youssef, the former deputy chief fire officer
of the MFB, a similar story. With the change through
this legislation Jim Higgins will lose his job, and the list
goes on and on.
So quite a few people — very distinguished people
with very long careers — believed that what was being
talked about was wrong and should not proceed. To
their credit, they had the strength of their convictions to
stand up and be counted on this. It cost them their jobs,
their careers, but we do thank them for at least having
the intestinal fortitude to do what they did because they
believed that what was going to be done was wrong.
What is before this house today is wrong when it comes
to the structure of the fire services in Victoria. As I said,
we accept the presumptive rights part of the legislation
the government has put forward. If they want to split
the bill, we will be very happy to have that debated and
passed today and sent to the upper house; it could all be
done before Parliament rises at the end of June. If you
go through the legislation in detail, and if you think
about this, James Merlino, coming up to the last
election, said that he would have presumptive rights
legislation before the Parliament in the first 100 days —
well, I think we are a little bit later than the first
100 days — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomson) —
Order! The member should refer to titles.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr WALSH — Two years and 100 days, is it? All
right.
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The issue with breaking up the MFB, forming Fire
Services Victoria and having the CFA as a
volunteer-only structure, particularly in the
35 integrated stations in the outer metropolitan area, is
there is a very real concern that Victoria will actually
lose its surge capacity when it comes to fighting
fires — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr WALSH — Particularly when it comes to
fighting campaign fires we need that surge capacity,
when the volunteers spend three, four or five days away
from home, fighting those campaign fires. There is a
very real concern among the volunteers that that
capacity will be lost over that particular time. We can
all remember the major fires we have had in Victoria in
more recent times — the 2002–03 fires, the 2006 fires
and then the tragic events of Black Saturday — where
that volunteer surge capacity was absolutely critical to
making sure that we could actually put enough
firefighters on the ground to manage the fires, so there
is a very real concern among the volunteers. I note the
interjections from the other side of the house saying,
‘Well, that’s rubbish’. If you actually go and talk to the
volunteers — the people who actually do this work —
you will find that they say, ‘There is a very real risk that
we will lose this surge capacity’. Those volunteers will
choose to opt out, because it is unclear from this
legislation what is going to happen to those volunteers
at those integrated stations.
Mr Edbrooke — Have you visited an integrated
station?
Mr WALSH — Yes, I have.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomson) —
Order! The member, through the Chair and without
help.
Mr Edbrooke — Which one?
Mr WALSH — The Acting Speaker will not let me
answer. There is a very real risk of losing that surge
capacity.
The other issue with the legislation is that under the
volunteer charter and under the CFA act there needs to
be consultation with the volunteers and particularly the
volunteers organisation — Volunteer Fire Brigades
Victoria — and effectively there has not been. Last
sitting week, when this legislation was introduced, we
met with Andrew Ford from Volunteer Fire Brigades
Victoria. He had not been consulted about this
legislation. If you are serious about making structural
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changes to the CFA, you would at least go and talk to
the volunteer organisation and talk to the volunteers.
One of the things that the former coalition emergency
services minister, Peter Ryan, did was make sure that
the volunteers charter was actually enshrined in the act.
It was there to make sure that volunteers were consulted
in the future. There has been a total lack of consultation
with the volunteers around this particular issue, and
they feel very, very aggrieved about that.
There is plenty of documentation via various
newspaper articles and media reports around Victoria
about how strongly the volunteers feel about this issue.
The legislation sets up a process where the boundaries
around what Fire Rescue Victoria is and what the CFA
is are yet to be determined. I think what people would
like to know around this particular issue is where the
certainty is. This is effectively enabling legislation that
then sets up panels and sets up committees that actually
do things. Given there has been a lack of consultation
so far around this particular legislative change,
volunteers and rural communities are very concerned
that there will be very little consultation and that they
will have these sorts of issues forced on them. There is
a lot of confusion around those boundaries.
The issue that I talked about in relation to the enterprise
bargaining agreement was about the chain of command.
There are a lot of unresolved issues when it comes to
the chain of command, particularly in those integrated
stations, and what role volunteers may or may not have
in the future. Volunteers do not believe they will have
much future, because they know very clearly the view
of the United Firefighters Union about volunteers and
particularly part-time staff on that issue.
The other issue that is unresolved in this legislation,
which also needs to be resolved, is what happens to
CFA volunteer assets. Quite a lot of the assets of
volunteer stations have been bought through
fundraising. They have been bought, effectively, by the
community, and they want to make sure that those
assets are maintained into the future.
It is not just the opposition that is highlighting these
particular issues; there are quite a few very
distinguished and respected organisations that are
saying to the government, ‘Don’t do this without proper
consultation’. I suppose there could be no more
well-respected organisation in country Victoria
particularly, but also within Victoria in general, than the
Country Women’s Association of Victoria (CWA). The
CWA state president, Lynette Harris, wrote:
On Saturday 27 May 2017 at the state conference of the
Country Women’s Association of Victoria Inc, members
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voted overwhelmingly to support a resolution to request that
the state government put on hold the bill to split the Country
Fire Authority until there has been serious and extensive
consultation with the Victorian community, and those views
have been taken into account.

She went on to write:
The following points were raised by members in relation to
this resolution:
Concern that consultation by the government with CFA
volunteers, as required under the CFA act and the
volunteer charter, has not taken place. We believe that
volunteers and communities are feeling frustrated,
anxious, undervalued and vulnerable, particularly
following the last 12 months of turmoil.
Grave concern was expressed regarding the principle of
including the presumptive cancer compensation for
firefighters legislation in the same bill when that part has
bipartisan support …

as I have already set out. She continued:
No evidence of data or inquiries has been made publicly
available that support the claim that splitting the CFA is
about public safety. We understand that there have been
a number of major inquiries into the fire services
following large fire events, and to our knowledge none
of them has recommended the splitting of the Country
Fire Authority.

It is obviously a fact that of the eight inquires that have
been talked about, none have recommended splitting up
the CFA. She continued:
The proposal as presented to the public does not appear
to have been costed, is unfunded and without
cost-benefit analysis.
The potential that the proposal by the government to
co-locate a volunteer brigade with a paid firefighter
brigade when each has their own assets, equipment and
vehicles could ultimately see a breakdown in operational
procedures and a further loss of goodwill between the
volunteer and paid firefighters.
Members of the Country Women’s Association of
Victoria consider that the proposed changes place the
safety of Victorians at risk and urge you —

this letter is to the member for Polwarth —
to support our request for serious and extensive
community consultation about this important issue.

I believe the Country Women’s Association have got it
exactly right.
I move on to the Victorian Farmers Federation (VFF).
The government are always very quick to quote the
Victorian Farmers Federation when it suits their
argument, but I am afraid in this case I think they will
probably be fairly silent about the Victorian Farmers
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Federation, because the Victorian Farmers Federation
does not suit their argument at all.
David Jochinke is the president of the Victorian
Farmers Federation and is quoted in a Corryong
Courier article:
The Victorian Farmers Federation (VFF) farmers fears the
government risks gutting the CFA to create a larger MFB —

this is before the Fire Rescue Victoria model was put
out —
under its radical new plan to solve the on-running industrial
dispute.
VFF president, David Jochinke, said there were issues with
the plan to split the rural fire service into two separate entities
of only volunteers in one organisation and paid firefighters in
a new fire rescue brigade.
He told Victorian Treasurer Tim Pallas that the farmer group
has major concerns over the potential impact the plan would
have on rural communities, including the slashing of CFA
resources and a blowout in the fire services property levy.
‘Farmers are worried that any split in the CFA would cripple
the volunteer service, creating a second-class organisation that
is under-resourced and under-staffed’, he said.

It will be interesting to see if government members
actually want to quote the VFF on this particular issue,
because the VFF is very much opposed to the
government’s proposal to split up and tear apart the
CFA.
On the issue of the fire services levy I note the
government has given a commitment that the fire
services levy will not increase for two years. Might I
remind members of the house and the Victorian
public — although the Victorian public do not need
reminding — that this is the same Premier who, as
Leader of the Opposition, coming up to the last state
election said that the east–west contracts were not
worth the paper they were written on and that it would
not cost one dollar to get out of those contracts. We all
know what happened with that promise: $1.3 billion
later the east–west contracts, which were not worth the
paper they were written on and would not cost one
dollar to get out of, were finally torn up, and Victorian
taxpayers are the poorer because of that.
When it comes to the Premier giving a commitment
that the fire services levy will not go up for the next two
years and that after that it will not go up very much at
all, I do not believe him. I know everyone that I speak
to in country Victoria does not believe him at all about
that promise. I know the VFF does not believe him on
that issue at all.

1581

We have all had — and I am sure you have probably
had them as well, Acting Speaker — lots of emails
from people saying ‘Don’t do this’ when it comes to
splitting up the CFA, and particularly ‘Don’t do this
until you’ve had proper consultation with Volunteer
Fire Brigades Victoria and the volunteers’. I suppose a
sample of those would be someone from the
Sassafras-Ferny Creek brigade:
I am a CFA volunteer of 10 years along with my husband and
my daughter. I also have family who have been in in the MFB
for over 40 years. I urge you to please look at this MFB/CFA
spilt very carefully before voting for it as if it is not looked at
carefully and volunteers aren’t consulted they will leave in
droves because volunteers will be trying hard to fight fires
with a paper bag over their heads and arms tied behind their
back. We will not have access to command on demand. We
will not have access to equipment, training, et cetera, et
cetera …

That was from a person from the Sassafras-Ferny Creek
brigade who is very, very concerned about the splitting
up of the CFA. They go on to say:
Since the 2009 fires a lot of volunteers have been struggling
with PTSD and morale has been at an all-time low. For the
past 12 months the fight to stop the UFU taking charge has
resulted on morale going even further down. Now if this split
goes ahead without consultation and proper processes I know
a lot of volunteers who will walk away, me and my family
included. There is no enjoyment anymore to be a CFA
volunteer and yes we want to protect our community but we
are being set up to fail deliberately.

They are the sorts of comments that have been coming
in in emails.
Another one is from a volunteer firefighter from the
Emerald brigade, and I take it from the address that if it
is not actually in the Minister for Emergency Services’
electorate, it must be very, very close by. It states:
I write to you with serious concerns regarding the way the
current legislation around fire service reform is being
introduced to Parliament.
Despite serving my community as a volunteer firefighter for
over 18 years, please don’t think that these concerns are based
on the loss of CFA tradition and emotional ties — I agree
completely that there is a need for a review to ensure all
Victorians receive the best possible fire service. However, I
am not a fool and I cannot sit back and allow legislation to be
pushed through Parliament in such haste.
My objections include:
a total lack of detail on how the proposed structure will
work;
no subject matter experts have been consulted;
there has been no opportunity for public scrutiny; and,
most importantly,
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there has been no consultation with volunteers as
required by the volunteer charter and the CFA act.

These are just a sample of the hundreds and hundreds
of emails that we have had from particularly volunteer
firefighters outlining their concerns about what is
going to happen in the future under the proposal
before the house.
I urge government members to give serious
consideration to the reasoned amendment the
opposition has moved. Let us actually split this bill. Let
us get on and deal with the presumptive rights
legislation issue immediately. We give a commitment
to get it through this house as speedily as possible and
we give a commitment to support it in the upper house
so that it can actually be put in place, and the detail
around some of the issues for volunteers can be sorted
out later. So let us get on with that, but let us press the
pause button on the tearing up of the CFA. Let us have
the government actually go and consult genuinely and
seriously with Volunteer Fire Brigades Victoria. Let us
make sure that the volunteers are actually talked to, and
let us make sure that the volunteers are actually shown
respect. That is something the Premier and the Minister
for Emergency Services seem to find very, very hard to
do — actually show respect to volunteers. I ask them to
do that.
Mr EREN (Minister for Tourism and Major
Events) — I rise today to speak on the Firefighters’
Presumptive Rights Compensation and Fire Services
Legislation Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017. The
purpose of the bill is to ensure that Victoria’s career fire
service is modernised with clear structures to meet the
needs of our growing population.
My electorate of Lara is obviously very important not
only in terms of the economic development of areas
like the Heales Road industrial precinct and Avalon
Airport but also because we have Viva Energy and a
number of other important infrastructures like
HM Prison Barwon, which is accommodating many
people, the You Yangs and many other assets like the
Serendip Sanctuary which deserve to be protected.
Since being elected to government we have had to
battle some of the issues relating to population growth,
and as a government there is a lot of pressure on us to
ensure that we keep up to date with what is required to
keep our population safe.
When I was first elected in 2002 to represent that
wonderful area we built a secondary school where there
was none before. We also proceeded to build, as a
government, a new fire station at a cost of $1.9 million.
We also built a brand-new, state-of-the-art police
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station and an ambulance station, not to mention other
very important infrastructure. If you build it, people
will want to live there, so the anticipated growth in
population far exceeds what is there at the moment in
terms of time lines, and of course that requires
protection. We have to protect homes not only in Corio,
Norlane and other populated areas but also in rural and
regional areas in my electorate and that very important
infrastructure that we have in the electorate of Lara. To
that end things need to change, and we know that the
structure of our fire service has not changed since 1950.
We have had over eight inquiries — the 2009 Victorian
Bushfires Royal Commission, the Jones review, the
Cotton review, the Lewis report, the Comrie review, the
Hazelwood inquiry, the Fiskville inquiry and the fire
services review. We have had all of these reviews. That
is enough reviews. We want to support firefighters.
That is what our objective is.
I understand the interests of the opposition, because we
found out that the Hands off the CFA website directly
led to the Liberal Party website. What happened then
was that people who actually thought that members
opposite were genuine about their position on this issue
went to the site and were asked to donate to the Liberal
Party. I ask the Liberal Party to assess how much
money they have received from these vulnerable people
that came to their site thinking that the Liberal Party
were supporting them and then give that money to the
Country Fire Authority (CFA). That is the opposition’s
interest — it likes a divided fire service so that it can
make money out of it. On this side of the house we are
about making sure that whether you are a career
firefighter or a volunteer we value your service. There
is no question. Both of these services are very important
in protecting our state.
We do not have natural disasters like tsunamis or
cyclones or earthquakes that other nations are
devastated by. What we do have are devastating
bushfires, and accordingly you should not play politics
in dividing those very important people that actually
protect our state, and members opposite know they are
doing that. Presumptive rights were nowhere on their
radar. In the four years that they were in government
not only did they deny presumptive rights legislation to
firefighters but they also cut the funding to the CFA. In
the four years that they were in government they cut
CFA funding by over $60 million, so members
opposite should not pretend with their crocodile tears
that they care about firefighters. All the opposition
wants to do is profit from firefighters and divide them,
and that is not what we are about. Our government is
about making sure that we protect the rights of our
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firefighters and that we protect their conditions and of
course we make sure that we have a healthy base of not
only volunteer but also career firefighters.
We are talking about an extra 450 firefighters to
protect our state. Not only did they not provide those
extra firefighters to protect our state, not only did they
deny presumptive rights for firefighters, but they cut
the funding to the fire services. They have got the
cheek to be pretending today that they care about
firefighter services.
Along with the changes that we are proposing today, by
and large the legislation has been well received. It has
been well received because people are sick and tired of
the politics that are being played. People are sick and
tired of the Liberal-Nationals coalition making a profit
out of those people who think it cares about them.
Accordingly, we are providing $100 million in funding
for volunteer recruitment, so it is for training,
equipment and facilities. Can I just say that the
opposition’s behaviour has been appalling.
Mr Morris — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
this is a debate on the Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights
Compensation and Fire Services Legislation
Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017, not the estimates bill.
That bill passed last week. Perhaps you might bring the
minister back to debating this bill.
Mr EREN — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, this is the issue for the opposition: when the
truths are told, they hurt. They know that they are lying
about this issue, and so I want to just continue on with
my submission in relation to the very important bill
before the house.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines) —
Order! I do not believe I need to uphold the member for
Mornington’s point of order at this time. The minister is
in order and will continue.
Mr EREN — Thank you. This bill is about
strengthening the volunteer base and the career
firefighter base. When you consider some of the
mistruths that have been told by the opposition, you can
see that of course it starts from the top. That is why it is
all about dividing the firefighters.
I want to talk about my very important visit with the
Deputy Premier and Minister for Emergency Services
last night to my wonderful CFA branch in Lara. As I
have mentioned, they have been protecting our
communities for many, many years. After last night’s
meeting, the good work is continuing. I want to make
sure that they have the best available resources that they
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can get, so accordingly last night the minister and I
handed the keys over for a $450 000 tanker which will
ensure that the brigade has the tools that it needs to
keep the community safe.
Of course the bill is about making sure that we have
presumptive rights for our firefighters. I just want to
quote the captain of the brigade, who said:
We believe the FRV and the steps outlined in the fire services
statement … will mean that we can maintain our vital surge
capacity to neighbouring areas and to Lara’s high
bushfire-risk urban-rural interface.

It was very well received. There were some very honest
questions asked and very honest answers given last
night, and they are onto those opposite. The volunteer
firefighters are absolutely onto their lies.
Today’s bill is about making sure that we enhance the
protection of our firefighters, both paid career
firefighters and volunteer firefighters, and if those
opposite had any decency within them, they would
support this bill in its entirety instead of continuing to
play politics with this issue. Firefighters have had
enough. What they want to do is protect the
community. What they want, with a bushfire season
coming on, is not to be played politics with. They want
to unite. They want to be as one. They want to protect
the community, unlike those opposite who try to divide
this very important service. It is a service that we
desperately need, and what we are doing is actually
enhancing it. We are funding it. We are giving it extra
money, unlike those opposite who cut funding to it and
unlike those opposite who made money out of it and
fundraised out of it.
This is a great bill. I support it, and I would suggest that
the opposition support it as well.
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — I rise to speak on the
Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights Compensation and
Fire Services Legislation Amendment (Reform) Bill
2017, and I support the reasoned amendment moved by
the Leader of The Nationals.
It is disgraceful to link presumptive rights legislation
with this change in the structure of the brigades. The
access to presumptive rights legislation is something we
support. We support presumptive rights legislation and
we stand ready to pass such legislation, although we
notice that the proposed presumptive rights legislation
does discriminate against volunteer firefighters and
there are some unfair provisions that are not clear and
need clarification before we could even move forward.
However, we reiterate that we support presumptive
rights legislation. We do not think that it should be
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linked to the changes that are proposed in the rest of the
legislation in relation to the Metropolitan Fire Brigade
(MFB) and the Country Fire Authority (CFA). That
might just bring me to the MFB, and I will have much
more to say about the CFA from my region in a minute.
Why is the MFB being abolished? That actually is the
upshot of this legislation. We have to ask: why would
that be? And of course the answer — —
An honourable member interjected.
Ms STALEY — Exactly. It is to get the United
Firefighters Union’s (UFU) enterprise bargaining
agreement (EBA) through because of course the board
of the MFB has said that it will not sign the EBA as put
forward. They have also said that they do not think it is
legal. With this bill the government seeks to get rid of
the MFB board and add them to the list that includes
the former minister, the member for Brunswick; the
former CFA board; the former CFA chief officer, Joe
Buffone; the former CFA CEO, Lucinda Nolan; the
former MFB chief officer, Peter Rau; and the former
MFB deputy chief officer, David Youssef. We now
have added to that list the MFB’s CEO, Jim Higgins;
the MFB acting chief officer, Paul Stacchino; the MFB
deputy chief officer and the board. It all goes back to
the demands of one man, and that man is Peter
Marshall, who has run an uncompromising campaign,
well beyond what reasonable people consider to be a
normal industrial campaign.
In fact for many, many months there has been agreement
over the proposed pay rises for both the MFB and the
CFA. That is not what the issue is here; the issue is that
Peter Marshall is demanding illegal clauses that cannot
be upheld by Fair Work Australia. He is continuing to
put these forward, yet the government has found no way
to get past this other than to now sack the MFB board.
Of course it is not only the MFB board that is being
removed. The whole structure is being changed so that
there will only be a commissioner that will presumably
be a patsy for the government. I cannot see how taking
away the board of the MFB will be an improvement to
the safety of Victorians.
It is not just the outrageous clauses that we have seen in
the MFB’s enterprise bargaining agreement; it is also
the outrageous behaviour of the secretary of the United
Firefighters Union. The reports of his bullying and of
his refusal to behave like a normal professional adult in
meetings have been ongoing and sustained. He
continues to bully people.
I will at this point note that it is the UFU that has been
very vocal in opposing part-time work in the MFB.

Tuesday, 6 June 2017

Despite the MFB board’s desire to increase the
proportion of women in the service, it has in fact been
Peter Marshall and the UFU who have said that
part-time work is not acceptable. This legislation is
absolutely about removing the MFB and thus any
further opposition to Peter Marshall.
There is a third reason that I want to mention in my
contribution, and that is the impact of this bill on
volunteers and volunteer brigades, or the CFA side.
Ripon’s brigades, all 90-plus of them, are not
enamoured of this legislation. I have been around the
brigades, both before this legislation was released and
again over the past week, and I can tell you that not
only are the brigades not enthusiastic about this but
they are outraged that neither they nor their designated
organisation, Volunteer Fire Brigades Victoria
(VFBV), have been consulted.
We can see that the Andrews Labor government
recognises that it has broken the law and not negotiated
as it is required to under the Country Fire Authority Act
1958 when we go to clause 119(6) of the bill, because it
specifically says that the part of the current legislation
that requires people to be consulted — that is, the
VFBV — does not apply. Clause 119(6) states.
Sections 6 and 7 of the Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 do
not apply to any regulations made under this section.

The government understands that it has broken the law,
and it is now using legislation to get around the fact that
it has not consulted with the VFBV or volunteers on the
single largest change to the CFA in decades. According
to the government, those people do not deserve to be
consulted by this government because they do not
count. They are just people in the country.
I have to say that true country people do not want this
legislation. We heard the Leader of The Nationals
speak about the Country Women’s Association. That is
not an organisation that usually makes political
statements. In fact in my experience over many years I
cannot remember the last time that the Country
Women’s Association waded into a current political
debate and said, ‘This legislation is flawed. It needs to
be rethought. It needs to be taken back and consultation
take place’.
Similarly the Victorian Farmers Federation (VFF) has
serious concerns about this. Let us think about who the
members of the vast majority of my brigades are. They
are farmers and they are VFF members. The VFF has
consulted with its membership, and the membership
has said, ‘We don’t want this. This is not the way that
we want to go’.
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In addition to this we have thousands of people —
including in my electorate — who have signed a variety
of petitions opposing changes to the CFA. They want
the CFA protected because they understand that the
CFA stands between them and the disastrous bushfires
and other fires that hit our region far too frequently.
The people who understand, the people on the
ground — true country people — do not want this.
They have said it in every way that they can. They have
said it through newspaper polls. They have said it
through letters to the editor. They have said it over and
over again. They have asked us as the representatives of
country Victoria to stand up for them because this
government is not standing up for them, and they want
their safety protected. The fact that this government
does not want to go there — they want to just run this
through for their own base political objectives — tells
us a lot. But true country people do not want this. The
CFA does not want this. The Country Women’s
Association does not want this. The VFF does not want
this. Thousands and thousands of people in my
community do not want this.
The government is pushing through something that is
just wrong. It is wrong in practice and it is wrong in
execution. If the government were so confident that they
had not broken the law, why are they specifically putting
clauses in the legislation so that they do not have to
consult with the VFBV or the CFA? They know very
well that they have not done that, that they have no plans
to do that and that this bill is all about rushing through
their solution to the MFB’s EBA and this enormous
political problem that they have created for themselves
because they are beholden to Peter Marshall.
Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) — I am certainly very
pleased to speak in support of the Firefighters’
Presumptive Rights Compensation and Fire Services
Legislation Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017, which is a
very sound and sensible bill. We know the bill does two
major things. One is that it provides presumptive rights
legislation for all of our firefighters, not just career
firefighters but volunteer firefighters too, something
that they have been calling for for a number of years,
including during the term of the last state government.
We know that the last Liberal state government simply
said, ‘No, we’re not prepared to move this legislation’,
and of course it did not progress under the last
government. But ahead of the last election, as you
would know, Acting Speaker Carbines, the Labor Party
in opposition said that if it were to be elected, it would
introduce presumptive rights legislation.
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At the time we said we would be looking at the
Tasmanian model, but after further consultation we
decided to go even further than that and instead take up
the Queensland model, which provides greater support
for volunteers as well as career firefighters in terms of
the way presumptive rights legislation will work for
them. This is because we recognise that in past years
our firefighters have been involved in fires where
carcinogens have been present, which has increased
their chances of getting cancer at a later date. We have
seen the sad circumstances where many firefighters
have been diagnosed with cancer and have died as a
result. We have seen them trying to get appropriate
support and compensation from the government and
having to go through long-winded legal procedures to
get recognition. When you are dying of cancer time is
of the essence. Bringing in presumptive rights
legislation means that the reasons firefighters contract
cancer will be recognised and that they will be able
access appropriate support and compensation.
Clearly this is a bill that is going to benefit all
firefighters. We do not want to see any of our firefighters
contracting cancer as a result of their experiences, and of
course our government has been very active in
evaluating the issues associated with this bill and all
other issues associated with fighting fires to try and make
sure our firefighters are kept as safe as possible. But we
recognise there is still a possibility that some firefighters
who have been out there fighting fires over a long period
of time in the past, or even future firefighters, still have
to fight fires where they experience chemicals that you
would not want to experience and they may succumb to
cancer as a result, in which case we want to see them
appropriately supported.
That is clearly a key component of this bill, but we
know this bill has several other directions to it. We
recognise that over a long period of time we have not
reviewed the Country Fire Authority (CFA) and looked
at how we get the appropriate support for them. When
you have a volunteer organisation, as of course it has
been historically, in urbanised areas, where it is harder
to attract volunteers sometimes or of course you are
fighting a different sort of a fire than a bushfire or a
grassfire, you are fighting urbanised fire situations and
you need greater expertise.
We have had a system where we have had an
arrangement to have career firefighters as part of the
CFA at designated fire stations. Across my electorate in
fact there are no career firefighter stations — there are
only volunteer brigades. There is something in the order
of 40 brigades in my electorate, although I have not
counted them lately — all terrific volunteer brigades
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that I have been pleased to work with over a long
period of time in supporting them in my role as a
government representative and in helping them to get
firefighting program funding, which has enabled them
to get new fire tankers, new equipment much more
quickly than their fundraising would have allowed and
new fire stations in so many cases, and I have been
pleased to see them being upgraded by our government
and to support that work.
I have been pleased to be out there with our fire
services ministers on numerous occasions, most
recently when the current Minister for Emergency
Services first announced this proposed change to
separate out our services, having CFA as a
volunteer-only organisation and Fire Rescue Victoria as
a career firefighting unit. The next week the minister
came to Ballarat city fire station — the only integrated
fire station in my region, not in my electorate but in the
Ballarat region — and I was able to join him there
where he met with volunteers and career firefighters
from across the region to explain this proposed
legislation, to explain the changes.
And I have to say that periodically CFA firefighters
have been in touch with me to complain about different
things, to express their concerns or ask me to support
them for funding, but since we announced this change, I
have had just one firefighter email me — one whom I
know has been concerned about changes for some
period of time. The remainder of my CFA firefighters
are pleased to see that at last something is progressing.
They are frustrated to see that over the last two years
there has been so much talk about what is happening,
especially ahead of the last federal election when the
Liberal-Nationals opposition used this issue to try and
inflame the issues within the CFA, to misrepresent
issues, to try and use this issue to the political
advantage of the Liberal and National parties. We heard
so much misinformation come from Liberals and
Nationals at that time.
The volunteer firefighters in my electorate are just
looking forward to seeing us get on with it. They
understand that nothing is going to change significantly
for them. They each will continue on in their volunteer
firefighting brigades; they just know that the career
firefighters will be supporting them as need be under
the different banner of Fire Rescue Victoria. The other
thing about this legislation is it finally enacts an issue
outlined in the report of the 2009 Victorian Bushfires
Royal Commission: their recommendation 63 in which
they said that we need to have in place the ability to
review boundaries between the CFA and the
Metropolitan Fire Brigade.

Tuesday, 6 June 2017

This allows us to move forward to recognise that those
boundaries do need to be reviewed to look at the
capacity of the volunteers in an area to meet the needs
of that area, and we have to look at it honestly in order
to support our firefighters as we will continue to do
with this additional $100 million we are providing to
them. But where do we need to see our career
firefighters in this? That is, under the new legislation,
the Fire Rescue Victoria firefighters. Where do we need
greater support from them to come in and deal with
providing ongoing support in areas where the volunteer
brigades are no longer able to meet those call-out times
that need to be met, and so on, to ensure we have a
well-coordinated fire service?
I congratulate Craig Lapsley, the emergency services
commissioner, on the work that he has done to ensure
that wherever we have large fires — where we have
career firefighters coming out, volunteer firefighters
coming out, Department of Environment, Land, Water
and Planning (DELWP) firefighters coming out and
other emergency services personnel on the same
scene — we have good coordination. We continue to
work on the best models to ensure that good
coordination takes place.
With this government’s new model of having the CFA,
an organisation staffed entirely by volunteers, under
Fire Rescue Victoria, we will still have that sound
coordination because we are still going to have
DELWP fire officers in Crown land areas supporting
firefighters when they go between those boundaries of
private land and Crown land. We do need
well-coordinated fire areas. This legislation enables us
to deal with the realities of the world — to say that paid
firefighters are in a different group when you are
dealing with enterprise bargaining agreements. Of
course Malcolm Turnbull’s intervention has not helped,
but this is very sound legislation.
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — Thank you very much
for your support this morning. Yes, it was an interesting
morning; there is nothing like a pain in the chest to get
you going. I was being told to say I was heartbroken
about the split of the Country Fire Authority (CFA). I
will not put that on there, though — that would be a bit
harsh to go straight out there with — but could I just
say thank you very much to the member for
South-West Coast, who was with me this morning and
gave very good advice. That advice should be for
everyone. I know that the member for Gippsland South
has had it and others have had it. If you get pains in
your chest at all, it is worth getting checked out. My
father had pains in his chest when he was 40 and had a
quadruple bypass, and that was what probably put the
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fear of God into me when I had a pain in my chest
downstairs this morning. So I will say that.
I will talk about the bill today. We have got, obviously,
some concerns. I will support the reasoned amendment
that has been put forward, I think in my name, but I was
not here at the time and do not know how that actually
worked — whether it was put forward in my name or in
the member for Murray Plains’s name. Whoever put it
forward, I will support it because obviously it is a great
idea going forward, and we had it written up before that.
The main part of this is simply around consultation. We
want to make sure that we actually have this bill
withdrawn until consultation takes place — that is,
genuine consultation with the volunteers — to make
sure that Volunteer Fire Brigades Victoria has a say in
what is going on going forward and that volunteers
have a period of time where they can go on record and
let the government know how their concerns are going
to be raised around the structure of the CFA and around
the structure of their local stations. They have got really
genuine questions about how it is going to work when
we go from integrated stations across to stations that are
called co-located stations. You have got an area there
where they will be rebranded as Fire Rescue Victoria
(FRV), but one of the conditions there is they are going
to be put together — all of those — and moved straight
across to an FRV environment with a CFA co-located
at the station. Do the CFA members have to pay a lease,
and will that come out of their operational budget?
These are questions that have not been answered.
Steve Warrington was up in Wodonga, and they have
asked him about the structure in their local brigade up
in Wodonga. When asked about what happens with the
hierarchy within the CFA, he has said, ‘We may put a
captain, we may not put a captain’. If the chief is out
there and he is not quite sure how it is going to work, I
cannot understand exactly how anybody can see how
this is going to go, and that is why it is really important
that it goes through consultation. I am not going to
stand here and get angry about it today, but I think it is
very, very important that those messages are out there
about who we need to speak to and that we make sure
we do.
We thank the department for the briefing, but during
that briefing it was quite interesting to note that the
department seemed to be guided a lot by ministerial
advisers rather than actually speaking about the facts
that were on the table. Some of the areas of concern,
which we still have not heard back on, are that the
department said they have been writing this legislation
for five months and yet the board of the CFA was on
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record just a few weeks ago, when they were asked
about this, and had no idea. The commissioner for
Emergency Management Victoria, Craig Lapsley, was
on record under sworn testimony in February this year
saying he had no idea and no understanding that they
were trying to look at changing the boundaries, so I am
trying to work out how a department is going through
the process of changing legislation that is going to
affect everything that Craig Lapsley does, everything
that Steve Warrington does and everything that the
chief of the Metropolitan Fire Brigade (MFB) does and
yet it appears that none of them were consulted.
The board who is in place at the moment — and we all
understand that board is there replacing the board that
was sacked by this government — was put in place to
deliver on an enterprise bargaining agreement (EBA).
There is no other reason. It was a political decision to
put them there to deliver on an EBA that Peter Marshall
wanted, and that is something that we cannot have. We
cannot have a board in place that is there deliberately
for one reason, and it is only to deliver an outcome
based on union requests. It has got to be based on the
best outcome for our community and the best outcome
for Victorians, and I think that is one of the most
important issues that is on the table at the moment.
There is only one group in the way at the moment when
you are talking about EBAs going through. I
understand those opposite will be continuously talking
about volunteers and how volunteers are stopping the
EBA going through. They will blame Malcolm
Turnbull; ‘Federal legislation is stopping this going
through!’. The State Emergency Service (SES) had an
EBA go through recently — and they currently have
141 operational staff on the ground — because it still
protects and respects the volunteers in that service,
whereas this EBA does not.
The MFB have had an EBA negotiation going as well
for the same period of time, and they have not signed
off on it. Those opposite may need to go back and
check the facts, but there are no volunteers within the
MFB. There are no volunteers in the MFB, and it is
vital that that information is on the table as well. When
you are talking about negotiation and you are talking
about getting these EBAs through, the only group that
is currently stopping any EBA going through is the
MFB board, who are standing up and saying it is not
good enough. Let us guess what the government is
going to do with them. Under this legislation it will be
another group of people who are gone. Then you will
have lost the CFA board and the MFB board. You have
lost chiefs and CEOs. You have lost a minister. The list
goes on and on of people who have stood up for
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volunteers and who are no longer there now, and this is
one of the major issues we have with this legislation.
Obviously I planned for a 30-minute speech originally.
I am going to quickly touch on the parts of the speech
that I can. One is around presumptive rights legislation.
We have said that if you separate this bill, we are more
than happy to push through presumptive rights
legislation today or tomorrow, however you would like
to work it through. I have no dramas on that. We do
have some concerns with the presumptive rights
legislation on the table, and those concerns are that,
whilst they have been saying it is equal for career and
volunteer firefighters, that is factually incorrect. They
are putting a board in place.
During the briefing the department said the legislation
was written the same as Queensland’s, which is again
incorrect. Queensland’s is written in a way that a
volunteer firefighter can put forward their concerns.
They can put forward their claims, and when they go
forward they are basically just proving that they are
enrolled as a firefighter. We have actually got them
needing to be performing their firefighter duties here in
Victoria. I think every person on the other side should
be worried about this. When you are talking about
performing firefighter duties and the legislation does
not exactly define what those firefighter duties are, you
should be worried for the volunteers in your electorate.
You should be worried that, when they go forward and
they put in a claim with presumptive rights legislation,
they do not have that presumption because they have
got to prove they were performing firefighter duties.
That is what the act says. The act is quite clear on that,
and that is a major concern for us.
There is also a media release from the government
saying it is the same as the Queensland model. It is not
the same as the Queensland model; the Queensland
model has no restriction of 10 years.
Mr Edbrooke interjected.
Mr BATTIN — The member for Frankston says it
is better. The only person who says it is better other
than you, member for Frankston, is Peter Marshall, who
came out and said that up in Queensland volunteers
should not get access to the presumptive rights
legislation. The Queensland model does not have a
10-year restriction on it.
The other concern we have is around the surge capacity
across this state. Surge capacity is vital when we have
major fire events in Victoria. It is absolutely essential
that we have volunteers available on short notice to
respond in mass numbers. It is quite simple: if we have
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major events, we need them at short notice in mass
numbers, and to get them out the door we need to make
sure that they are, number one, available.
When you look at the integrated stations which have
been successful over all of these years we have had this
integrated model and now you are looking at going
across to a co-located model; when you are devaluing
the service of the volunteers that work at those stations;
when the government cannot answer whether they will
get called out at exactly the same time and whether they
can respond in a Fire Rescue Victoria area without
permission from FRV staff including operations
managers and when the government is talking about a
Country Fire Authority model that is going to be, in
their words, a 100 per cent volunteer organisation,
again that is factually not true. The CFA will be a
volunteer organisation under the instruction and under
the power of operations managers and other staff that
are all employed by FRV and are members of the
United Firefighters Union.
If you want to make that true, then let us put it in the
legislation. Why do you not put in the legislation that
the chief can choose which staff are employed, and if
the chief is not happy with the staff on offer he can go
out and employ his own? He can go out and get his
own and maybe we can have some lateral entry into the
CFA and get people who have been in the service for a
long period of time who could work successfully as
operations managers in those roles. I think these are
some of the major concerns that we have got going
forward with that.
The last one I will talk about in the short time I have is
the changing of the boundaries. I am not against
changing the boundaries but I have concerns with the
boundaries you are going to put in place. You are
talking about bringing three people in who will not
have much fire experience and who will not have a lot
of experience in emergency services. They are going to
be making decisions on those boundary movements and
that is going to create an issue going forward.
They can also put recommendations to the minister and
the minister does not have to abide by them. Until we
get to a position where we have got legislation and we
know what is going to happen in the structure of FRV, I
think we need to make sure that we are protecting the
boundaries as they currently are and ensure all our
volunteers are protected.
Finally, and this is exactly why we are concerned about
this, when a letter goes out from the CEO of the CFA
that says to volunteers, ‘If you do not want to stay at the
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station once it becomes co-located, we will work with
you to move to another station’. A letter should have
gone directly to all volunteers that said, ‘If you want to
stay at the station you have proudly served, we will
work and make sure it is a safe environment for you in
the future to ensure the best outcome for Victorians’.
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) — It is my pleasure
to rise and speak on the Firefighters’ Presumptive
Rights Compensation and Fire Services Legislation
Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017. Today I would like to
dedicate this contribution to all the firefighters who
have had cancer, are battling cancer at the moment or
have lost their battle, including chief Brian Potter, Neil
Bumpstead, Graeme Moon and Graeme Thoday — the
list goes on. There are too many to mention but they all
had one thing in common — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr EDBROOKE — Why are you laughing? Are
you serious? There are too many to name, but they all
had one thing in common and that is that they put their
community before themselves.
I lay my cards on the table straightaway. I was a
volunteer at Churchill fire brigade for two years and a
staff member for 14 years who served with all types
and colours of firefighters. Currently I am a volunteer at
Frankston and probably always will be. I am also a
proud United Firefighters Union (UFU) member and a
member of the Volunteer Fire Brigades Victoria
(VFBV) by brigade affiliation. For those keeping notes,
that is 18 years of fire service for Victoria.
Just to rebut some of the comments that have been
made by those opposite. The Leader of The Nationals
brought up the fact that there were issues at electoral
booths. Yes, that was brought to an electoral issues
committee and it was found that those claims of
bullying were totally unfounded and the police backed
that. I would also say in regard to his comments that if
it was not for the UFU, volunteers and staff alike would
still be putting fires out with buckets, have no doubt.
I welcome this bill, which has two purposes. It provides
a rebuttable presumption to claim compensation under
the Workplace Injury Rehabilitation and Compensation
Act 2013 for firefighters suffering cancer and it amends
both the Country Fire Authority (CFA) and
Metropolitan Fire Brigade (MFB) acts to modernise
Victoria’s fire services. I note that in district 8 alone we
have not had any member of the opposition visit an
integrated fire brigade — there are 35 of them — in the
last couple of years. I have not heard of anyone talking
to volunteer and staff firefighters.
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Ms Ryan interjected.
Mr EDBROOKE — Tell me when. The Leader of
The Nationals said that he had not visited one. None of
them had. In region 8 alone they are the brigades that
turn up to 80 per cent of the incidents. That is an 80 per
cent knowledge gap. It is just so egotistical of these
people over here to think they are informed enough to
actually make a judgement on this. The member for
Ripon actually said people in the country are against
this. The member for Ripon said, ‘Real country people
are against this’. Last week the Weekly Times poll that
came out said, ‘Do you support the government’s fire
move?’ and 75.3 per cent of country people said yes.
I would say that the presumptive rights legislation as
proposed in this bill is better than Queensland’s because
we have a provision that covers extenuating
circumstances or events, which is fantastic. In 1958,
when the CFA bill was put forward in Parliament,
Australia still had a White Australia policy. Robert
Menzies was the Prime Minister and man was more than
a decade away from reaching the moon. We sit here
today when all of these things have changed, but one
thing has not. Our growth is massive in Victoria —
2.1 per cent — and it is ironic that those opposite are
actually forming a committee to tackle population
growth but ignoring the emergency services required for
that population growth.
I reckon I know enough firefighters to add up to about
1000 years or even 100 000 years worth of CFA
experience. Many are paid, many are volunteers, but
not one of those people say they represent all
firefighters, and most support this bill. What does that
say about the opposition, who do not support this bill
but have not visited any of the 35 integrated fire
stations to get some advice on this and talk to the
people primarily affected by this bill?
They get their advice from a VFBV representative who
is not even a CFA member. I took a quick random poll
at some of the brigades in my area and not one person
had met the shadow Minister for Emergency Services.
That is kind of telling. After weeks of deliberating, the
only reason the opposition can give for not going ahead
with this bill and not supporting this legislation is eight
reviews that have stated there are problems with the
CFA, but none of them actually had the scope to
recommend changes. What kind of leadership is it in
Victoria if we find that there are problems but we do
not actually have the guts to do something about it?
This is what happened at Fiskville. It is very ironic
because the CFA board under the former government
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had five tests about whether there were poisons at
Fiskville that were going to affect firefighters and
whether firefighters had been exposed to them. There
were five tests, but they did not do anything. All the tests
came back positive for PFOS but they did not do
anything, and here we are with civilians, firefighters and
a massive health issue that we are dealing with now.
People in the CFA should not be suffering because of
this; they did not have to. You can never repay the debt
of the sacrifices these people made for our community,
but we do need to do everything in our power to
actually look after them. There are literally people —
volunteers and staff — who have sacrificed years of
their lives for our community.
The opposition would have us believe that this bill is
solely about an industrial dispute with firefighters and
about enterprise bargaining agreements and whatnot; it
is not. Above everything else, it is about keeping our
community safe. We owe it to our community to keep
them safe. It is about protecting our protectors and
respecting the sacrifices they make.
We have seen in the last few weeks the obstruction of
this bill. It is not firefighters obstructing the bill, but it is
just politics — political operatives, the same people
who lied and spread fear. They made statements like:
‘Volunteers will be removed’, ‘The MFB will take
over’, ‘The chief officer will lose his powers’ and
‘Seven on the fireground’. It was just scaremongering.
None of it has happened.
A huge number of volunteer and staff firefighters back
this bill, not that those opposite would know, because
they have not spoken to anyone in an integrated station.
The bill is supported by the Eltham, Corio and Moe
South brigades; the CFA chief officer himself; the
emergency management commissioner; the Truganina,
Wattle Glen, Bayles, Ararat, Allans Flat, Cranbourne,
Shepparton, Edithvale and Mornington brigades; and
many, many other brigades, which are all full of people
with countless experience.
I hear some of the people opposite talking about how
they represent 50 000 volunteers because they talk to
the VFBV. In light of all these brigades I have just
spoken about which support this bill, I find it really odd
that the VFBV are briefing the opposition to oppose
this bill. I know a VFBV rep personally who supports
this bill. Now more than ever, and with good reason, we
have a lot of volunteers actually questioning who the
VFBV works for, because this is the VFBV executive
that supported the same coalition, sitting opposite, that
refused to acknowledge a link between firefighters and
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cancer. Why in the hell would an organisation that
represents volunteers do that? They support the same
coalition that rejected presumptive rights legislation
three times. They also gave the Liberal Party a nice
ad — $100 000 worth of ad — in the Herald Sun. Why
would you do that? And they support the same coalition
that cut $66 million out of the CFA budget for training
and equipment. The ‘Hands off the CFA’ campaign,
pushed out by the VFBV, actually gives money to the
Liberals. It is incredible.
But most incredible is this: that the VFBV still vocally
supports the same CFA board which the Fiskville
inquiry found knew about the practices at Fiskville that
were poisoning firefighters. I quote from the Fiskville
inquiry, finding 58:
That individuals at all levels —

including the VFBV representatives, four of them —
of CFA executive management — from those in charge at
Fiskville up to the board — had some knowledge about
contamination at Fiskville prior to December 2011 when the
Herald Sun published its first article.

Finding 60 reads:
That the committee doubts the assertions of CFA senior
executive managers that they did not know about
contamination at Fiskville …

They have:
… unnecessarily exposed another generation of Fiskville
trainees to risk.

That includes the four VFBV members. So why are we
taking advice from these people? As a volunteer
firefighter I, and thousands of others, actually do not
believe that the VFBV are working for me, my safety
or my community’s safety. It is more like they are
working for the coalition.
I would quickly like to touch on presumptive rights
legislation. Of course this legislation should have
bipartisan support through this house. It is based on
evidence in the Monash study, and it takes the burden
of proof off people who are suffering cancer. I, like
many colleagues, probably have an elevated risk of
cancer. Eighteen years fighting fires and training every
day, swimming through PFOS that a board knew was
poisonous, will do it. The opposition, though, has
shown no leadership on this emergency services issue.
All I ask is that people opposite actually go out and
speak to some firefighters, visit an integrated brigade
and have a chat to some people who are not the
ordinary apparatchiks inside a political machine. It is
crucial that you do that.
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In summary, since this bill was introduced to
Parliament not one person has presented an argument
against all highly populated areas having the same level
of fire protection. To those who oppose this bill, you
disrespect your community and those who make
sacrifices to keep you safe. It is easy to stand up now
and talk about it, but now is the time you need to
actually show some guts. To those opposite, again, can
I just reiterate: I recommend that you actually speak to
some firefighters who know the facts, not just talk to
some VFBV executive representatives who have their
political aspirations. The VFBV talk about
50 000 volunteers that they represent, but I noticed the
other day that they have got 4000 Facebook followers. I
strongly commend this bill to the house.
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — I rise to join the debate
on the Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights Compensation
and Fire Services Legislation Amendment (Reform)
Bill 2017. I think the title says it all; it should be two
bills. The explanatory memorandum also indicates that
it should be two bills. The first component of the bill,
being the changes to the Workplace Injury
Rehabilitation and Compensation Act 2013, is clearly
indicative that the presumptive rights compensation is a
separate bill, because it has no overlap with the second
component, which is to amend the Metropolitan Fire
Brigade Act 1958 and the Country Fire Authority Act
1958. This should be two bills.
I think that the government is playing politics with this.
They have brought it into the house very quickly,
without a lot of work, and in fact the work that has been
done seems to have been done in secret. We have
previously heard that the emergency services
commissioner as recently as February did not know
anything about the boundary changes, and apparently
this has been worked on for five months. If you go back
five months, it is certainly before that time. This bill, as
I said, has been drafted quickly, and it leaves too many
unanswered questions. It is seen by many to diminish
the role and effectiveness of the Country Fire Authority
(CFA) and the volunteers, who give all to the protection
of their communities.
I will take up the member for Frankston’s contribution.
He said that perhaps those on this side of the house
should not speak to the executive of the Volunteer Fire
Brigades Victoria (VFBV) and perhaps should talk to
the real firefighters. Well, I will tell him that I have
51 brigades in my electorate, and the information that I
get is from my local brigades. I have captains ring me
and email me. I have members of the brigade in general
who will see me in the street and come and talk to me
about this. So I get my information from those on the
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ground. I do not get my information from the VFBV,
and they are not the ones who brief me.
If we look at the context in which this bill has been
introduced, it is at a time when the government is
stomping all over volunteers. It has been a time of
major upheaval with the loss of key stakeholders, many
of them quite senior, including a minister as well. It is a
time when volunteers have been demoralised but are
certainly not defeated.
I am appalled that the government is playing politics
here and has linked the presumptive rights legislation
compensation bill to the restructure of the fire services.
As I said, there are two components to this bill: the
introduction of presumptive rights legislation and the
split of the Metropolitan Fire Brigade (MFB) and
CFA — in fact the abolition of the MFB — to create
the new fire services body, Fire Rescue Victoria (FRV).
I am going to start with the presumptive rights
legislation. It is about time this part of the bill was
introduced. We expected it quite a long time ago. In
fact the minister promised to introduce it within
120 days of forming government. It is now well over
two years and 100 days since that time. Even at the first
budget hearings the former minister, the member for
Brunswick, told a Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee hearing that the ‘budget acquits every
election commitment’ that the ALP has made. We
know that is not true. We know also that the opposition
supports the presumptive rights legislation component,
and we stand ready to join with the government should
they split it to move that legislation quite quickly
through the Parliament.
We also know about Peter Marshall, the Premier’s
right-hand man, and his views on presumptive rights
legislation, in particular his views on presumptive rights
legislation and volunteer firefighters. When the
Queensland government moved to introduce legislation
that ensured volunteer firefighters who contracted
cancer on the job would receive compensation, Peter
Marshall went on the attack. He did not think there was
the same type of evidence or studies for volunteer
firefighters. He did not think that volunteer firefighters
should be part of Queensland presumptive rights
legislation. He was opposed to the change, saying there
was no evidence to support it.
I want to now move to the fire services changes, to the
formation of Fire Rescue Victoria. We have had over
time eight reviews into fire operations in Victoria, and
none of them has suggested this split. There has been
no compelling reason, not one. The only person who
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seems to support this split is Peter Marshall and the
United Firefighters Union (UFU), and the power they
have over the Premier to get this bullied through and
pushed through is really quite extraordinary. We see
the UFU out now peddling their ads on TV and radio
about the fire services being outdated and about
antiquated boundaries. In those ads he actually seems
to be putting down volunteers and saying that
volunteers at integrated stations are not able to get out
and do the job that needs doing.
This restructure, the creation of Fire Rescue Victoria
and the split between the MFB and the CFA, is a major
restructure. There are core components of restructuring
that ensure success, but this bill does not give me any
confidence. One of the key components of a good
restructure is keeping people informed — people on the
ground who are doing the work. This would be
regardless of whether it is a government department
restructure, a corporate restructure or an incorporated
association restructure.
Keeping people informed is the number one criteria for
success. We know here that there have been very few
people informed. We also know that some time ago the
Premier was a signatory to the emergency management
volunteer statement, which clearly says that they will:
Work with and support a positive integration of paid and
volunteer emergency management workers;
…
Ensure that volunteer views, opinions and concerns are
considered before adopting any new or changed policies,
procedures or approaches that impact on them as volunteers.

They have not done any of it whatsoever. If it is not
done well, this will be another restructure that is
ineffective, a huge waste of money and a loss of good
resources. We really hope that volunteers do not walk
away because, as I have said, they have been
demoralised.
With this restructure the coalition have a number of
issues of concern, and one of those is governance. Who
is pulling the strings and what is the clear agenda? The
chief fire officer, Steve Warrington, is unaware exactly
what this means.
We also have other concerns about the core
components of role clarity, of knowing who has
accountability for what. What responsibilities belong
where? This is not articulated. The volunteers,
particularly those at integrated stations, are very
confused about what this means, and while you have
this level of confusion where people are unsure about
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what is going to happen, it does not lead to positive
changes.
The leadership needs to stand up here. If you want to
build a strong culture, it needs strong leadership and
trust. The volunteers, including volunteers at integrated
stations, have certainly lost trust and lost faith in the
government. Their spirit is certainly demoralised but, as
I said, they are not defeated. If we look at the chain of
command at co-located stations, it appears that
volunteer firefighters will ultimately have no authority
to make decisions in the event of a fire unless at the
control or the request of FRV firefighters. We saw
earlier with the enterprise bargaining agreement (EBA)
changes that were mooted that this was another way to
slide these unpopular EBA changes into the mix.
Also, what happens to the volunteer assets? There has
been an enormous amount of tin rattling done, sausage
sizzles, dinners and things like that. Volunteers at the
integrated stations and their own stations have
contributed to the cost of their sheds, contributed to the
cost of their equipment, contributed to the maintenance
of their grounds and contributed to the trucks. They are
extremely worried about some of the components here
which give powers to seize brigade assets such as
vehicles, property and cash. Then beyond 2019 — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I am
very pleased to join this debate on this really important
piece of legislation that is about setting up fire services
in Victoria for the future. It is about setting up our
communities with a modern framework that will protect
them into the future, and of course a central element of
this bill is also to protect our firefighters: the people
who serve our community selflessly, who put their lives
at risk to protect ours. The critical part of this bill is the
introduction, for the first time in Victoria, of
presumptive rights, and that is something contained in
the bill we should all be really proud of.
For many years people have spoken of the need to
modernise the framework — the governance
arrangements is how people describe it — that governs
the Metropolitan Fire Brigade and the Country Fire
Authority (CFA). This has been spoken of for many,
many years, not for the last couple of weeks or couple
of months or indeed year; it has been going on for some
time. I think there has been acknowledgement for some
time that whether it is about the defined boundaries,
issues around culture of the organisations, better
support for both career and volunteer firefighters, that
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change is needed, particularly since 2009 when we had
the awful, awful fires of Black Saturday and also fires
in the Gippsland area in the lead-up to Black Saturday.
Since 2009 there has been bipartisan support for
continuous improvements and reform in our emergency
services area. Following the 2009 Victorian Bushfires
Royal Commission report that was handed down in
2010 there has been a continuous pathway of
improvement. The 2010 bushfires royal commission
report recommended the establishment of the fire
services commissioner — recommendation 63. The
previous Labor government immediately introduced
that legislation in 2010. The coalition government went
further and built on that fire services commissioner
legislation, amending the role to become the emergency
management commissioner.
That fire services commissioner and emergency
management commissioner legislation had bipartisan
support in this place. The bushfires royal commission
had an implementation monitor. Neil Comrie served in
that role well, and for four years, I believe, there were
annual reports presented to this Parliament about how
the royal commission recommendations were being
implemented. Again that helped with the evolution over
that period of time towards this all-emergency,
all-response approach. Again I acknowledge a lot of
this work was done under the previous government, and
it received bipartisan support from this Parliament
because we recognised it was a pathway to better
coordination of our emergency services, better
partnerships for our emergency services and
improvements in training and support.
And that is why I am pleased to support this bill,
because I see this bill as being entirely consistent with
that pathway of improvement that has been in place
now for the best part of eight years and because we
cannot stand still. We know that whether it is needing
to address the issues of growing populations on the
metropolitan fringe or indeed in our regional
communities or whether it is about addressing some of
those areas of rural population decline which mean
some of our brigades are finding it a bit tough to attract
the volunteers that they want to attract to help with the
work in their communities, we need to look at how we
can continuously improve and support in this instance
our firefighters in the emergency management area.
That is why, as I say, I see that this proposed reform is
consistent with the bushfires royal commission
recommendations. It is consistent with that pathway
that we have been on. There has been much said of the
reviews that have been undertaken since the bushfires
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royal commission recommendations in 2010. There
have been many other reviews, and we have studied
those reviews carefully. We have listened, also
carefully, to career and volunteer firefighters but also to
others, experts in the field like Neil Comrie, like Craig
Lapsley and like others who are looking for how as a
government we can show leadership and improve the
management of our emergency services and provide
better support. That is why we have come to this
approach. This approach is a moderate approach, it is a
sensible approach and it is making the change that
needs to be made.
In recent weeks I have spoken a lot to both volunteer
and career firefighters in my community, and I will
continue to do that. I think for those of us who are
proud to represent Bendigo we know that in our
community it is already said that we have the
arrangements in place where our volunteer and our
career firefighters work cooperatively together. They do
a great job, but there are areas where there can be
improvements. We will most certainly do this, and this
package does that. I spoke earlier of some of the issues
of population growth and decline, and that is why part
of this package — and it is a package of support —
includes $56 million of support for improving training
pathways and recruitment pathways particularly in the
space of volunteer firefighters.
And certainly volunteers in my area have told me that
there are good things in this legislation and there are
good elements to this legislation. I can understand that
they have questions, and we will continue to discuss
these changes with them, but what we have all been
collectively dismayed about is the political campaign of
those opposite, who continue to see volunteer CFA
members as their plaything. They see that somehow
they can use them as a political plaything. We have
seen already how they are prepared to fundraise off the
back of the CFA. Last year the Liberal Party decided to
fundraise for their own party purposes off the back of
the volunteers’ good name.
It was interesting to note that the member for Ripon
talked about true country people, like somehow the
only true country people are the people that agree with
her and her political ideology. Well, I count myself as a
true country person, and the true country people I speak
to want to talk more about this legislation and can see
positive elements in this legislation. And I can tell you
what, they reject the division. What has come through
constantly and consistently in the conversations I have
had in my community is they want the division to end.
They want it to stop. They can see the politics for what
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they are. I will read you a quote from the Bendigo
Advertiser of 7 June 2016.
Bendigo leading firefighter Chris Moloney … firefighter
of 15 years accused the state opposition … of creating
tensions.
‘They’re using us as pawns and creating a divide between us
and the volunteers that hasn’t been there before’, Mr Moloney
said.
‘We’ve always worked hand in hand with the volunteers, but
now they’re being using as a tool against us, basically just for
a political end.

…
‘But we have a great relationship with all the brigades we
work with and our relationship will stay the same — we’ll
continue to support the volunteers and we know that they
support us’.

That is a true country voice. That is another country
voice that I wanted to bring to this debate.
In the time I have available I want to touch on the issue
of presumptive rights legislation because when I was
the shadow Minister for Emergency Services this was
an area that we did some work on, and I remember well
battling in this place to have the former government
recognise this. I am happy to quote from the Age of
21 August 2013. I am happy to quote the emergency
services minister at the time, the member for Rowville,
who said:
We are not convinced that there is a direct link between
cancer and the firefighters.

I will repeat that because there are a couple of new
members in here who may not have heard this quote:
We are not convinced that there is a direct link between
cancer and the firefighters.

That is what the then emergency services minister, the
member for Rowville, said in 2013, and that is why we
made this an election commitment. That is why we
have worked incredibly hard since that time to make
sure that we got the model right. And it is a good
model. It is the right model. It is the right model for
career firefighters and for volunteer firefighters, and
that is why this is a proud piece of legislation that, as I
said, sets up our firefighting emergency services for the
future. It continues that pathway of improvement,
change and modernisation that we have been on since
those awful fires of 2009 on Black Saturday. It is why
presumptive rights legislation is such an important part
of this bill as well, and we need this legislation to be
passed so that we can provide this support to
volunteers. Career or volunteer, we can bring to an end
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the division that those opposite want to continue purely
for their own political purposes while the communities
that I represent are looking forward to the day that that
division is ended.
Ms RYAN (Euroa) — I welcome the opportunity to
contribute today to the Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights
Compensation and Fire Services Legislation
Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017. The Leader of the
House can try all she likes to sell this as a
modernisation of the fire services, but we all know why
this government is bringing in this legislation, and it has
absolutely nothing to do with the modernisation of the
fire services.
There is not a single element of this bill that is written
with community safety or what is best for volunteers or
even getting a fair enterprise bargaining agreement
(EBA) for the Country Fire Authority’s (CFA) career
firefighters in mind. This bill is entirely a political fix for
a Premier who has done a deal with one man who exerts
an unholy amount of influence over him. Why? That is
the question that everybody is asking but no-one is
willing to answer. That is the question that my volunteers
are asking. Why would you tear apart the greatest
volunteer fire service in the world? Why would you do
over 60 000 volunteers on the whim of just one man?
As I said, it is not about community safety, it is not
about protecting the rights of volunteers — we
certainly know that much — and it is not about a fair
EBA. It has never been about those things. There is
only one motivation for this, and that is to dig the
Premier out of the political crisis that he has created
by doing a deal with Peter Marshall. We know that the
United Firefighters Union (UFU) campaigned for the
Labor Party at the last election. In fact there is a
convincing argument that the Labor Party holds
government because of the UFU and the
doorknocking and campaigning they did and the
polling booths they manned in key marginal seats. But
does that warrant the bullying actions of this Premier,
the lengths he has gone to and the people he has
sacked to drive through an EBA that is fundamentally
just a power grab for Peter Marshall?
Last week I met with volunteers from the Euroa group
at Creightons Creek, and one of the volunteers there,
Bernie Wallis, actually said to me, ‘We never asked for
this fight. We have been forced into this by the
Andrews government. We didn’t ask to leave our jobs
in the middle of the day to come and fight for our role
as volunteers’, but that is the position that the Premier
and those on the government benches have put these
people in. What is worse is the volunteers feel
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completely abandoned. Why? Because the Premier has
gotten rid of every single person that has stood in his
way and that has fought for volunteers, from the
government’s own minister right through to the board,
the CEO and now the Metropolitan Fire Brigade
(MFB), as we see in this bill.
I support the reasoned amendment that has been moved
by the member for Murray Plains. I am absolutely
disgusted by Labor’s decision to tie compensation for
firefighters with cancer to this bill. It is absolutely vile.
They are playing politics with cancer sufferers, and I
cannot think of more of a dog act — that is the only
description I can think of. It is absolutely a dog act. It is
political treachery. We have said that we are happy to
split the bill. There is nothing standing in the
government’s way of passing presumptive rights
legislation today — nothing at all.
We say that with some concerns about the scheme that
the government has proposed, which sets hurdles for
volunteers in accessing compensation that are not
required for paid firefighters. This is not an equal piece
of legislation; it does not provide equal access to
presumptive rights. For example, the bill provides for
an advisory committee that will be asked to offer an
expert opinion to the CFA as to whether a volunteer
who is applying for compensation has attended fires ‘to
the extent reasonably necessary’ to fulfil their duties as
a firefighter. That is very vague. What does ‘to the
extent reasonably necessary’ even mean? The bill is
silent on those issues, and it places hurdles in front of
volunteers that do not exist for paid firefighters.
However, we believe that the cause of presumptive
rights legislation is too important to wait.
We have given the government the option of passing
that element of the legislation immediately by splitting
the bill today. But we know they do not want to do that,
because they are playing a political game here where
they want the opposition to vote against this so they can
run out and tell people that we do not support
presumptive rights legislation. That is not the case, and
the volunteers that I represent know that is not the case.
There has been no consultation over this bill, and we
know that the volunteer charter compels the
government to consult with CFA volunteers about all
matters which might reasonably be expected to affect
them. There was no consultation at all with Volunteer
Fire Brigades Victoria (VFBV) about this bill and there
has been no public scrutiny. This is a comment from the
VFBV on the day that the Minister for Emergency
Services announced this legislation:
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It is important to understand that none of these reforms have
been the subject of consultation with VFBV. The minister’s
comments that we have been consulted are false and
misleading.
Despite rumours about the proposed split, circulating for
some weeks now, there has been no consultation with VFBV
and no briefing of any detail whatsoever.

The government lied about the consultation it claimed
to have undertaken. Not only that but, as the member
for Ripon said earlier, it knows that it has acted illegally
by bringing in this bill. Why else would this legislation
basically legislate away the government’s obligation to
consult with volunteers? That is absolutely disgusting.
They have broken the volunteers charter and they have
acted illegally. This whole bill has been concocted by a
secret subcommittee of cabinet behind closed doors.
This is what one of the volunteers from north-east
Victoria, Lachie Gales, has said about it. He sent me an
email last week. He said:
I’m a senior volunteer leader from CFA district 23 and I’m
writing to express my deep concern with the latest Andrews
government plans for Victoria’s fire services.

He went on to say:
As a CFA volunteer of 30 years, I’ve undertaken every
operational role and qualification there is. I’m currently a
level 3 incident controller, accredited by EMV and CFA … I
understand the issues at play here and have independently
formed a view that what is happening here is an appalling
issue of governance. It will not reflect well on the Victorian
Parliament to acquiesce to the kind of abuse of proper process
that is occurring here.

He concluded by saying:
All I’d ask for is reasonable consultation, proper process and
constructive dialogue with the government. All things that are
enshrined under the CFA act.
It’s the least our community deserves when the stakes are so
high.

But not even that could our government afford our
volunteers.
Communities and brigades across my electorate
understand the value of surge capacity. We have been
the beneficiaries of volunteers coming out of the
interface areas of Melbourne in some major, major
bushfires — Black Saturday and the
Kilmore-Mickleham fires among them. In setting up
Fire Rescue Victoria (FRV) this bill fundamentally
damages that surge capacity. There is no clarification in
this bill as to what the chain of command will be for
volunteers who are co-located in FRV stations. It
appears that those volunteers will have no authority to
make decisions in the event of a fire unless it is at the
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control or request of FRV firefighters. If they are not
going to be able to make decisions, why on earth are
they going to stay? Why are they going to maintain that
level of training? It is a simple fact that they just will
not. In fact the government knows this, because in its
own budget papers this year it has predicted a reduction
of 10 per cent within the volunteer CFA numbers just
this year — a drop of 4200 CFA volunteers.
There is so much more that I wish I had time to talk
about regarding this bill, including the impact on the
fire services property levy, but let me conclude by
saying this: nobody asked for this. Nobody
recommended this. Not one of eight reviews
recommended this.
Mr Richardson interjected.
Ms RYAN — The member for Mordialloc is
correct; Peter Marshall did ask for it. He was the only
one. We can pass presumptive rights legislation today.
No-one is standing in the road of that at all, but we will
not just stand by and let you destroy the CFA, one of
the greatest volunteer organisations in the world.
Shame on those on the opposite side of the house for
doing that. Shame on those MPs who purport to — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — The member for
Euroa should hang her head in shame at the divisive
role that she has played and continues to play in
spreading fear, misinformation and lies in the
communities that she purports to represent. I know it is
a long way from Fitzroy to Euroa, but let me tell you
this: the member for Euroa is doing nothing other than
driving a wedge into our rural communities with the
absolute nonsense that she is spreading.
I am proud to stand here today, and I commend the
Minister for Emergency Services for the work he has
done in bringing the Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights
Compensation and Fire Services Legislation
Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017 to this house. Across
Victoria our fire services have served our communities
well for many decades, but just like the minister, I am a
firm believer that there is always the opportunity to do
something better. We should always be striving to
improve our emergency services, and that is what this
bill is about.
When it comes to public safety, we should never stand
still. Our population, as we all know, is growing. More
than 100 000 new people a year are choosing to call
Victoria home. We are seeing this also in our regional
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centres. As you well know, Deputy Speaker, Bendigo is
now pushing a population of 100 000 people. In the
1970s it was just over 50 000, so it has more than
doubled in that time.
I might also say that this year, as we know, tragically
we experienced our first-ever thunderstorm asthma
event. The impacts of climate change, including severe
weather events, continue to be keenly felt across our
state. It is for these reasons and more that we must
continue always and assiduously to look to see where
we can improve and reform our emergency services.
What these events mean are new challenges for our first
responders. As we saw only last night here in Victoria,
we are not immune from the spectre of terror. Our
police can never stand still. They are always looking to
learn and improve. They are making sure the right
people with the right skills and experience are ready to
be deployed as required. Victoria Police look to us to
make certain there is the right legislation in place to
enable them to do their work. Similarly our record
investment in police and our landmark community
safety statement are making sure that Victoria Police
are well-equipped by this government to do their
important work.
While we are doing this, those on the other side of the
house take the opportunity to denigrate Victoria Police at
every turn. This morning’s extraordinary performance in
question time was yet another example of this. The
shouting outrage from the Leader of the Opposition with
his backbench in full voice was, in my mind, entirely
disrespectful of those people — our special operations
group members — who were severely injured less than
24 hours ago. An innocent victim lost his life last night,
and yet we have this faux outrage from those on the other
side. If you want to talk about serious matters in this
place, as it is appropriate to do, can you do it with some
dignity and some respect? But, no, that is not how they
operate on that side of the house.
Mr T. Bull — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker,
I believe the member is straying a long, long way from
the bill, and I encourage you to bring her back to the
bill. This is a bill about the Country Fire Authority, not
the unfortunate incident that occurred last night.
Ms THOMAS — On the point of order, Deputy
Speaker, I am speaking about the many ways in which
this government has served to support our emergency
service workers, including our Country Fire Authority
volunteers and our career firefighters, so my
contribution, I believe, is entirely in order.

FIREFIGHTERS’ PRESUMPTIVE RIGHTS COMPENSATION AND FIRE SERVICES LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(REFORM) BILL 2017
Tuesday, 6 June 2017

ASSEMBLY

The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I would ask
the member for Macedon to speak directly to the bill.
Ms THOMAS — Thank you very much, Deputy
Speaker, but I think the point is that there is very much
a pattern here. It is in the way those on the other side of
the house are treating our emergency service workers,
be it police, who they denigrate at every step of the
way, or be it paramedics. Of course we will never
forget the war on our paramedics under those on the
other side of the house — —
Mrs Fyffe — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker, I
believe the member is defying your previous ruling.
Would you ask her to come back to the bill?
Ms THOMAS — On the point of order, Deputy
Speaker, I am speaking to this bill, which seeks to
reform our fire services, and in doing so I am
demonstrating how we have successfully done this with
our ambulance services and with Victoria Police —
important emergency services providers in our state —
who have been attacked and denigrated by those on the
other side at every opportunity. It is an entirely
appropriate contribution.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Macedon is using examples of other emergency
services in her speech, but I do ask her to return to
speaking to the bill.
Ms THOMAS — I am very happy to speak directly
to the bill. Can I say that it was a great opportunity only
last week for the Minister for Emergency Services, who
attended my electorate with the chief officer of the
Country Fire Authority (CFA), Steve Warrington, to
speak to many of my volunteer brigades. I was
delighted that CFA brigades from Gisborne, Riddells
Creek, Kyneton, Carlsruhe, Darraweit Guim, Romsey,
Benloch, Blackwood, Mount Macedon, Malmsbury,
Macedon, Spring Hill, Woodend, Hesket Kerrie,
Lancefield and Clarkefield all took the opportunity to
come and listen to the minister outline what I have to
say was a very compelling case for much-needed and
overdue reform of our fire services.
Let us not forget that there have been eight reviews into
our fire services, including the royal commission after
Black Saturday. The reform that the minister has
presented is exceedingly comprehensive, in my mind,
and builds on so many of the recommendations of so
many of those reviews.
In doing so, let us have a look at the priorities and
what this bill is enabling. The first priority is to restore
the CFA to a volunteer and community-focused

1597

organisation. Is that not what everyone has been
telling us that they want, including those on the other
side, the Liberals, The Nationals and the Volunteer
Fire Brigades Victoria (VFBV)? Is that not what they
have been telling us they want? Well, here we are
doing it, and not only that, we are putting in a
$56 million CFA support fund to strengthen volunteer
recruitment and retention, to increase training options,
to expand brigade support and to develop brigade
leadership. This of course responds directly to the
Jones inquiry, to the fire services review and to the
CFA Performance and Policy Consultative
Committee. We are establishing Fire Rescue Victoria
to lead firefighting in major regional cities and
Melbourne. This in turn responds directly to
recommendations of the Black Saturday royal
commission. We are planning and building for the
future, and we are valuing our volunteers.
The reforms contained in this bill are long overdue. Chief
officer Steve Warrington also spoke to my volunteers on
that evening, and it was fantastic to have him there. I
must say, he spoke in a very direct and pragmatic way
about the reforms. He used an analogy from Jim
Collins’s Good to Great management book and talked
about the need for people to get on the bus. He said that
unfortunately there are too many people out there — and
I put everyone on that side of the house in this boat —
that do not want to get on the bus; they just want to blow
up the bus. They want to keep the fight going for their
own purposes and for their own needs.
We have seen them out there campaigning. The VFBV
met with me also. They are at pains to point out that they
are not behind the ‘Hands off the CFA campaign’, that it
is the Liberal Party. They told me it was the Liberal
Party. Why do they not come clean and claim and say
that they are out there and fundraising on the back of
CFA volunteers for the 2018 election? The behaviour of
those on the other side of the house on this has been
nothing short of disgraceful. They care not one iota for
community safety. All they care about is driving a wedge
through our regional communities. They are not
interested in volunteers. They have shown no interest in
delivering. They had the opportunity to deliver on
presumptive rights; they failed to deliver, so they are a
disgrace. This is a bill that I commend to the house. It is
about time everyone got on board with this important
reform to our fire services to keep Victorians safe.
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — This has been an
interesting debate so far. I did not quite catch it, but I
believe I was accused by the member for Mordialloc of
being a coward a little bit earlier. I am not quite sure
why. Perhaps because I might have had my back to him
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because of the drivel that was being talked on the other
side. Can I say that there is only one group of cowards
in this house, and they are the people who sit with the
government and who are not prepared to adjourn debate
on this bill for a decent period of time and have
appropriate consultation with the people most affected
by it. There is only one group of cowards in this house,
and they are all on the government side.
The second point I want to pick up on from the debate
was from the member for Frankston, the self-professed
expert on the Country Fire Authority (CFA). He waxed
lyrical about his own service. He also talked about the
foundation of the CFA in 1958. Well, the member for
Frankston may not be aware, but there was a
consolidation of the statutes in 1958. That is why many
acts are dated 1958, but in fact the CFA was founded
on 2 April 1945, so he might want to go back and
rethink that portion of his speech. He knows so much
about the CFA, but he did not even know which decade
it was founded in.
This bill is very much the curate’s egg. It is mostly bad.
There is an element of good, and that of course is the
aspect of presumptive rights legislation. That is the
good part. That could do with some considerable
improvement, but that is the reasonable part. The rest of
course is totally objectionable, and what is even more
totally objectionable is the decision of the government
to combine these two separate parts. These are two
totally different matters. One is about compensation for
an injury in the workplace, whether it be in a volunteer
capacity or in a paid capacity, and that is reflected in the
proposed amendments to the Workplace Injury
Rehabilitation and Compensation Act 2013. That aspect
is entirely and appropriately presented. But then part 3
of the bill is about the restructure of the fire services.
The only thing that those two matters have in common
is the fact that they relate to people, to volunteers and to
career firefighters who fight fires. There is no other
connection at all, and it is a cynical political exercise to
combine those two matters and to say, ‘Yes, this is all
about fire services’. One of them is not. One part affects
a particular group of people, the presumptive rights
legislation, while the second part of the bill is entirely
about structure.
With regard to part 2 of the bill — the presumptive
rights for firefighters — there was a commitment from
this government that it would introduce presumptive
rights legislation within 100 days of taking office. The
government took office on 3 December 2014, and
100 days later was sometime in March 2015. It has now
been 552 days since the government took office, and
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the bill has only just come into the house, and as I
mentioned, the government is trying to rush it through.
The usual adjournment period has been foreshortened,
and it will be dealt with this week.
As I said, I have no problem with the presumptive
rights legislation provisions of the bill. To put paid to
another mistruth — because to say ‘lying’ would be
unparliamentary, of course — the claim that the
coalition is opposed to presumptive rights legislation,
there was a very clear commitment from the coalition in
2014 to presumptive rights legislation for firefighters.
The announcement at the time indicated that the final
model would not be determined until the release of the
Monash University firefighters health study, and that
study was not to be released until December 2014.
The legislation was then going to be drafted in
consultation with the Metropolitan Fire Brigade, the
CFA and Volunteer Fire Brigades Victoria (VFBV) and
with consideration of legislation in other jurisdictions.
To suggest that the coalition has anything other than a
total commitment to the concept of presumptive rights
legislation is frankly nonsense.
Time unfortunately does not permit a detailed
discussion of those aspects of the bill. It is a step in the
right direction. The reasoned amendment proposed by
the member for Murray Plains would allow this part of
the bill to be split off and dealt with straightaway while
the more contentious parts of the bill are dealt with in
an appropriate time frame.
I am happy to support this aspect of the legislation in
principle. I have two concerns: one about people and
one about money. My concern about the people is of
course far more important, and that is the aspect of the
bill that treats volunteer firefighters in a different
manner to career firefighters and, to my mind, in a
discriminatory fashion. If we are going to have a
presumptive right for firefighters, the same rules should
apply for all firefighters, regardless of whether they are
paid to turn up to a fire or they do it because of a sense
of obligation to their community.
With regard to part 3 of the bill, which is of course
about the creation of this new body and about splitting
the CFA, I firstly indicate that this is, as far as I am
concerned, simply about eliminating whatever residual
opposition there is to the preferred reforms of the
United Firefighters Union (UFU). The list of casualties
is long. A number of my colleagues have read through
it and I do not intend to repeat that, but this is about
putting the final nails in the coffin of our volunteer fire
services, particularly in the interface areas, and about
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implementing the vision of the UFU for the creation of
a totally unionised fire service in this state. It is a
political fix. It is a simple matter of the Premier having
to deliver on an election commitment to the UFU and to
his mate Peter Marshall. It is a loss to the community,
and it is a great loss in terms of a very proud institution
in the form of the CFA.
Briefly, to turn to local impact, an allegation was
made again by the apparently not-so-well-informed
member for Frankston that coalition members do not
visit integrated stations and do not visit integrated
brigades. If he had listened to my members statement
last week, he would have realised that I attended the
100th dinner of the Mornington fire brigade just the
Saturday night before.
We have an integrated station in Mornington, as I have
recently mentioned. We also have Mount Eliza, Mount
Martha and Moorooduc brigades, which are entirely
volunteer brigades. They work exceptionally well with
Mornington. I also make the point that Mornington paid
career staff and Mornington volunteers have worked
exceptionally well together for the entire time the
station has been an integrated station. Unfortunately, as
a result of this legislation, that harmonious relationship
will come to an end because we know that there are
problems with the chain-of-command arrangements.
Once Mornington and the station go into the Fire
Rescue Victoria area, we do not know whether the
volunteers at Mornington are ever going to get called
out again. We do not know whether Mount Martha,
Mount Eliza or Moorooduc will get called again. Will
they be asked to assist the career staff at Mornington?
We simply do not know. Will they be sitting on their
backsides wondering why they are no longer being
asked to contribute to their community? We simply do
not know. I take this opportunity to again thank those
volunteers who have done such a fantastic job for so
many decades. I also acknowledge the terrific
relationship between the volunteers and the career staff
that we have been fortunate enough to have at
Mornington since integration in 2008.
I conclude by saying to government members: it is not
too late to avoid tearing apart the CFA. It is not too late
to avoid becoming complicit in the destruction of a
great organisation with a very proud history. They have
given terrific support to our communities. The
opportunity is there in the form of the reasoned
amendment moved by the member for Murray Plains to
split the bill. The coalition is happy to pass the
presumptive rights part today and then talk to the
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VFBV, talk to the volunteers, do the consultation, rejig
the bill and get it right.
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) — I am very pleased to have
the opportunity to contribute to the debate on this
important bill, the Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights
Compensation and Fire Services Legislation
Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017. This is a landmark bill.
It will modernise, enhance and bring our firefighting
services into the 21st century. This bill is fundamentally
about safety and about security, and it is a bill that
addresses the changing nature of our great state.
Before I go to the key changes in the legislation this
afternoon I just want to put on the record my thanks and
appreciation for the hard work, dedication and
commitment of every one of Victoria’s hardworking
firefighters. Our Metropolitan Fire Brigade (MFB), our
Country Fire Authority (CFA) paid staff and our CFA
volunteers all do an incredible job in serving and
protecting our communities. These men and women run
towards danger, not away from it, every single time that
danger presents.
We have a very proud record in this state of some
incredible firefighters. No matter the danger, no matter
the risk, they turn up and do their job week in, week out.
I want to particularly thank the Tullamarine MFB and
the Sunbury, Diggers Rest, Bulla and Wildwood CFA
brigades who all serve our community proudly. These
brave men and women, many of whom I know, are there
when our community needs them the most. I also want to
put on the record my thanks to all of our emergency
services, including Victoria Police, Ambulance Victoria
and the State Emergency Service.
I have known Brian Scown of the Sunbury CFA for
many years, and Brian is someone I respect immensely.
He has served his community with passion and
dedication for a number of years. I would also like to
thank my great friend the member for Frankston, who I
know has served his community for 18 years and has a
great deal of knowledge in this area. He is a person of
great integrity and a member who has been through a
lot during his career.
Similarly I would also like to acknowledge the hard
work of and my appreciation for the member for Yan
Yean, who has served her community proudly as a
volunteer for over 12 years. She has always
passionately dedicated herself to her community.
The Andrews Labor government is committed to
ensuring that all firefighters are protected and ensuring
the safety of all Victorians. A number of members this
afternoon have spoken of our significant population

FIREFIGHTERS’ PRESUMPTIVE RIGHTS COMPENSATION AND FIRE SERVICES LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(REFORM) BILL 2017
1600

ASSEMBLY

growth. We know that as our state evolves our fire risk
increases and our environment changes. The safety of
our people and our assets is paramount and this
underpins everything that this government does. Even
those opposite have to agree that a government’s first
priority is the safety of its people.
Where this legislation is critical and so fundamentally
important is that we know that world-class firefighters
need a system of support around them that modernises
the structures and that reflects the changing risks and
the changing nature of our community. It is no secret
that over the past 10 years there have been eight
reviews into our firefighting services and that it has
been made clear that our system needs to change. We
know that a number of the mechanisms in relation to
our firefighting services were set up in the 1950s. There
are certainly some who think we are still there, but this
is 2017, and with that comes much change in terms of
technology. If we think of mobile phones, computers
and all the things that we use each and every day, we
know that we have experienced much change over this
67-year period.
One of the first things that struck me about the changes
outlined in this bill is that both the Metropolitan Fire
Brigade Act and the Country Fire Authority Act are
from 1958. In 1958 Henry Bolte was the Premier of
Victoria, Dwight Eisenhower was the President of the
United States and Harold Macmillan was the Prime
Minister of the United Kingdom. We also know that
Elvis Presley, Billie Holiday, Frank Sinatra and Ella
Fitzgerald were all outstanding singers of the time.
Mr Pearson interjected.
Mr J. BULL — The member for Essendon just said
that they are all on his iPod and that he comes in each
morning with those singers, ready to go. When you
think about 1958, that is certainly something to think
about. We know that the Vietnam War had just begun.
Believe it or not, Melbourne Football Club was a
powerhouse in the VFL in the 1950s.
If we fast forward to 2017, we see that Victoria’s
population is growing faster than any other state or
territory in the nation. Last year Victoria grew by
127 500 people in the year to 30 September and
reached 6.1 million, as reported by the Australian
Bureau of Statistics. Critically the bulk of this
population growth is within Melbourne and on the outer
metropolitan fringes and growth corridors — Sunbury
being one of those. We know that as our state grows
and changes, the demands on our fire services will
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continue to mount. These challenges have been
highlighted in the reviews that I mentioned earlier.
The changes in this bill will ensure that we build on the
great strengths and expertise of Victoria’s firefighters
and fill the gaps and fix the flaws that for too long have
inhibited their work. Fundamentally these changes will
better support the men and women, whether career or
volunteer, who keep Victorian communities safe.
Volunteers are, and will remain, vital to our response.
Under these changes the Country Fire Authority will
revert to a volunteer firefighter organisation.
We will also create Fire Rescue Victoria (FRV),
bringing together Metropolitan Fire Brigade and CFA
career firefighters from the existing 35 integrated
stations. FRV will service metropolitan Melbourne and
our major regional centres. For our career firefighters
this reform will mean that resources, structures and
working conditions do not depend upon an arbitrary
distinction between city and country. My area and a
number of other areas are reflective of this. This will
mean that Victorians can rely on the best fire and
emergency service response, regardless of where they
live. In the future our firefighting services will be able
to adapt as Victoria grows.
On top of this the bill delivers to career and volunteer
firefighters who access claims for cancer compensation
a legal presumption that the cause of their cancer was
firefighting. These laws recognise the invaluable
service provided by firefighters, which often require
them to work in inherently dangerous situations. The
program will be administered through WorkSafe. The
new scheme will apply to career and volunteer
firefighters who have served as firefighters for the
relevant number of years, depending on the cancer type.
This is an incredibly important piece of legislation, one
that goes to the safety, the protection and the inherent
value of the critical work that our firefighters do right
across the state, whether it is in the city, whether it is in
the country or whether it is in the regions. I am
incredibly proud to speak on this bill. It is an incredibly
important piece of legislation.
The government will also create a dedicated assistance
fund to support the very small number of people who
may not fit the criteria of this scheme. These rights, as I
just mentioned, have been long awaited, and I am
incredibly pleased that they are being delivered in this
bill this afternoon.
I do not want to spend too long talking about those
opposite in my contribution because the changes in this
bill are far more important than scoring political points.
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However, I think this needs to be said: those opposite
should hang their heads in shame for the way they have
politicised our fire services and filled people’s heads with
fear and misinformation on this matter. Misinformation
such as the false claim that this government is not
supporting the CFA is fundamentally wrong, as is the
misinformation put out by the member for Gembrook.
This is increasingly erratic and desperate behaviour by
the Leader of the Opposition, which is incredibly
worrying to me, the people in my community and the
people on this side of the house. We are starting to see a
desperate Leader of the Opposition who is more than
happy to attack our emergency services. In uncertain
global times our community needs strong leadership and
not reactionary and inflammatory language that only
makes matters worse.
In my view, and certainly in the view of many on this
side of the house, those members opposite need to
discuss these statements with their leader. They need to
discuss the things that he is saying that fundamentally
go to the heart of our emergency services and the hard
work that these men and women put in each and every
day to keep us safe. It is incredibly disappointing to see
a lack of leadership on that side of the house.
I commend the Premier and the Minister for
Emergency Services for doing an outstanding job. This
government gets on with the job. We are here for all
Victorians. Our priority is to support the critical
contribution of volunteers and to remove the barriers
that inhibit the work of our firefighting services to date.
Most importantly, this is a piece of legislation that will
keep Victorians safe. This is a good bill, and I
commend it to the house.
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — Normally you rise to say
that you are pleased to speak on a bill. I am not pleased
to speak on this bill; I feel quite despondent about it.
After Black Saturday many fine words were said in this
house by people from both sides. Fine words were said
in praise of everyone who came out to help — all the
volunteers, all the paid people, no matter what service
agency they came from. Fine words were said about
everyone, with consideration and with respect.
I have a great deal of respect for my Country Fire
Authority (CFA) branches. During the Ash
Wednesday fires I worked closely with them, cooking
over a thousand meals. The Dandenong Ranges fires
and the High Country fires were responded to by so
many from every station in Victoria. They are all
good, decent people.
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I have heard comments from government members
who say they have not been approached, that they have
not received emails or phone calls about this issue.
When people from outside my electorate have come to
me with concerns about the CFA I have said, ‘You
should go to your local Labor member or the upper
house member, or go to the crossbench members,
because they are the ones who will decide on this’.
They have responded, ‘What is the point, Chris? They
won’t listen because they’ve decided’.
I have been asked to present the opinions of the people
from my CFA branches who are exhausted by all of
this — absolutely so, and I quite understand it. It has
gone on and on and on. The fact is they feel that they
have not been and are not being listened to. They feel
that they are not being asked the questions they should
be asked to do with whether they are comfortable with
this legislation.
I support the reasoned amendment moved by the
Leader of The Nationals on behalf of the member for
Gembrook, who was taken to hospital, that we should
split this bill and make the presumptive rights
legislation completely separate.
An article in the Herald Sun of 28 May quotes the son
of a former CFA chief who exposed serious cancer
risks in firefighting as saying:
One part of the bill is about the health and wellbeing of
firefighters injured in the line of their firefighting work; the
other is about a structural change in the fire service.

The article goes on:
He said the two issues were unrelated and should never have
been included in the same piece of proposed legislation.

Last Saturday I spent 2 hours — 1 hour at Wandin
North and 1 hour at Mount Evelyn shopping centres —
just meeting people, ordinary people, non-CFA
members, to find out what they thought. That was the
main message that was coming through. They saw it as
very cynical that the presumptive rights legislation,
which they totally supported, has been tied in with this
bill that they, through talking to families and friends,
know has to be held up, has to be debated further, has to
be explained further. So I 100 per cent support the
reasoned amendment.
I also had a letter from the Country Women’s
Association, as I am sure quite a few members did.
They say in this letter that:
Grave concern was expressed —

at a meeting —
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regarding the principle of including the presumptive cancer
compensation for firefighters legislation in the same bill when
that part has bipartisan support.

It certainly does, and if the bill was split and the
presumptive rights legislation was presented separately,
that legislation would go through very, very quickly.
Some of the reasoning for these changes has been a
safety issue, that some of the safety equipment the
firefighters operate is not working. Some of the CFA
members have taken offence at that. Coldstream CFA
brigade captain Shaun Bethell, a second-generation
firefighter, is a lovely bloke; I have known him for quite
a while. He has been a volunteer for about 35 years and
he disagrees. A Leader newspaper article states:
He said CFA equipment and crews are world class. ‘This
thing of being stuck in the 1960s is a load of crap’ …
He said he hoped his brigade would not be affected by the
boundary changes, but he feared Lilydale could be in the
firing line.

He is very right on that, because the website operated
by the United Firefighters Union (UFU) definitely has
Lilydale and Chirnside Park listed as not being
adequately looked after by the CFA. So they are
certainly in the firing line. Lilydale brigade captain
Warren Davies said that while he could not comment
on the proposed legislation, ‘You shouldn’t fix
something that is not broken’. He went on to say:
We have always provided great service to the community …
We’re not failing, we’re professional firefighters.

In an article in the Weekly Times people have taken
umbrage at the suggestion that safety equipment in the
CFA was outdated. They are hurt by that because they
raise money to replace equipment, they maintain the
equipment and they look after the equipment.
If I just mention the equipment, I was approached on
Saturday by a paid firefighter, a Metropolitan Fire
Brigade (MFB) member and a member of the UFU. He
was actually very polite. In contrast to many other UFU
people who have attacked me when speaking to me
both online and in person, he was very polite. When I
asked him, ‘Why is there this objection to women
joining the MFB?’, he said quite honestly — and he
meant it sincerely — ‘It is because they cannot handle
the mechanical side of the service, they cannot handle
the connecting of all of the hoses and all the different
things we have to do under pressure’. Which I have to
say is a load of BS because women have no different
technical or mechanical aptitude to men; it is purely
having that experience of doing it.
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There was an article in one of my local papers that
talked about the combining of the presumptive rights
legislation with the fire services legislation amendment.
It was in response to comments by the Leader of the
Opposition where he said that we support the
presumptive rights legislation and that if it was kept
separate, it would pass the Parliament this week. The
article quotes the Premier defending making the
changes together and saying:
We don’t run our agenda based on what the opposition might
vote for, or vote against.

We certainly know that. We know that the Premier runs
his agenda on what Peter Marshall wants, what he says
to do and when he tells him to do it.
I had a lot of questions raised, as I said at the very
beginning, and I am going to have to go fast because I
am not going to get through them all. I have got three
pages of questions that we have taken from CFA
members, who have raised them with us because they
feel they cannot ask them of any Labor members. They
include: will it be made totally clear to everyone who is
in control, because no-one seems to have any idea so
far? Why has there not been any consultation with
volunteers, Volunteer Fire Brigades Victoria or any of
the other organisations? Why has everything been and
continues to be secretive? Will this split give everyone,
including volunteers, a voice? How are you going to
make sure that the volunteers will work closely with
Fire Rescue Victoria (FRV)?
Other questions include: will you stop the UFU
defaming the CFA volunteers? When the secret deals
were being done in the FRV negotiations when did the
UFU know, as so far they seem to be the only ones who
were given a heads-up? Was the CFA act or charter
considered or consulted? How much money will be
allocated to recruitment? How much money will be
allocated to equipment? How much money will be
allocated to support services for CFA volunteers who
struggle with post-traumatic stress disorder? How long
before the fire services levy will be like our electricity
prices — unaffordable?
How many CFA personnel will lose their jobs? What
will happen to our junior brigade members and their
funding? What restrictions will the UFU and the FRV
place on our capacity to fundraise? And that is a very
serious question, because at Nunawading a local CFA
brigade set up to cook sausages outside Bunnings and
the local MFB people came down and told Bunnings
that the CFA had to stop because it was not a CFA area.
Sadly, the Bunnings management at Nunawading gave
in and the CFA had to move away.
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Another question: how much money has been allocated
to community education? And so on. I have got another
30 questions here that we have collated from members
of the CFA and members of the community. One
interesting one is: what radio channels and radios are
we going to be using, as no-one seems to know?
Another one is about all the state laws and a further
question is: will each brigade’s call-out stats be looked
at before the decisions are made? Is there going to be
any consultation about the boundary changes? Who is
going to be on the panel for the boundary changes?
Will they be people nominated by Peter Marshall? Will
they all have to be UFU members?

I recently had the opportunity to attend my local
brigade, which is a fully volunteer brigade of over
110 members, nestled between the MFB in Mentone
and integration inland with Dandenong and stations in
Springvale, Noble Park, Parkmore and also the
integrated station at Patterson River. We spoke about
these reforms with the emergency services
commissioner, Craig Lapsley, and took questions for a
good hour and a half from volunteers. This is a fantastic
brigade that has served our community for well in
excess of 90 years — the Edithvale CFA brigade. They
have worked alongside career firefighters, both MFB
and CFA, for many, many years.

I am going to run out of time but I have got another 20
questions here. The other matters raised include
reductions in volunteers. There are 4200 firefighters less
now, as highlighted in the Victorian budget for 2017–18.
Looking at the boundary changes that I just mentioned,
they used to have a procedure through local government.
This way it is going to be done direct for whoever wants
it. As I said, we are very concerned about Lilydale and
Chirnside Park. There is reference to the chain of
command — it is not clear who is going to do the chain
of command. The issue of volunteers’ assets has been
raised by others. They have slaved to raise the money,
they have done sausage sizzles, cake stalls, nights,
dinners and so on to raise money for equipment. What is
going to happen to all the CFA assets?

The comments of those opposite seemed to suggest that
there is a differentiation in boundary when there is a
fire or when there is an incident with a critical response.
The person at the other end who is at grave risk of
danger does not differentiate a volunteer from a career
staffer; they want that protection and that support. Our
volunteers and our career staff out in the south-eastern
suburbs of Melbourne do exactly that each and every
day. But in some areas there are concerns about service
delivery standards, so where we have a situation where
call-outs are not being met or where volunteers are not
able to attend, then we need to be able to see how we
support volunteers to meet those requirements and what
other things we can do.

As I said at the very beginning, it is with sadness that I
speak on this bill, not with pleasure as I normally say at
the start of my speeches.
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — Unlike the
member for Evelyn, it is a pleasure for me to rise to
speak on the Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights
Compensation and Fire Services Legislation
Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017. Some of the
significant reforms that will take place for the Country
Fire Authority (CFA) have been a long time in the
making, with the abolition of the Metropolitan Fire
Brigade (MFB) and the establishment of the new Fire
Rescue Victoria. They are reforms that have been
many, many decades in the making.
In particular, presumptive rights legislation finally gets
to see the light of day to show the service of
firefighting. No matter whether you are a volunteer
firefighter or a career firefighter, the injuries you
sustain, be they cancer or others on the defined diseases
list, are recognised, and people will get the care and
support that they need and deserve for their service to
their community.

That is not the story for Edithvale CFA, which turns up
to more than 300 incidents each and every year, and has
a fantastic record of service and a fire station that we
are rebuilding, which will be fantastic for our local
community. We are setting up a volunteer business hub,
an innovative concept to support volunteers to be
on-site and be in their community, something that we
led out of our area in the Mordialloc electorate. They
are first, leading principles for the CFA and something
that is very exciting for all of our volunteers.
I must say as well that we do not always agree with the
various stakeholders who come forward and offer their
views. I have extreme differences of views with
Volunteer Firefighters Brigades Victoria, and I have
extreme differences of views on particular issues with the
United Firefighters Union (UFU). One of those concerns
that I have had, and have raised with the UFU and with
the Minister for Emergency Services’ office, is the
campaign that says that Edithvale is out of a safe zone.
I completely disagree with that. It does not stack up with
the service provision and the outcomes that are being
met, and it goes towards some of the divisive
conversation that we are having. It needs to be based on
service delivery standards, and that will always be the
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expectation. That will be the expectation in the
Mordialloc electorate and for all of my community. They
are in a safe zone. Their volunteers, their integrated
station at Patterson River and their career staff across the
board, linking with volunteers, protect their community.
They are safe each and every day because our volunteers
and career staff work so well together.

record of denying the link between firefighting and
cancer. They cut the CFA budget drastically and then
refused to implement a key recommendation of the
2009 Victorian Bushfires Royal Commission — an
extra 380 firefighters. That was recommended by the
Black Saturday royal commission, and those opposite
did not implement that key recommendation.

We have seen one of the most divisive campaigns by
those opposite, who in desperation are trying to link
their electorate outcomes and fortunes to this issue, so
much so that the Victorian division of the Liberal Party
decided it was in their interests to fundraise on the back
of the CFA campaign. To this day the director of the
Liberal Party, Michael Kroger, has refused to return the
money outstanding that they fundraised in the name of
the CFA.

That key recommendation also goes to the training of
volunteers. The 380 firefighters goes to the heart of
training and needs and providing surge capacity. That is
an absolute fact: if you are not putting in the resources
put forward by the royal commission, then you are
blatantly undermining the CFA.

Today we again renew those calls. While he can go and
try and sue a range of people that he thinks should be
donating to the Liberal Party, on first principles and in
first interests he should return the money to CFA
volunteers today and declare how much money was
raised from their fraudulent website which suggested
that people were supporting the CFA when they were in
fact supporting the Liberal Party’s campaign interests.
We also need to address the fact that for weeks now we
have not had a clarification from the member for
Gembrook on his damaging comments about Black
Saturday heroes. When he demonised Black Saturday
heroes he cast one of the worst moments of the
58th Parliament in our state. He demonised career
firefighters by saying that they did not serve for the first
5½ hours of Black Saturday. It is one of the most
despicable acts, and I think it has disqualified him from
being a minister of the Crown ever in the future. He
certainly cannot serve in any capacity with emergency
services because if someone is that loose with the truth
and that keen to undermine trust and confidence —
Mr Edbrooke — Twice.
Mr RICHARDSON — and do it twice, then we
need to be looking at exactly his service. I think the
Leader of the Opposition needs to call for the member
for Gembrook to resign. He needs to step down from
that position. He is not fit to lead as shadow Minister
for Emergency Services anymore.
Importantly as well, the Leader of the Opposition has
also put himself forward, criticising Victorian
volunteers and being blatantly misleading about the
number of volunteers who serve in the state of Victoria.
They are an opposition that is playing loose with the
truth and misleading time and time again. They have a

Those opposite will not address that. Those opposite
will not recount for the record their flawed record on
the CFA until there is a political headline to grab.
There are currently 1220 CFA brigades, 35 integrated.
There are 1220 brigades that will continue to serve
their communities. For those opposite to suggest that
volunteer members will abandon their brigades, that
those volunteer members will give up their posts and
walk away from the many years of service they have
put forward, is an absolute disgrace. Not one volunteer
in the Edithvale brigade has said to me that they will
leave the CFA — leave the dedicated service of their
community. It is an absolute slur on their service to
suggest that they would walk away from their
communities, that they would not serve their
communities anymore, that they would get into the
grubby politics of those opposite. Those volunteers
have served their communities, some of them for
decades, and to suggest that they would simply walk
away from their communities is without fact and
completely baseless, like the allegations that have
been put forward by the Leader of the Opposition and
the attack by the member for Gembrook on career
firefighters.
This bill has been a long time coming, and importantly
this bill will set the pathway forward for our
community. Metropolitan Melbourne’s population will
continue to grow, and we must always look towards
service delivery standards and saving lives, and
protecting property and protecting lives. If that is
undermined, if we are given information that suggests
that that might not happen, if we have an incident and
we knowingly see that there is a risk that there will not
be turnout, then we are just one inquiry away from
another investigation, one inquiry away from saying
that we should have acted sooner to address the service
delivery standards that are not being met. To not do that
as a government is to not act in the best interests of the
people of Victoria.
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The independent boundary review is something that will
address those service delivery standards. If volunteer
brigades are not meeting those requirements, then what
we will do is see how we can support those volunteers
and those brigades to do their very best to meet those
standards. This bill is landmark, it is courageous and it
puts forward important reforms that our state drastically
needs. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms KEALY (Lowan) — It is interesting to hear
members on the other side of the chamber, the
government, saying, ‘Isn’t it terrible, these grubby
politics which have been at play?’. We need look no
further than some of the commentary that we have
heard today and in the media, pushed by the United
Firefighters Union (UFU) on websites or even on ads
run on the same day as the bill was tabled. How
interesting that the UFU got information about that. I
will tell you where the grubby politics are. It goes right
back to the last election, when the UFU handed out
how-to-vote cards for Labor. It goes back to when the
UFU doorknocked 43 000 homes to help people like
the member for Mordialloc get elected. So there is
absolutely no doubt who is the grubby politician in
here. Perhaps he is walking out of the chamber because
he does not want to hear that story today.
I do support the reasoned amendment that was put
forward by the member for Murray Plains in regard to
ensuring that we finally consult with volunteers about
how the Country Fire Authority (CFA) should be
structured into the future, that we consult with
Volunteer Fire Brigades Victoria (VFBV) and other
associated organisations, because that is what we
should do. We should be consulting with the people
who work within these organisations as volunteers and
not just listening to the union, the UFU, to understand
what it wants to get through its grubby deal. We also
need to ensure that we do support the right for
volunteers and career firefighters to access
presumptive cancer legislation. That is very important.
We have supported that, as we will continue to do. I
am one of many members on this side of the chamber
who two years ago signed a number of pledges at our
local CFA brigades to ensure that we do have those
rights for volunteers.
I think perhaps the grubbiest thing of all is the feedback
I have received from so many of our CFA volunteers
who have come forward and said, ‘Do you know what,
Emma? I don’t care that we’ve finally got some
legislation up that would support presumptive rights to
compensation. I actually would like you to vote against
this because we don’t want a grubby, dirty deal which
would destroy the CFA. We are being held to ransom to
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access cancer compensation which we deserve to
access as a right. It should not be in alignment with the
destruction of the beloved CFA that we have worked so
hard for over so many years’. So I ask people on the
other side of the chamber who say that this is not
political to urge their other party colleagues to split this
bill. You know full well that if this bill were split and
you took out the presumptive cancer legislation
elements, it would get through today.
We could have presumptive cancer legislation that
protects the right of career and volunteer firefighters to
get the support and counsel that they need when they
are suffering from and dying of cancer. Think of all of
those firefighters who have passed away from
fire-related cancers over the past 800-odd days — the
800-odd day gap between when the Minister for
Emergency Services stated that she would table this
legislation and when it was actually done two weeks
ago. The politicisation of this issue has not been on this
side of the table; it has always been with the Andrews
Labor government. Linking the presumptive cancer
legislation to the destruction of the CFA is absolutely
reprehensible and quite a vile thing.
Mr J. Bull interjected.
Ms KEALY — The name of a website has just been
yelled out to me by the member for Sunbury. Perhaps
we could talk about the website that was launched on
exactly the same day that the bill was tabled in this
Parliament. The VFBV had not been consulted about
the elements of this bill until it was tabled that day, and
yet the UFU were able to launch a website that exact
same day. They were able to put out an advertisement
on TV that night, which coincided with the evening
news. You cannot tell me that there is not a strong
linkage there in the UFU’s influence over elements of
this bill, while the VFBV, the volunteer firefighters,
were not consulted. I think that is an excellent point
made by the member for Sunbury and something that
certainly needs to be pointed out.
When I speak to constituents, that is one of the key
elements that they are so concerned about — that they
have not been asked about this. Whether it is through
regular brigade meetings or whether it is through the
government speaking to the VFBV, at no stage have
they been consulted by this government. It is an
obligation under the volunteers charter that volunteers
be consulted about changes to the CFA. Through this
legislation the government are essentially writing out
volunteers and therefore overriding their obligation
under the volunteers charter to consult with volunteers.
That is a disgrace, given the CFA is our largest
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volunteer organisation in the state, and a disgrace for
my local CFA members.
The electorate of Lowan has 110 CFA brigades. We do
not have one integrated station. We have volunteer
firefighters, but we also have two training grounds: one
in Penshurst and one in Horsham. We have a number of
people employed at those training grounds, obviously.
We also have a number of administrative staff who are
employed, particularly in the Horsham area, and these
are essential employees because they are people who
provide on-ground support when we have our large
bushfires, particularly in our national parks. In Lowan
we have of course got the Grampians National Park, the
little and big deserts and the Wyperfeld National Park.
It is essential that we do have that localised support.
One of the concerns around this bill and how the
structure of Fire Rescue Victoria will operate is that we
will lose every single paid employee of the CFA. We
will lose all of our administrative support. There will be
nobody within the CFA — no organisational
structure — above a brigade captain or group officer,
who are active firefighters. This is a key concern, and I
would like to refer to a submission that was made to me
by a local volunteer firefighter, Rodger Bethune.
Rodger is a member of the Horsham headquarters
brigade and has been a volunteer for more than
10 years. I will add that I am also a CFA member with
the Horsham brigade. Rodger outlines his concerns
around this loss of administration and management
staff, and I quote:
Without an administrative network across the state as is
currently the case the CFA will be no more than a
disorganised and uncoordinated group of well-meaning
volunteers, without its own logistics, communications or
administrative backup. This is the scenario the government
has planned to cause a forced reliance of the CFA and its
volunteers upon the new Fire Rescue Victoria, an
organisation it has no formal connection with other than a
working relationship in times of emergency.

Rodger then goes through the different elements in
which the members of Fire Rescue Victoria will
continue in their roles. Some of those employees will
be seconded to the CFA, and we will end up with a
permanent cycle of secondment. CFA volunteers will
have no input into their own organisation and its
resources and management, which will be controlled by
an outside and unconnected Fire Rescue Victoria. This
is just ridiculous when you consider that we are
basically cutting off the whole of the support structure
for the CFA. This is why none of the eight reviews of
the CFA have included this model that is being put by
the government.
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I refer back to Rodger’s submission:
Through these changes the union will get control of Victoria’s
fire services by stealth, it tried and failed in the CFA EBA,
now the Premier and emergency services minister have
worked out a way to give it to them by unlawful means.

Rodger goes on that this matter should be referred on to
the Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption
Commission, and I quote:
Like all Victorians I am sick of suffering under a corrupt
government administered by corrupt ministers who act
improperly in office using their position to breach statute to
achieve results and effectively block those of us who play by
the rules and respect laws of the state.

The anger from Rodger is absolutely palpable, and I
completely understand that, because this is all about
payback for the unions and all the support they have
provided to the Andrews Labor government in helping
it get into office in the first place. I get the question
asked to me so often: what does Peter Marshall have on
the Premier? There are many speculative ideas around
that, but I am not going to go into those.
I do have a number of other key concerns, including the
impact on surge capacity. We will not have as many
volunteer firefighters in metropolitan areas if they are
never called out. This will impact country volunteers.
Also, where will the volunteer assets go — the sausage
sizzles, the fundraisers — that they have used to raise
their own money to pay for their own appliances?
Within this legislation these assets will be transferred to
Fire Rescue Victoria.
Will jobs for our local CFA staff be relocated to the
nearest integrated station in Ballarat, a couple of
hundred kilometres away? Will we lose jobs in country
Victoria yet again under this government? We will be
lowest on the list for asset renewal. There is no doubt
new brigades, new stations and new appliances will go
to areas where there are union members, and what will
the cost of this be with the fire services property levy
looking to skyrocket after two years? This government
must oppose this bill. It is an absolute disgrace.
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) — I rise of
course to fully support the Firefighters’ Presumptive
Rights Compensation and Fire Services Legislation
Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017. I have to say that I
have listened to a number of opposition speakers today
on this bill, and I have never heard such untruths and
misrepresentations. As the saying goes, do not let the
truth get in the way of a good story. That is exactly
what we are hearing today.
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This legislation looks at two things. One is presumptive
rights legislation to protect and compensate firefighters.
The bill clearly states that there is a link between
particular cancers and the chemicals that firefighters are
exposed to. The legislation also looks to modernise the
fire services and in actual fact support and uphold the
value of volunteers, recognise their skills and expertise
and modernise the service. This is completely against
what has been said here today by the opposition.
I was the chair of the committee that inquired into
Fiskville. The committee found that it was very clear
that there were links between chemical exposure and
cancer. It was also found, without question, that
executive management within the Country Fire
Authority (CFA) were aware of this exposure, allowed
it to happen and did nothing to support and help
volunteers. But when the report on Fiskville came out
there was also a minority report provided by members
of the opposition in response to the report.
I just want to quote from that minority report, which
attempted to bring into question the findings of
Fiskville about connections between cancer and illness
and to bring into question the knowledge of CFA
executives and their conduct in relation to the known
exposure of chemicals to volunteers and others that
were training there. Here is the quote, and I think it is
very apt in terms of what we are talking about today:
… there are a number of organisations and entities in Victoria
who either derive their livelihood from proclaiming that the
‘sky is falling’ and then offering their services to address the
perceived crisis or alternately, seem to never miss an
opportunity to turn any incident into an occasion to advance a
political agenda or ideology …

That is exactly what the opposition is doing here today
when they oppose this legislation that supports
volunteers and supports the rights of firefighters to
compensation when they get ill and often lose their
lives in the course of their duties in saving us, the
people of Victoria.
I will just give a few examples of the mistruths spoken
by the last two speakers. The member for Euroa talked
about the number of volunteers having decreased by
4200 in the past year. This is absolutely wrong. In fact
the CFA annual report shows that the number of
operational volunteer firefighters actually increased by
429, so we had 35 796 in the 2015–16 year.
The most recent speaker, the member for Lowan,
complained that there was going to be a loss of
corporate staff to support the volunteers in the new
structure that is being proposed in this legislation.
Again, absolutely wrong. The legislation — if perhaps
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she read it, and obviously she has not — is very clear in
saying that there will be paid staff to support volunteers
where necessary. This is not going to be an organisation
that does not provide the support that is required to
allow volunteers to do their job to fight fires and
promote their skills.
When talking about this legislation the only thing I can
hear from the other side, other than these mistruths and
peddling of all sorts of rubbish, is that there has not
been any consultation. Again there has been a lot of talk
and a lot of discussion about presumptive rights
legislation. There has been a lot of talk about issues
confronting a modern fire service around the interface
where we have the growth boundaries forever pushing
outward and rural areas becoming urban areas, and the
need to look at the fire services in those areas. There
has definitely been a lot of talk. It is ridiculous for the
other side to say they have not been consulted. This is
all about bringing down good legislation,
fearmongering and, as I said in the quote from the
minority report, trying to create incidents ‘to advance a
political agenda or ideology’.
This legislation, when it comes to presumptive rights
legislation, is something that I have not heard one
criticism about from the other side in terms of the
proposals for it and its support for volunteers. Yes,
there is talk about ‘Well, maybe we shouldn’t have
done this or that’. But, as I understand it, the model
being used is one that Andrew Ford of the Volunteer
Fire Brigades Victoria previously suggested should be
the model for presumptive rights legislation that would
place volunteers on an equal footing to paid firefighters.
This is what the presumptive rights legislation we talk
about today is all about.
In terms of the modernisation or the restructuring of the
fire services, yes, the legislation that we are bringing in
and that will be passed in the lower house, I believe this
week, is a proposal where we will continue to value and
support volunteers, but they will be part of a separate
organisation to those paid staff — again, something that
the opposition seems to have been arguing should have
happened some time ago because they did not believe
that paid firefighters were able to in some way support,
help or work with volunteers. In fact any enterprise
agreement or any actions by the paid firefighters were
going to somehow impinge on, disrupt or belittle the
volunteers. Here we have a system that allows
volunteer brigades to flourish and to provide their
fantastic service saving lives and property but which
also allows the paid firefighting services to do the job
they are required to do.
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In terms of this debate, I think the opposition is just
completely irrational in their blind hatred for the United
Firefighters Union. So everywhere they look they see
skeletons under the bed, somebody is going to do
something, Peter Marshall is hiding around the corner.
Really, let us be serious here. There needed to be
change. We know, again from the Fiskville report, that
there have been many, many reviews of the CFA.
Every time something terrible happens, some disaster,
whether it is volunteers tragically burnt or trapped in
fires, we have reviews of the CFA.
One thing that came out of Fiskville was that whilst the
reviews were accepted at the board level, the fact is the
recommendations to make a safer CFA have been
completely ignored and were never implemented. This
is fantastic legislation that goes to both supporting and
protecting volunteer firefighters, as well as of course
supporting and renumerating paid firefighters in the
way that we believe is the fit and proper way they
should be renumerated.
When looking at this legislation I think it is important
to see through the smoke and mirrors, and the supposed
worries and concerns of the opposition. There is not
anything to be found here. I think once this legislation
is passed and implemented, we will look back at the
history books and the opposition will be seen to be a
laughing stock in the things that they raised, in the
fearmongering they attempted. In fact this will be seen
as a much better, more efficient fire service both for
volunteers and paid firefighters, as well as for the
community, who of course they are all there to protect.
Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) — We have got the
Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights Compensation and
Fire Services Legislation Amendment (Reform) Bill
2017 before the house tonight, and the games behind
this bill are exactly what Victorians have come to
expect from this dreadful Andrews Labor government.
This is a Jekyll and Hyde bill, or as Gertrude Stein once
very famously said, ‘A rose is a rose is a cabbage’,
which means, for the uninitiated, all is not as it appears.
Rather than presenting one bill on presumptive rights
compensation, which we totally support, and one bill on
fire services legislation that is, in parts, highly
questionable and creates huge uncertainty for our
tireless Country Fire Authority (CFA) volunteers whilst
pandering to everything the United Firefighters Union
(UFU) could ever dream of, the Andrews manipulative
Labor government has put the two together so they can
say we oppose both or support both.

Tuesday, 6 June 2017

Fortunately those in the media and the community can
see through the purely political motivations of Dodgy
Dan. They are all waiting on the truth about what Peter
Marshall has over the Premier. Believe me, when it is
finally exposed heads will roll. How bizarre and
contemptible that the protection of one man’s job is
taking priority over the respect of tens of thousands of
selfless Victorian volunteers.
Bills like this do nothing for the credibility of the
Parliament or for parliamentarians. So let me make it
very clear for the record: the coalition proudly supports
presumptive rights compensation. However, we very
loudly oppose some of the provisions in the fire
services legislation, which is designed to rip apart the
CFA. We will be pushing for amendments to this bill in
this house, and may shame and electoral backlash be
upon anyone who blocks those changes.
I am going to concentrate most of my contribution on
the aspects of the bill that impact the CFA. My
electorate has three fire stations: at The Basin and
Bayswater, which are both CFA, and at Boronia, which
is an integrated CFA station. Labor has partly backed
down from running the knife deliberately through the
CFA in one swift action by saying that the CFA will
remain, but I do not trust these conniving weasels. Who
knows what may happen if they win government again
in 2018?
Currently Labor is saying that CFA stations will remain
CFA stations, except perhaps where they choose or are
forced to no longer co-locate in the integrated stations.
What this ambiguity does is create uncertainty. If the
Metropolitan Fire Brigade, soon to be Fire Rescue
Victoria, want the CFA out of their integrated station,
pushing will occur. But where this gets even trickier is
with the Fire District Review Panel. Labor are setting
up a panel — probably of their mates — to review fire
districts. I am not naive enough to expect a totally
independent review. The independent panel, I am
confident, will just do the minister’s dirty work for him.
Why do Labor want to remove the CFA volunteers?
Well, because the CFA volunteers are not part of the
United Firefighters Union, whose members raise funds
for Labor election campaigns, knock on doors during
elections, do surveying for Labor and hand out
how-to-vote cards for Labor on election day. The UFU is
simply a branch of the Labor Party. Their best
recruitment method is to expand their full-time fire
brigade so more people are forced to become
card-carrying union members to get a job. An ongoing
attempt to indoctrinate them with union propaganda until
they become active unionists and Labor voters will no
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doubt occur, but thankfully most of the volunteers and
some of the career firefighters I have had the pleasure of
meeting are strong-willed and intelligent people. But it is
not the volunteers that will necessarily be targeted. This
tactic is simply an extension of the dodgy red-shirt army
rort, which rorted hundreds of thousands of taxpayer
dollars at the last election. Perhaps this could be called
the red-jacket army.
The threat of all this is impacting the CFA. The state
budget reveals that the emergency services are already
4200 volunteers short of what was expected this
financial year. Labor is sacrificing the CFA to create
more unionists. The CFA deserves far more respect.
Where would Victoria and Australia be without
volunteers? Organisations like the CFA, surf lifesaving
clubs, the State Emergency Service, Red Cross and
thousands of other organisations thrive because of
volunteers, but this Andrews Labor government is
putting its own political interests ahead of volunteering.
It is wrong, and it is un-Australian.
Not surprisingly, CFA volunteers have been contacting
me in droves. The vast majority are furious that the
government continue their mission to destroy the CFA. I
am going to share with the house the anguish of my local
volunteers. These are extracts from their words, not
mine. A CFA volunteer of nearly three decades said:
What is a CFA volunteer?
To me, a CFA volunteer is a person who belongs to an
organisation that we are all proud to be a member of. To a
volunteer, it’s like belonging to a close-knit family.
If you asked 100 members why they joined or why they
remain in the CFA then you would probably get
100 different answers, but the common thread that runs
through us all is that:
We belong because we can, and because we want to.
We are a strange breed of person (to the outside world).
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and then they go back to whatever was happening in
their life beforehand.
This person also said:
When I’m crawling around drains or looking at a wall of
flames or sleeping under a tanker because it’s the safest place
to sleep, do I check my sanity meter, sometimes, but then I
remember I belong to a special group of people who are
trained and willing to give their time freely, to help someone
else in the community, because I am a CFA volunteer.

They do not look for the accolades or the tag of ‘hero’.
Another high-ranking person who has been in that
position for many years said:
My main concerns for feedback to Parliament are:
There has been no consultation at brigade level prior to
the announcement of the proposed legislation.
The statement and advertising campaigns that have been
launched saying we are a 1950s organisation is
completely incorrect and is generating fear in Victorians,
which is completely unfounded and unacceptable. I
request an independent inquiry be held into who has
launched this and that they are held to account, as it’s
defamation of the organisation and insulting to all
members of CFA.
CFA has evolved to address the needs and risks in the
community …

They go on and on about the fact that they take huge
insult to the fact that paid staff are referred to as
‘professional’. This person said
… so what does that make a volunteer? We all deliver the
same quality service. We are all ‘professional’!
The presumptive legislation needs to be split from the
proposed FRV bill. I question the integrity behind this. If
anyone in this government has some sort of integrity they will
ensure this is split!
In regard to presumptive legislation, it is (supposed to be)
based on … Queensland … but … Queensland … doesn’t
have the same conditions …

We don’t get paid.
We give our time freely — weekends and nights.
We don’t take holidays …
We leave our families …

They leave their roasts. They leave their nice warm
beds. They leave all of that:
… because we are a CFA volunteer.

They do all that. They fight fires, they come back to the
station, they:
… stow the truck and put it away for the next call —

And this person wants greater review of that. An officer
from a local CFA said:
Please do not sign the Premier’s new proposal to split the
CFA.
The Premier and Mr Merlino have both shown their
desperation to force this issue by deliberately pushing through
a massive change that will affect the majority of Victorians,
and have sold it on deceit and lies. The presumptive
legislation should be handled as a separate bill, and I plead
with you to please introduce a new bill that just covers the
presumptive legislation for all firefighters and have it
submitted to address this ASAP. I have lost a few friends due
to cancers that have been caused by fires …
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And they go on about how heart-wrenching that is. That
person has been a very proud firefighter for a very long
time but has recently taken a step back because of the
toll it is taking on them and their health. The person
says they find what is happening to be ‘disgusting’ —
their words, not mine.
Volunteer Fire Brigades Victoria said that it is very
important to say that there was no consultation. It said:
This is a serious failure to consult with CFA volunteers in
accordance with the CFA act and volunteer charter. It beggars
belief that such major reform could be contemplated for CFA
without detailed assessment and advice about operational
impacts, volunteer capacity impacts, cost impacts —

et cetera. A professional volunteer firefighter goes on
to say:
I love what we do as volunteer professional firefighters; we
do a professional job, in professional uniforms, working with
professional equipment and hold ourselves to an exceptional
and extremely professional standard. For all intents and
purposes we are professional.
The difference between our professionalism and the career
firefighter’s professionalism is that they get paid for what
they do; they make it their career. We are professional; we
just do it for free … same job, same risks, same results and
same expectations from the community.

This person says that it is absolutely atrocious to even
consider splitting the family of 60 000-odd people.
They said they have lobbied and they have done all
sorts of things.
I think I can fit in one more quote. This is from Geoff
Stewart, and he was proud to put his name to this. A
trained and educated firefighter with 44 years volunteer
service from the Bayswater fire brigade, Geoff said:
The word professional used to distinguish between volunteers
and paid career firefighters is incorrect.
The word professional relates to work that needs special
training or education.
Having the qualities that you connect with trained and skilled
people, such as effectiveness, skill, organisation and
seriousness of manner.
Having the type of job that is respected because it involves a
high level of education and training.
We are all professional firefighters and the simple difference
is some of us are paid and some of us are not. So how about
the UFU and government stop making the public think they
are in danger of not having fire protection in their area.

Again, I want to thank Geoff Stewart after 44 years of
being a firefighter for bringing that to my attention. So
they cannot all be wrong; the local volunteers cannot all
be wrong. This government is being pig-headed, and I
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will not support this bill while it stays with the two
components banded together.
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) — I am delighted to
speak on the Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights
Compensation and Fire Services Legislation
Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017. I want to begin by
thanking the Minister for Emergency Services for the
work he has put into developing this bill and making
our community safe, but I also want to thank our
firefighters, both career and volunteer, who have been
subjected to a whole range of inappropriate and
basically outrageous situations caused by those
opposite, which have clearly been unnecessary.
We went to the election promising to resolve this issue.
I think this is the best possible outcome for both career
firefighters and volunteers. These are outdated services,
and I think everybody has acknowledged that. But the
misinformation that has been put out there by those
opposite to try to create division and split even further
volunteers and career firefighters has been absolutely
outrageous and unacceptable.
This bill reforms and modernises the structure and
governance of Victoria’s fire services, and that is
exactly what we need. The issues around community
safety are really a no-brainer. In Geelong we have two
integrated stations and one volunteer station. Obviously
Geelong is a growing city, and our suburbs are
spreading out more and more as the years go on. For
our community to be adequately serviced there is a
huge need to expand those services. The other side to
that is that around regional Geelong we have stations
that require integration, in particular the Lara station. I
know there has been a great deal of discussion with the
Lara community and the volunteers there around
implementing that integration. From what I understand,
that has gone very well. Comments by the shadow
Minister for Emergency Services inflamed the situation
and stirred up issues. In the Lara station, as we heard in
recent sitting weeks, claims of a statutory declaration
about the member for Lara making comments to the
volunteers were just outrageous. It is that sort of
inflammatory behaviour that not only I but many
people in Geelong find completely unacceptable.
People are more concerned about community safety
and having the confidence in their fire services,
regardless of whether they are volunteer or career, to
get to their house fire, an accident or an emergency —
whatever it is — as quickly as possible — —
An honourable member interjected.
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Ms COUZENS — That is right; as long as they see
those red trucks and hear those sirens, that is all they are
worried about. They do not really have a great interest
in whether the Country Fire Authority (CFA) is
separated from the career firefighters. They do not care,
to be honest. The only response I have had from my
community has been positive. The firefighters, whether
they be volunteer or career, have made it very clear that
they actually support this bill. Just yesterday I had
emails from Paul in Geelong, Brendan in East Geelong
and Sean in Manifold Heights — and the list goes
on — saying, ‘You have to support this bill. We want
this bill to go ahead, because we see it as the best
possible outcome not only for Geelong but for all
Victorians’. Again, there are issues around keeping our
community safe, which is what this bill is all about. It is
about addressing the outdated services and ensuring
that our volunteer services in particular get the
equipment and resources they need to do their job.
What the opposition have been bantering around for the
last couple of years, but in particular the last few
months, is an absolute disgrace. They are union
bashing. There may be comments around the union
having some sort of control, and that is just something
that we expect from the opposition, but these people are
firefighters. These are people who put their lives on the
line every day, career firefighters and volunteers who
are out there. They care about their community. They
support their community. They do not want to be
having internal fights or fights with government when
they are trying to do the right thing. The union bashing
has got to stop. The attacks on career firefighters, and
on volunteers to some degree, have to stop. This bill
allows that to happen. It gives our community
confidence. It gives our community the view that we
care about their safety and the importance of getting to
fires and emergencies on time, with the best possible
equipment and resources and highly trained firefighters,
regardless of whether they are career or volunteer, to
get on and do the job.
As I said, these are very caring people. They are not
used to having these sorts of dirty fights. They do not
want it. They have had enough. What they want is to be
able to get on with their job of caring for their
communities and saving lives and property. We want
them to have the best possible resources and the best
possible equipment so that they can get out and do their
jobs. We need to stop the division that has been created
by those opposite.
This legislation also enables us to look at getting more
firefighters, both career firefighters and volunteers.
From talking to volunteers, I dispute what the
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opposition is claiming in terms of what volunteers are
saying, because all the volunteers I talk to in my
community — and outside my community in fact —
very strongly support this bill, because they do want to
get on with the job. They are saying there is more
equipment, more trucks and more volunteers that we
want to recruit. They see this as an opportunity to be
able to recruit more volunteers.
I know this is not what the opposition want to hear, and
that is why they are opposing this bill, but the reality is
that my community of Geelong feel very strongly about
this. They are saying, ‘Just get on with it’. We need to
have a much better system in place, particularly in
urban areas like Geelong — we are only talking about
35 stations here, not the whole of Victoria. The country
CFAs will be able to continue to do what they do, and
they do a fantastic job, particularly in country areas
where there is always a risk of bushfire. They are
dealing with that on a regular basis, particularly during
our summer months. I am very proud of our career
firefighters and our volunteers. I am proud to have them
in my electorate, and I am proud to support them as the
member for Geelong and to ensure that they have what
they need.
The other side to this is that the government is
delivering its election commitment to introduce a
presumptive rights compensation scheme for both
volunteer and career firefighters. That is something we
went to the election with. It is something that I
personally think is a fantastic move. We have known
for some time that sadly our firefighters are exposed to
various chemicals and things in fires — we know that.
To identify that and to put measures in place to protect
them is, I know, really valuable to them.
I have spoken to many career firefighters, some of
whom have experienced different cancers, and they
see this as a great move. It is a great Labor policy that
they are very happy to see. I have talked to the
volunteer community as well, and they also feel very
strongly about it. I know there was stuff put out there
by the opposition that we were not going to include
the volunteers in this legislation. As you can see, we
have included them, and we always intended to
include them. I think the opposition need to pull their
heads out of the sand and start thinking about what our
communities really need, and to support both career
and volunteers.
Ms BRITNELL (South-West Coast) — I rise to
speak on the Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights
Compensation and Fire Services Legislation
Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017, a bill that plays
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politics with cancer and has created confusion and
trepidation among Country Fire Authority (CFA)
volunteers. Today we are debating a bill that will have
huge impacts on fire services, a bill that is being rushed,
a bill that aims to break up an iconic organisation, a bill
that divides people based on status, and a bill that has
left volunteer firefighters feeling confused.
My electorate includes two integrated stations, one in
Portland and one in Warrnambool. Both will be handed
to the proposed Fire Rescue Victoria (FRV). My
electorate also includes about 50 volunteer brigades,
and the captains I have spoken to in the past week all
have the same feelings: confusion and concern.
I quickly want to make mention of the Fire Services
Victoria website. This site is touted as a place where
people can find answers to the questions they have
about these reforms, but it only adds to the confusion. A
fact sheet about the Portland station begins by saying:
As the population of Ballarat expands …

Ballarat? A city some three hours away? It also says the
Portland CFA has been serving the community since
1937, despite the Portland fire brigade having been
established in 1857. The Warrnambool fact sheet at
least gets the city’s name right, but it says
Warrnambool has been served by the CFA since 1991.
The Warrnambool brigade was established in 1863.
These might seem like small issues, but these little
anomalies add to the confusion. After all, they come
from a page entitled ‘fact sheet’. Are the dates of the
service simply talking about the first paid officers
coming into the brigades or are they a mistake? How
can we expect people to feel confident in what is being
said about the biggest shake-up of fire services in
Victoria’s history when there are anomalies like these,
no matter how small?
It just shows that this legislation is being rushed
through without due process. The question is why. Why
are we debating this bill today? Why did the
government not consult Volunteer Fire Brigades
Victoria, as it is required to do and as is laid out in
section 6G of the Country Fire Authority Act 1958?
Why is it being tied to presumptive rights, a completely
separate issue?
The presumptive rights issue is causing concern among
volunteers. To start with they are disgusted that it has
been tied to the fire services reform legislation, and
they are very concerned the proposed structure of this
system is a watered down version of what has been
promised. Last Monday’s Herald Sun featured an
interview with Mark Potter, the son of former CFA
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chief Brian Potter. He believes the government is
politicising this issue and that presumptive rights
should not be linked with splitting the CFA because
they are two completely separate and unrelated issues.
This view is shared by one distinguished CFA member
from my electorate who said most of the members of
his brigade do not want to see presumptive rights
legislation go through in this way because they are
linked to a completely unrelated piece of reform. What
does it say when the people this legislation will directly
benefit, who have been campaigning for it for so long,
would rather see it lost? It says they can see through the
grubby game that is being played. This is simply a
tactic by this government so they can send out media
releases saying those on this side of the house do not
care about those fighting cancer.
I was not a member of this place when this was last
debated, but I have survived cancer. I have had the
treatments, and I understand the gravity of a cancer
diagnosis. I back all firefighters who are fighting a
battle with cancer. I want to make that absolutely
clear. But I cannot back this legislation as it stands
because there are far too many questions about how
the proposed FRV will work. The reforms are being
sold as the modernisation of Victoria’s fire services.
They may well be, but if we truly want to modernise
fire services, we should look at significantly
improving small brigades.
In my electorate there a number of brigades that do not
even have power connected to their shed. They use the
torch on a phone to back a fire tanker in after they have
been called out at night. This is unbelievable. We are
proposing to spend $5 million on new uniforms and
rebranding, but we have rural brigades who cannot
even turn on a light in their sheds.
Heywood’s fire truck cannot be kept in the station —
there is no room for it there. Across district 4, which
covers the western part of my electorate and is
characterised by native bushland and large timber
plantations, there are 18 tankers that are more than
25 years old. Government members will be quick to say
they are putting $100 million into the CFA, but how far
will this go when we have 18 tankers in just one district
that are ageing and need replacing now or in the near
future at a cost of around $400 000 each?
Another major concern of volunteers I have spoken to
is that the chain of command is unclear. No-one
understands what will happen when they require
specialist equipment that will be controlled by FRV.
They want to know if paid staff will answer to
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volunteers. We have been told things will stay the
same, that the chain of command will not change, but I
am sure we have all seen the emails from volunteers
coming in over the last week reiterating this point.

Clause 48 stipulates the CFA chief officer has control
over co-located volunteer brigades, but there is no
clarification on the chain of command on the fireground
and in the stations between the CFA and FRV.

The chief officer visited South West Coast last week
and told the Warrnambool Standard that nothing will
change for CFA firefighters. He said if there is a house
fire or grass fire at Koroit, a town a few kilometres
away from Warrnambool that is serviced by an active,
skilled, professional volunteer brigade, the Koroit
captain would be in charge of that fire. He said if the
Fire Rescue Victoria truck turns up, the volunteer
captain of Koroit is still in charge. But in my
consultation with volunteers in my electorate who,
incidentally, have been told not to speak to me, I have
heard numerous stories of this not being the case. Four
separate volunteer captains told me of difficulties they
have already had maintaining the chain of command at
various incidents — and this is even before the
organisation has been split.

The bill also sets out that officers and staff from the
newly created FRV will be seconded back to the
management of the CFA. To me this is baffling. On the
one hand the bill is saying that we need to split up the
fire services to improve safety and response times, but
on the other hand it is saying that the services will have
to share staff to make sure both services are adequately
supported. This means that the claim that the CFA is
100 per cent volunteer is false. The frontline officers
might be volunteers, but there will be staff who have
been seconded from a second organisation in control.
This is where we see the true purpose of the bill. It
simply creates one organisation for paid staff and a
second for volunteers in order to get the enterprise
bargaining agreement passed.
Clause 38 of the bill states:

There is confusion over CFA volunteers co-locating
with FRV career firefighters, as will happen in two
locations in my electorate. Will the CFA volunteers be
able to fight fires in the FRV district? Section 93B of
the Country Fire Authority Act 1958 states it is an area
of concern. Put briefly, it says CFA brigades need
permission or a specific request to be able to fight fires
outside the CFA district boundary, be that interstate or
within the metropolitan fire district. This bill does not
seek to amend that section of the CFA act, meaning that
section stands as is.
Under these reforms Warrnambool and Portland will
become FRV districts. With section 93B remaining
unamended CFA volunteers in Warrnambool and
Portland will ultimately have no authority to make
decisions in the event of a fire unless they are under the
control or request of FRV firefighters. Does this mean
volunteers in Warrnambool and Portland will have to
sit by and wait for a request to be able to put out a fire
within the FRV boundary?
Craig Lapsley was quoted on this issue in the Herald
Sun last Tuesday, saying:
I’m solid in the sense that the legislation supports us working
together and I think the legislation does that …

So on the one hand he is solid that the legislation
supports CFA volunteers and FRV paid staff working
together, but then he only thinks the legislation does
that. Is there any wonder there is confusion?

… an officer or employee … of Fire Rescue Victoria made
available to the Country Fire Authority … remains an officer
or employee of Fire Rescue Victoria and is not an officer or
employee of the Country Fire Authority.

These staff will be seconded to the volunteer
organisation at top dollar, using money that should be
going to volunteer resources, but will the CFA
volunteers or board have any say in which staff are
seconded to them?
The entire bill is nothing more than a political fix to a
dispute with the union. It again removes people who do
not agree — namely, the Metropolitan Fire Brigade
board — and in essence hands control of fire services
over to the United Firefighters Union and Peter
Marshall. After all the bluster and all the hype about
enshrining the rights of volunteers into law, what we
will see are volunteers reporting to staff seconded from
the new FRV.
There may be some merit in this bill, but why is it being
rushed through? Why is there no consultation with
volunteers or their associated bodies, despite it being a
requirement of any proposed changes? Why is there no
impact statement of the changes? Why is cancer
legislation being tied into what is a completely separate
issue? This raises alarm bells, and I cannot support this
bill in its current form. It is not too late to prevent this
bill from tearing apart an organisation that has a proud
history of skilled, professional members who have
given so much to all of our communities. South-West
Coast and its 55 brigades need to receive more respect
than what this bill is delivering them.
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Ms WARD (Eltham) — To begin, and in support of
this bill, I would like to channel the member for
Essendon, who loves to quote the classics and delve
into history. Sir Walter Scott said, ‘Oh, what a tangled
web we weave when first we practise to deceive’. And
what a tangled web those opposite have indeed woven.
What they have created is an absolute mess of their
own making, and the fact that they cannot see a way out
is not the fault of this side; it is a fault of their own.
The fact that they are prepared to use volunteer as well
as career firefighters as collateral damage in their
political ambitions and political games is nothing short
of outrageous. And they have practised to deceive this
community, and I will give a great example: their
website, which was made to appear as a volunteer
firefighter website seeking support and people’s views
on this issue, when in fact it was a fundraising arm.
Have those opposite actually given back to the
community the money they took from them with this
deceitful website? No, I do not believe they have. In
fact what they can only concentrate on is fallacy. They
do not want to let reality get in the way of their twisted
web of lies around this issue.
I want to read from Mooroolbark Country Fire
Authority (CFA) brigade submission to the fire services
review. They outline issues affecting volunteer
recruitment or retention and enhancing workplace
culture. They say there are double standards between
staff and volunteer station facilities, they say there are
double standards between staff and volunteer stations
around health and safety, they say there are double
standards between staff and volunteer station
equipment and vehicles, and they say there is a lack of
action from the state of Victoria regarding the
presumptive rights legislation cancer laws. That is
exactly what we are currently addressing.
We recognise — and volunteers firefighters have told
us time and time again — that volunteers feel that the
career staff get a lot of the attention and a lot of the
services, the equipment and the supports they need.
They recognise that one of the reasons they get that
support is because they are members of a union, and
that union stands up for them and gets them the
services, the supports and the equipment they need. The
problem with agencies like Volunteer Fire Brigades
Victoria (VFBV) is that they are not actually able to do
that. They have not helped get volunteers in this state
the essential items and support that they require. This
bill will actually help negate that. This bill will help
give our CFA volunteers the real support that they
need, including for my local brigades, which are very
excited about the $100 million that we are investing in
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our CFAs and the $44 million for capital works. They
are very pleased to hear that.
I thank the minister for coming to my brigade in Eltham
a few weeks ago and speaking to a number of brigades
throughout the Diamond Valley area. He talked for
about an hour about this legislation, and they were
interested in it. They were polite, they were receptive
and they really wanted to know how this $44 million
could be spent and how they could take advantage of it.
Already we are rebuilding and reinvesting in our local
fire brigades. This includes the new truck that has been
received at Research, plus $50 000 for new buildings. It
includes the rebuilding of the Plenty CFA and it
includes new trucks for Diamond Creek CFA — and
the list goes on. Wattle Glen CFA is also getting an
extension. That is what we are doing now, and this is
before the $44 million actually kicks in, so there is a lot
being done by this government to support volunteer
brigades. This government stands with volunteers just
as much as it stands with career firefighters.
The former Auditor-General noted in the Victorian
Auditor-General’s Office review in 2014 that the CFA
does not know how many volunteers it needs. The
Auditor-General missed the point dearly. It is not about
how many volunteers the CFA needs; it is about how
many Victorians want to volunteer for the CFA. They
should all be supported and their volunteerism should
be embraced — and we are doing exactly that. We want
to help and encourage our volunteers. We certainly do
not want to play the games of division, fear and hatred
that those opposite continually play. For two and a half
years those opposite have worked incredibly hard to
divide our fire brigade. They have worked hard to hurt
people. They have worked hard, as the member for
Bayswater illustrated in her speech, to pay back the
career firefighters who dared stand up to them while
they were in government and tell them that they had it
wrong, that they were not supporting them, that they
were not giving them what they needed and that they
were not paying them accordingly.
The member for Bayswater called it out, and she is
exactly right. That is what this is. This is about payback
to career firefighters. This is about those opposite
wanting to harm and hurt career firefighters and
using — and I use that word advisedly, Acting
Speaker — volunteer firefighters for their own base
political needs. It is absolutely outrageous that they
would continue to use people in this state as they are.
The Hillcrest fire brigade’s submission to the fire
services review said:
Interoperability between MFB and CFA is integral to achieve
a harmonious working relationship. It does seem ludicrous
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that each agency has different types of radios, different
escalation arrangements and different incident command
structures and different equipment. While interoperability is
about more than just equipment, it would be great place to
achieve some efficiencies.

Let us do that. Let us make our fire services efficient.
Let us make them all communicate properly with each
other. Let us have them all work well together. That is
what this legislation does. Those opposite do not
recognise that there are challenges with how this works.
They do not recognise how frightening it would be for a
firefighter to be in a fire and to be on one radio
frequency trying to communicate with another career
firefighter on a different radio frequency. How do you
do that in a room full of smoke and fire? How do you
protect each other in that? They need to be able to have
similar operations and they need to work well together.
In fact it does strike me as quite surprising that in my
own community suburbs like Montmorency — the
community you yourself grew up in, Acting Speaker
Spence — are divided between the CFA and the
Metropolitan Fire Brigade, as is Greensborough.
Greensborough is also part CFA and part MFB. This is
ludicrous. The growth that is occurring in our suburbs
and the number of challenges that are experienced by
two career agencies working together in built-up
suburbs needs to be addressed, and that is what this
legislation is doing.
I want to talk about the VFBV submission where they
said, regarding the Fiskville inquiry, that they are:
… alarmed at the lack of progress on the ongoing issue of
presumptive legislation in Victoria.

Andrew Ford goes on to say:
I could not miss the opportunity today to talk about the fact
that we and the United Firefighters Union have been pursuing
that issue since that legislation was introduced nationally
many years ago … We now find Victoria being one of only
two states in the country that have not addressed that issue. I
would … say when there is so much attention to the safety of
firefighters, so much attention to the exposure that firefighters
face in their day-to-day work and in their hot fire training
scenario, why is that issue still not progressing?

That is exactly right. Why is this issue not progressing?
Today it is progressing. Today presumptive rights
legislation will be addressed and it will happen, and it
will happen because this government is making it
happen. Those opposite had four years when they could
have addressed that issue. They had four years when
they could have introduced this legislation. They said
there was no link. They said they did not need to
introduce presumptive rights legislation. Well they
were wrong. Their inactivity and inaction did not reflect
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the needs of our firefighters, volunteer and career, and
they should be ashamed of themselves.
The VFBV on their own website say, regarding
presumptive rights legislation:
Your local MPs need to know that volunteers are tired of
waiting and will not accept being treated differently just
because they are not paid.

They should not be treated differently. This government
stands by that truth, and we will not treat them
differently. We will support presumptive rights
legislation. We will — —
Mr T. Bull interjected.
Ms WARD — It is funny that you should say that
because that is what many of them are telling me. These
people do not go out and talk to their firefighters. They
do not know what is really going on in communities.
As we have seen with the shadow Minister for
Emergency Services who just makes stuff up —
including the attendance of paid firefighters on Black
Saturday, for which he has still not apologised — they
make it up as they go along, and they should be
ashamed of themselves. These people risk their lives for
us day after day, and those opposite want to treat them
as collateral damage in a political fight only to advance
their own base political needs. It is disgusting, and they
should be absolutely ashamed.
Debate interrupted.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Spence) — Order!
Before calling the next speaker I would like to
acknowledge in the gallery the Honourable Marilyn
Warren, Chief Justice of Victoria, and her judicial
officers of the Supreme Court of Victoria. Welcome.

FIREFIGHTERS’ PRESUMPTIVE RIGHTS
COMPENSATION AND FIRE SERVICES
LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (REFORM)
BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — I am very sorry
you had to hear that ridiculous rant. It is a pleasure to
rise to make a contribution to the Firefighters’
Presumptive Rights Compensation and Fire Services
Legislation Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017 and
support the reasoned amendment from the member for
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Murray Plains. Much has already been said about this
legislation and how it arrived in the house, but one area
on which I wish to focus many of my comments relates
to consultation. We heard from the member for Eltham
the claim that we are somehow using firefighters. All I
can say is that when I have got firefighters — Country
Fire Authority (CFA) members and volunteers —
coming to me, complaining in droves and wanting me
to object to the way this is being done, I am not sure
how that is using them. These people are coming to me,
as have captains of local CFA brigades.
Let us just overlook for a moment the differing views
on elements of this bill and focus simply on what is a
reasonable level of consultation, which was promised in
the volunteers charter which was signed by the Premier
of the day. Volunteer Fire Brigades Victoria (VFBV)
has informed me that it has 95 per cent brigade
affiliation. It told me that last week. It is therefore the
peak body representing brigades and obviously a major
player and stakeholder in relation to fire services in
Victoria. The VFBV was not consulted in any level of
detail about this new legislation, so it is basically this
government saying, ‘Look, we know that you’re a
major player, but we know that you’re not going to
agree with what we’re trying to do here so we’re going
to ignore you and leave you out of any discussions that
we’re having’.
Have a look at the various inquiries that have been
held — eight, I think, was the minister’s commentary.
They were reviews into the fire services. The minister
was asked four times whether any of these reviews
recommended splitting the fire services, and all the
minister could say was:
You will see with each of these reforms, the genesis of them
will be in the reviews …

In other words, there was nothing to recommend that
we split the fire services. So while none recommended
the split, let us have a look at what the 2009 Victorian
Bushfires Royal Commission said. It said that
expanding the Metropolitan Fire Brigade (MFB)
boundary would ‘probably decrease the critical surge
capacity of the CFA’. The bushfires royal commission
said that. Can we get any more independent than that?
So while we are told to believe these reforms are a good
idea by a minister who cannot cite which of the fire
reviews specifically recommended the split, let us have
a look at who has been sacked or forced to resign for
opposing these reforms. The former Minister for
Emergency Services is number one. The former CFA
board did not agree with these reforms — out the door.
The former CFA chief fire officer, Joe Buffone, and the
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former CFA CEO, Lucinda Nolan — both gone. The
former MFB chief officer, Peter Rau, the former MFB
deputy chief officer, the MFB CEO, the MFB acting
chief officer, the MFB deputy chief officer and the
MFB board are all gone because they questioned this
reform. All those people opposed or questioned the
reforms and they are gone.
Volunteer Fire Brigades Victoria, which has 95 per cent
brigade affiliation, has not been spoken to, and the
bushfires royal commission warned against it, but we
are told to believe that this is all in our best interests and
is all good and all from consultation with union
members who stood at 40 polling booths at the last
election. Peter Marshall clearly states that.
Let us look at some comments from volunteers. The
member for Eltham said that we are using volunteers.
These are some of the emails that have come to me
from volunteers.
I write to you with serious concerns regarding the way the
current legislation around fire service reform is being
introduced.
Despite serving my community as a volunteer for over
18 years, please don’t think that these concerns are based on
the loss of CFA tradition and emotional ties. My objections
include:
A total lack of detail on how the proposed structure will
work.
There has been no opportunity for public scrutiny and,
most importantly, there has been no consultation with
volunteers as required by the volunteer charter and
CFA act.

Another said:
I am not deceived by the lack of detail offered. It can only be
one of two things — either it is an intentional strategy to gloss
over the serious and detrimental impact this reform will have
or, just as worrying, the detail actually is still undecided.
I am also disgusted that the government thinks it is
appropriate to use presumptive legislation as a ‘sweetener’,
not allowing one part without the other.

Another volunteer said:
This legislation is barely a shell, with no details provided for
anyone to make an informed decision about. No-one from the
government can answer questions about how it will work, so
how is it possible to read, understand and pass this
legislation?

Another email I received said:
Surely you can acknowledge that pushing this legislation
through is completely ignoring the volunteer charter and CFA
act requirement for consultation. Volunteers are going to be
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affected and, despite being contrary to what Minister Merlino
states, there has been no formal consultation process.

Another volunteer said:
If Daniel Andrews had even a shred of decency, he would
immediately split these bills and put people before politics.

Another one said:
Volunteers do not oppose change. All they ask for is to be
part of a comprehensive consultation process, in unison with
all key parties and the public prior, with the objective of
implementing an improved fire and emergency services.

These are all comments from volunteers.
We have been confronted with a misguided and
rushed-through arrangement, cobbled together for
political ends without any consultation or public
scrutiny. This proposal is underlined by a serious
failure to consult with CFA volunteers in accordance
with the Country Fire Authority Act 1958 and the
volunteer charter.
Perhaps the final comment should belong to Mark
Potter, a former CFA employee and son of Brian Potter,
who lost his life to cancer. Mark spent a lot of time
working with the CFA in Gippsland. I have gotten to
know Mark pretty well and cannot speak highly enough
of him as an individual. Mark said that his father would
have been bitterly disappointed that the proposed
cancer compensation laws have been attached to a
politically divisive bill to restructure the state’s fire
services. I quote from the Herald Sun:
‘I genuinely believe the government is politicising the serious
issue of cancer in firefighters’, Mr Potter said. ‘One part of
the bill is about the health and wellbeing of firefighters
injured in the line of their firefighting work; the other is about
a structural change in the fire service’.
He said the two issues were unrelated and should never have
been included in the same piece of proposed legislation.

Mark’s comments are very pertinent.
Before I conclude my contribution, I also want to make
some comment on a comment that is continually
repeated in this chamber. We heard it earlier today from
the member for Lara, and we have heard it over
previous sitting weeks from a number of members on
the other side, and that is that when we were in
government we cut the CFA budget. I have some
figures here. Labor’s last CFA budget in 2010–11 was
$398 million — it was actually just under that, but I
rounded it up to $398 million. Every year of the
coalition government it was well in excess of that total,
peaking at $537 million in 2011–12, when the bulk of
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the recommendations of the bushfires royal
commission were implemented.
Mr Pearson interjected.
Mr T. BULL — You can get up and squawk all you
like over there, member for Essendon, but every one of
our budgets in government was higher than your last
one in 2010–11. That is absolute fact, and it needs to be
put on the record. Every one of our budgets was higher
than the last Labor budget. That needs to be recognised
by people who want to peddle mistruths and absolutely
twist the truth. There needs to be recognition of that.
Winding up, I strongly support the reasoned
amendment from the member for Murray Plains. This
bill should be split. These are two areas that should not
be combined into one piece of legislation. It has been
well stated on this side of the house time and time again
that we will support the presumptive rights legislation
element of this bill. This is absolutely playing politics.
This bill should be split. I encourage the members of
the government to split this bill so that by the end of the
next sitting week we can have presumptive rights
legislation for both our paid and volunteer firefighters
right throughout Victoria, which is what they deserve.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — Stripped of
rhetoric the reality is that the Andrews government is
delivering the best presumptive rights scheme in the
country, with equal coverage for career and volunteer
firefighters; returning the Country Fire Authority
(CFA) to a volunteer-only organisation, with more
legislative protections and better support; creating a
modern, professional paid fire service, bringing all paid
firefighters throughout the state into one organisation;
and delivering on recommendation 63 of the 2009
Victorian Bushfires Royal Commission. These are
critical and necessary reforms.
Let us look at the overall package. The government
made a commitment before the last election to
introduce presumptive rights legislation for firefighters.
This commitment was made because it is the right thing
to do. Despite scientific evidence showing that a
number of cancers can be caused by firefighting
activities, under current laws firefighters have to go to
great lengths to prove that their firefighting is the cause
of their cancer. The government has acted on this
proposition, and presumptive rights will be provided to
all firefighters, career and volunteer — whatever the
case — on an equal basis.
Legislation will also be introduced to provide
firefighters with presumptive rights to cancer
compensation. This recognises the challenges
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firefighters have faced in accessing compensation for
cancer arising from their service.
Labor committed to the Tasmanian model before the
election, but it is delivering something even better. The
scheme will deliver equal access to compensation for
career and volunteer firefighters. That is a critical point
that I want to emphasise. It will apply to firefighters
who have developed cancer because of their service and
have been diagnosed since 1 June 2016.
Rules that require volunteer firefighters to have
attended a specific number of fires are problematic, so
the scheme will instead mirror the approach taken in
Queensland, which has no specific incident
requirements. Volunteer Fire Brigades Victoria has
referred to the Queensland approach and stated that
South Australia and Queensland led the way, with
equal treatment for career and voluntary firefighters.
The scheme will also take into account exceptional
exposure events, enabling firefighters who have attended
such an event to qualify for the presumption, even if they
do not meet the minimum years of service — additional
benefits that no other scheme has. These are the critical
reforms that will be introduced through this bill. How
will this be assessed? An expert committee will be
established to advise WorkSafe Victoria on these
matters. The government will also create a dedicated
assistance fund to support the small number of people
who may not fit the criteria of this scheme.
Those opposite have refused to act on presumptive
rights. This is a critical point of difference. I will not go
through the old arguments on that. I just want to
emphasise that major point.
Let us have a look at the next proposition. This is about
additional support for the CFA. The Country Fire
Authority Act 1958 will be amended to enshrine the
important role of volunteers in the CFA. Section 6F of
that act will be amended to specify that the CFA is, and
I quote:
a fully volunteer fire fighting service, supported where
necessary by paid staff.

The CFA will continue to be overseen by a board with
volunteer representation and a chief executive and chief
officer. This will reinforce the CFA board’s primary
responsibility to support the recruitment, development
and retention of volunteer officers. Simultaneously the
Victorian government will reaffirm its commitment to
the CFA volunteer charter. As part of the Andrews
government’s $100 million support package to
strengthen the CFA, the government is creating a
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$56.2 million CFA Support Fund to help volunteer
recruitment and retention, increase training options,
expand brigade support and develop brigade leadership.
There is the whole series of initiatives and how they
will be unfolded, and critically here are the resources to
make that happen.
The government will work with volunteers, with their
expertise about what they need on the ground, to
determine the best way to spend these funds to help
make the CFA an even stronger firefighting force. That
is what the community is really wanting to know about.
They are well over the politics of this issue; they want to
see action being taken and they want their safety secured.
The government is also investing $44 million in a
station building and upgrade program for current
integrated stations and volunteer stations so CFA
volunteers are working out of safe and modern facilities
that accommodate them and their equipment properly.
This is a significant investment and it is additional to
the existing capital program. These reforms will not
impose further costs on the taxpayer — the government
will freeze the fire services property levy at its current
level for two years, and that is the pledge that the
Treasurer himself has made.
Turning to the volunteers and integrated stations issue,
let us unpack the proposition there. Volunteers at the
CFA’s 35 integrated stations will be encouraged to
remain and co-locate with Fire Rescue Victoria (FRV)
services. As is already the case, there will be different
arrangements depending on local circumstances and the
requirements of both FRV and the CFA. Priority one
will be community safety. This is a practical,
commonsense response to try to address these issues.
Information sessions have already begun to work
through this accommodation. The government is
making significant investments in recruiting additional
firefighters to ensure that there are enough firefighters
on station and ready to respond as soon as the alarm is
sounded. The arrangements for FRV and CFA to work
side-by-side at the 35 integrated stations will be
determined at the local level and adapt to local
demands. The CFA volunteers from these brigades will
play an important role in responding to emergencies.
This is how it will actually work in practice, on the
ground, in an emergency situation. I think that is the
critical point the volunteers, the professionals and the
community really want to know about.
The $100 million being invested in the CFA will ensure
that these integrated brigades and the 1220 volunteer
brigades throughout the state have the support they
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need to keep us safe. Integrated stations will transition
to FRV but CFA volunteers will be able to retain their
equipment and vehicles, which is a critical proposition
for them. The CFA will lead a process for determining
this, and volunteers at these stations will be engaged, so
there is a way of working through these issues with a
cooperative and collaborative approach.
The next proposition is that a new organisation called
Fire Rescue Victoria will be established to provide fire
services to densely populated urban areas throughout
Victoria. As we know, this is a critical and
fast-emerging issue. I say that as the member for
Broadmeadows: in Melbourne’s north, the cities of
Hume and Whittlesea are going through enormous
population growth. Within two decades they will have a
population equivalent to the current population of
Adelaide. We need, particularly in these areas, a better
system, and that is what this bill delivers.
FRV will bring together the Metropolitan Fire Brigade
and CFA career firefighters. FRV will service the areas
currently covered by the Metropolitan Fire Brigade and
the CFA’s 35 integrated stations. Any future changes to
these boundaries will be a result of determinations by
the independent Fire District Review Panel. This is
important because it is an independent assessment and
it will be delivered.
A new role of fire rescue commissioner will be created
to lead this organisation. This is consistent with the
recommendations of the fire services review and
emergency management best practice. It is also
consistent with the model used by other fire services
throughout Australia and by Victoria Police. We have
the precedents and this should give us the best
opportunity to make this work. The FRV
commissioners will set the strategic direction and make
clear who is responsible when emergencies happen so
that action is immediate and appropriate.
This is the suite of reforms that will set up the fire
service to deal with the population growth that we are
now going through in Victoria. We have thriving
economic activity but it also has flow-on effects on a
whole range of issues that must be addressed. I think
this bill goes to the heart of the matter. When we take
out the arguments of politics looking and sounding like
two dogs barking, it delivers what is practical and what
Victorians want that will make them safer.
Mr WELLS (Rowville) — I rise to speak on the
Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights Compensation and
Fire Services Legislation Amendment (Reform) Bill
2017. This bill is, without doubt, based on a sleazy,
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secret deal between the Premier and Peter Marshall in
the run-up to the 2014 election. As most people have
said, we do not understand what Peter Marshall has on
the Premier and why the Premier would stick by Peter
Marshall and shaft 60 000 hardworking volunteers.
What did we see on election day in 2014? We saw
United Firefighters Union (UFU) members pushing and
shoving female members of Parliament at polling
booths in the run-up to that election in a disgraceful
situation, and then we saw people who were dressed in
so-called Country Fire Authority (CFA) volunteer
uniforms up in the Monbulk electorate, where the
Deputy Premier now is.
It was a lie then, it was more deceit, and today this bill
is based on more lies and more deceit. I have great
respect for every single emergency services person,
whether they be a full-time career firefighter, a
volunteer firefighter, with the State Emergency Service,
the police, the ambulance — you name it — we all
respect them. But this bill is based on deceit, and by
putting the presumptive rights legislation in as part of
the structural changes — so clever, yet so sleazy and so
slimy — this is based on lies.
I have noticed a lot of previous speakers talk about
Fiskville. I went back and had a look; it seemed that all
the problems happened between 2010 and 2014. The
fact of the matter is that between 1999 and 2010, the
11 years that Labor were in power, not one piece of
action was taken by the Labor government in fixing
Fiskville. How ironic that they are so quick, but when
we came into government and saw that there were some
issues at Fiskville, we actually — —
Mr Pearson interjected.
Mr WELLS — How great — ‘There weren’t any
problems’! All of a sudden it just happened between
2010 and 2014. You have got to love how they can
rewrite history on absolutely anything.
It was interesting to note that the previous coalition
government actually got Professor Rob Joy to do the
inquiry. I remember appearing before the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee myself, saying that
we committed $11 million of remediation work to do the
work after the Environment Protection Authority and
WorkSafe and those people had done the reports to make
sure that every single recommendation that was made we
actually got onto. We were doing the hard work of fixing
it. That is one of the lies that we want to put to rest.
The member for Monbulk, who came in with this bill,
has no credibility and has, I would say, at every step of
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the way in this process either lied to his constituents,
lied to CFA volunteers or not told the truth to
Parliament. He said to the CFA volunteers in my area,
‘Within 100 days we will bring in presumptive
legislation’. That is what he told all the CFA volunteers
in the outer east: ‘Vote for us, and we will bring in
presumptive legislation within 100 days’.
Interestingly enough, there have been some comments
about our stance on presumptive rights legislation. We
were very clear we were going to wait for the Monash
study, the very first scientific study into presumptive
rights legislation. We would wait for the results, and
then we would make a decision. We waited for the
results, and then we made a commitment to every
single CFA volunteer that we as a Liberal-National
government would bring in presumptive rights
legislation. We said that that is what we would do.
The member for Monbulk then went on to tell his own
local volunteers that there would be no change to the
CFA structure. Can you believe it? He was standing in
front of his own CFA volunteers and telling them there
would be no change to the CFA structure. It is a blatant
lie to say one thing and then to turn around in
government and say, ‘Look, we’re going to change it
because we do not have the power or the political will
to stand up to Peter Marshall’. That is what all this is
relating to — ‘We do not have the political will to stand
up to Peter Marshall’.
We know what is going to happen to those volunteers
in integrated stations, and I know the member for
Nepean has an integrated station. The member
for — —
Mr Katos — Very close, across the road.
Mr WELLS — There is one near South Barwon. I
have an integrated station. We will watch with great
interest, but I assure every member in this house that
the volunteers will be booted out of those integrated
stations. There is no way Peter Marshall is going to
tolerate having volunteers in integrated stations. That is
not the way this is going to work. Volunteers under this
legislation will be treated as second-class citizens.
The fourth lie is that the Minister for Emergency
Services said that they have consulted with the
volunteers. When we went to check with the
volunteers — ‘Have you been consulted?’ — they said
no. How come on the very first day that they bring in
the legislation the UFU are running ads and have set up
websites? It just happened that the UFU were well and
truly consulted. So it was another blatant lie.
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The other lie that they keep regurgitating is that the
Liberal-Nationals cut the CFA budget. I am still waiting
for somebody on that back bench or the Treasurer —
anyone — to show us in the budget papers where we
cut the CFA budget. Every single year in a
Liberal-National budget we increased funding to a
record level. Every single budget in the
Liberal-National Party term we increased the CFA
budget to a record level.
Do you not just love these ads that are running at the
moment — the arrogance of the UFU in the ads, saying
that the Liberal-Nationals are running this scare
campaign about the surge capacity? ‘Don’t worry, the
CFA volunteers will still be there!’ What sort of
arrogance is that? They are not going to be there. The
CFA volunteers will leave because they are being
treated as second-class citizens. You cannot have an
integrated station and only give the pages to one section
and not the other section.
This is the way I think this is going to work, and it is the
biggest lie of all. This is the Andrews plan for the CFA
longer term. With the UFU, they will tell lies through
their ads and try and convince Victorians that it is all
about safety, and they will try and promise the CFA the
world. In the unfortunate event — and God help us all in
Victoria — that the ALP were successful in 2018, what
they will do is, firstly, call for another review shortly
after the election, and then announce that all volunteer
fire stations in metropolitan Melbourne will close and
their trucks will be transferred to Fire Rescue Victoria
stations. Secondly, they will boot out every single
volunteer in an integrated station. The effect would be
that there would be no surge capacity in this state.
Think about the big fires across Victoria. Where do the
large number of CFA volunteers come from? It is
firefighters in those outer eastern and outer western
suburbs and those fringe areas down to the Mornington
Peninsula that get on those trucks, which a lot of times
have been provided through fundraising by the local
community, to go out and fight those fires. Assets will
be transferred to Fire Rescue Victoria. All those assets
will be transferred. The effect will be that the surge
capacity of the CFA for the next big fire will not be
there. The volunteers will find other things to do. Even
now, can you believe it, a volunteer cannot even travel
in the same truck as a career firefighter. Why would
you treat the volunteer differently? When that surge
capacity is not there, all Victorians will know who to
blame, and that is Premier Andrews.
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — It gives me great
pleasure to speak briefly on the Firefighters’ Presumptive

FIREFIGHTERS’ PRESUMPTIVE RIGHTS COMPENSATION AND FIRE SERVICES LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(REFORM) BILL 2017
Tuesday, 6 June 2017

ASSEMBLY

Rights Compensation and Fire Services Legislation
Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017. This is another election
commitment delivered by this government. This bill does
two very significant things. One is obviously to deliver
on our election commitment to a presumptive rights
compensation scheme, a compensation framework for
firefighters. The other is to reform and modernise the
structure and governance of Victoria’s fire services, as
announced by the Premier and the Minister for
Emergency Services the other week.
The bill abolishes the Metropolitan Fire Brigade (MFB)
and establishes Fire Rescue Victoria and makes other
consequential changes to positions and titles. The bill
also provides for the transfer of all relevant operational
staff from the existing 35 integrated stations of the
Country Fire Authority (CFA), as we have heard
before. The bill, something that those opposite neglect
to mention, strengthens the role of volunteers by
inserting an additional objective for the CFA board to
support the effective and sustainable recruitment,
development and retention of volunteer officers and
members to deliver capability in the provision of the
authority’s services. And that is not all in terms of
volunteers. There is a whole range of other things, and I
will get to some of the commitments shortly.
But the part of this bill of which I am proudest is the
presumptive rights aspect. The bill will apply a
presumption to compensation for both career and
volunteer firefighters who develop one of 12 cancer
types and who meet the qualifying period by cancer type.
This scheme will apply to eligible firefighters diagnosed
on or after 1 June 2016. So we are true to our election
commitment in terms of that time frame. The bill also
provides for an advisory committee to support the
application process for volunteer firefighters and provide
an expert opinion to WorkSafe on special consideration
claims made by exceptional exposure events.
This is profound change, and it is a shame that it has
taken this long to get it done. We are the second last
jurisdiction, I understand, to make this change. It is not
surprising to me that this change is being made by a
Labor government, because generally compensation
schemes and progressive measures like this for
emergency services are made by Labor governments.
The fire services statement the minister made when he
announced these changes with the Premier also
supports the Country Fire Authority significantly with
$100 million in new assets and supports and a dedicated
$56.2 million CFA support fund to provide additional
brigade and volunteer support, improved health and
safety and training.
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Of course we are beefing up what the opposition called
surge capacity, something they would not know much
about because they chronically underinvested in fire
services. We are boosting the availability of appropriate
fire services across a larger part of Victoria than ever
before. This is on top of all the other investments we are
making that we announced prior to the election — the
450 additional firefighters, CFA trucks, expanding
emergency medical response and increasing the fire
services budget from about $930 million under the
former coalition government to $1.1 billion in the 2016–
17 budget and $1.14 billion in the coming budget.
We also closed Fiskville and remediated the site. We
have bought the land for the new training facility, a
$40 million allocation. We have made a whole range of
other investments around supporting the CFA, the MFB
and fire services generally, so it is quite galling to listen
to those on the other side talk as if they are the best
friends of the firefighter and the best friends of the CFA
and volunteers generally, particularly the member for
Lowan who I think said, ‘We could have had
presumptive rights by now’, and the member for
Bayswater who said, ‘We proudly support presumptive
legislation’.
I draw on an article by Richard Willingham and
Henrietta Cook in the Age of 21 August 2013 — so
under the previous government — that says:
The Napthine government says it is not convinced there is a
link between firefighting and certain types of cancers, despite
international research and state government-commissioned
studies finding a direct link —

and despite the commonwealth already implementing a
scheme by the time this article was written. For a direct
quote, because I think one of the opposition members
said that is not accurate in an earlier contribution, I refer
to this statement:
We are not convinced that there is a direct link between
cancer and the firefighters.

Says who? The previous speaker and then emergency
services minister, the member for Rowville, said that
on Wednesday morning in the week that article was
published.
That is why it is just galling for those opposite to say
we would have had presumptive rights. No, we would
not have; without a Labor government we would not
have had presumptive rights. As if in any universe a
conservative party — the Liberals and The
Nationals — would introduce workers compensation
schemes. The workers compensation framework we
have in Victoria was introduced by the John Cain Labor
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government in 1985. This presumptive rights
legislation and this framework of compensation are
again being introduced by a Labor government. There
is clear evidence here that the other side denied or — if
I am historically accurate — cast enormous doubt on a
link between Fiskville and cancer when everybody else
knew it existed.

The member for Geelong is in the chamber. My
understanding is that the member for Geelong lives in
Geelong West. That is a volunteer station, so is she
happy to say that she does not feel safe being protected
by volunteers at Geelong West station?

With those few words, I commend this bill to the house.
I commend the care, dedication and diligence of the
Minister for Emergency Services, the Premier and the
government when it comes to the frontline services that
support us in times of need.

Mr KATOS — That is the crux of the campaign
that is being run here and of the government’s
proposition — that you are not safe if you are protected
by volunteers. People living in my community, such as
in Highton or Grovedale or Torquay, are they not safe
because they are proudly protected by volunteers? This
government and this union are running a disgraceful
smear campaign against volunteers. The proposition
that you are not safe if you are protected by a
volunteer — I just find that disgraceful. If there is a
need for reform, as the government and the union are
saying, go out into the community and consult. Talk to
volunteers. Talk to the community. Talk to career
firefighters.

Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — I rise to make a
contribution on the Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights
Compensation and Fire Services Legislation
Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017. Can I say from the
outset that I support the reasoned amendment that has
been moved by the member for Murray Plains. It is a
logical course of action to split the bill. Certainly we
have no issue with presumptive rights legislation
being introduced, but there needs to be consultation
with the volunteer brigades, which to this stage has
not been done.
As time is short, I will keep my contribution to the local
Geelong area. Basically the Geelong area has many
volunteer brigades, but there are four integrated
stations: Belmont, Corio, Geelong City and Ocean
Grove. Although Belmont is not in my electorate, it is
right on the border with Geelong, so it is just on the
other side of Reynolds Road. The ambulance station is
in my electorate; the fire station is in the Geelong
electorate. I have an integrated station that supports the
volunteer brigades — particularly Grovedale and
Highton brigades.
I find disgraceful the advertising that the United
Firefighters Union (UFU) is putting forward. They will
not even put their name to it. My understanding is it has
been focus group tested. The focus groups have
obviously said, ‘Don’t put the united firefighters brand
anywhere near this because people have got serious
question marks about what you’re doing’. They are
running paid ads like the one I have here, which was in
the Geelong Advertiser of 26 May: ‘Geelong’s
outgrown its current fire system’ is the crux of the ad. It
virtually says that if you are protected by volunteers, if
you are in a suburb where volunteers are protecting
you, you are not safe. That is the crux of the ad, and
that is, if you like, the scare campaign that the UFU is
running through the ‘Fire doesn’t wait’ campaign.

Ms Couzens — I didn’t say that at all.

Ms Couzens — We have. You obviously haven’t.
Mr KATOS — Volunteers have not been consulted
on these changes; they have said that very clearly. The
member for Geelong can yabber all she likes. They
have not been consulted on these profound changes.
These are profound changes to our system, which has
been in place for a long time.
What will happen to our surge capacity? As I said, the
volunteers have not been consulted on these changes.
The union has, because the website Fire Doesn’t Wait
was registered in April. They had this going for a
month before the government announced these
changes, so they have been consulted. They have been
consulted because they wrote it. These changes are all
at the behest of Peter Marshall. For some reason he has
a pathological hatred of volunteers; he does not want to
work with volunteers. I just do not understand it when
we have a system in this state that has worked very well
for many years. The integrated model has worked well
in Victoria for many, many years during which we have
had growth.
If you seriously want to make such a profound change,
then this is a conversation that needs to be had with the
whole Victorian community. It is a change that should
not be rammed through the Parliament in the space of
two weeks, with the introduction and passing of the
legislation, and then making the most profound changes
to our fire services without even talking to anyone in
that two weeks. As I said, the only people who saw this
bill before it was first read and second read in this place
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are the union and the government. No-one has seen it.
The volunteers have not seen a copy, and they have
stated that on the record. They were not provided with
any information. I just find it appalling that the
volunteers have been treated like this.
I will finish on this note, because time is of the essence
and I know the member for Shepparton is keen to make
her contribution on this bill. A volunteer contacted my
office last week and said to me that he has been
informed that at the four integrated stations in Geelong
the UFU members have got a sweep running to see
which of those four stations will get rid of the
volunteers first, because that is what this is about. It is
about kicking out proud volunteers who service their
community. It is shameful. That is the mentality and the
attitude of this union. Rather than working with
volunteers and working with people who support their
communities with no expectation of remuneration or
monetary compensation of any sort, this is how they are
treating them. I find it appalling.
I certainly support the reasoned amendment that has
been moved by the member for Murray Plains. This bill
should be split. We can put through the presumptive
rights legislation, which I have got no issue with, and
then have a full consultation with the Victorian
community about these profound changes.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I am going to make a
very brief contribution tonight because I know the
member for Shepparton would like to speak on this bill.
I rise to speak in favour of the Firefighters’ Presumptive
Rights Compensation and Fire Services Legislation
Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017. In my very brief time
in this place, I have come to realise that talk is cheap.
As Robert Caro, a very famous biographer of Lyndon
Baines Johnson, wrote, ‘Power reveals’. When you
have power, that is when you actually discover the true
nature, the true essence, of an individual or an
administration. Those opposite could have done this
work in the four years that they were in power, and they
did not for various reasons. I do not profess to be an
expert as to why they chose not to do it, because I was
not a member of this place at that time and I did not
follow the debate particularly closely. But that is the
reality: they could have done something and they did
not — and we are. We recognise the fact, particularly in
relation to presumptive rights, that there is a correlation
between exposure to heat and hazardous emissions and
certain forms of cancer.
In preparing for this debate tonight, I looked at a July
2016 report from America, Findings from a Study of
Cancer among U.S. Fire Fighters. This was a study that
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commenced in 2010, so clearly in America they had
decided in 2010 that this was an area worth exploring.
It is a longitudinal study. There were something like
29 993 firefighters in the study, with at least one day of
active duty between 1950 and 2009. What they found
was that there was a greater number of cancer
diagnoses and cancer-related deaths. These were mostly
digestive, oral, respiratory and urinary cancers. There
were about twice as many firefighters with malignant
mesothelioma. The report found that the most likely
explanation of this was it was brought about by
exposure to asbestos while firefighting. They also
found that firefighters who were under 65 years of age
had more bladder and prostate cancers than expected.
Then when comparing firefighters in that study, so
within those 29 000 firefighters, the chance of lung
cancer diagnosis or death increased with the amount of
time spent at fires. The chance of leukaemia death
increased with the number of fire runs. This report does
go on to say that they could not determine precisely if
an individual specific cancer is service related.
I raise this study just from the point of view that clearly
this has been an issue that has caused some concern
across firefighting services over many years. We are
responding to the evidence and we are making sure that
appropriate measures are put in place to protect these
workers. You do have to wonder, where you have
instances of firefighters who are physically active, who
are physically strong: why are they stricken with these
forms of cancers? Why are they dying at a greater rate?
Why are they afflicted as a result of their service?
I do not want to take up much of the house’s time
tonight. I think this bill is really important because it
honours an election commitment. Again it demonstrates
our credentials — that we on this side of the house take
occupational health and safety seriously, that we are
prepared to intervene via legislation and regulation to
address systemic failures. That is why we are
introducing this legislation.
In the course of the debate I also listened with interest
to some of the comments about modernising the
service. I grew up in Wantirna in the 1970s and 1980s,
and I remember going out to the Boronia Country Fire
Authority (CFA) brigade. I remember at the time that I
could not quite work out why we had the CFA in outer
suburban Melbourne in the 1970s and 1980s. Certainly
it made sense to have a rural response for rural areas,
but I could not figure out much difference between
Wantirna, which is covered by the CFA, as opposed to,
say, Box Hill or Burwood, which are covered by the
Metropolitan Fire Brigade. I think what we are trying to
do now with the legislation before the house is ensure
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that we come up with an appropriate response that
reflects the modern, dynamic society that we are living
in; the fact that we are looking at a very — —
Business interrupted under sessional orders.
Sitting continued on motion of Mr DONNELLAN
(Minister for Roads and Road Safety).
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — Thank you, Acting
Speaker, for your guidance. You momentarily threw
me. It is a really important piece of legislation that is
before the house, and I am absolutely delighted to,
rightly or wrongly, support career and volunteer
firefighters through this measure. It is about making
sure that we have got a modern, well-equipped fire
service to protect our community now and long into the
21st century. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) — I rise to make a
contribution to the debate on the Firefighters’
Presumptive Rights Compensation and Fire Services
Legislation Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017. This bill
encompasses two major changes to the way Victorian
firefighters are managed and cared for, and its intended
purpose has been the subject of hot public debate for a
very long time. Importantly the new firefighters’
presumptive rights compensation act aims to ensure that
both career and volunteer firefighters who risk their
health for the protection of others are, within the
guidelines of the legislation, entitled to presumptive
compensation for cancers attributed to their efforts.
This is a long-awaited change, and it will relieve a very
heavy burden of medical red tape for those battling
what are really insidious diseases. The bill also seeks to
fundamentally alter the management and operating
procedures of this state’s fire services. It proposes to
merge career Country Fire Authority (CFA) firefighters
with their metropolitan counterparts and return the CFA
to being a volunteer-run organisation.
In the Shepparton district there is just one integrated
station, and that is in Shepparton itself, and it comprises
both career and volunteer firefighters. That is part of
my electorate. It is part of district 22, one of the districts
that forms a part of the north-east region of Victoria. As
with the rest of regional Victoria, there are many CFA
units and stations within that broader area within my
electorate outside Shepparton that are entirely manned
by volunteers.
This is a bill that I have had to give a lot of serious
consideration and a lot of hard thought to, and quite
frankly it has been a pretty serious gig for me. I would
have to say, first of all, that I have taken the time to
speak to very many people. Not many people emailed

Tuesday, 6 June 2017

me; I received just a few emails from people in my
electorate. I received a number from Volunteer Fire
Brigades Victoria people, who genuinely have concerns
and expressed those in those emails. But within my
own electorate I actually had to go out and talk to
people, so I made the effort to do that and spoke to
quite a few.
Given the highly politicised nature of the debate, and I
have been very privy to that sitting in this Parliament for
the last two and a half years — and of course it was
going on long before that — I was surprised in talking to
the volunteers at the lack of interest in the political issues
that go with what is happening here. While a number of
them came to me prepared with political speeches and
with lists of issues, which were around many of the
things that have been discussed in this Parliament, when
I said to them, ‘Look, I’m an Independent. I just want to
talk to you about what this means on the ground. How
will this affect us in our electorate? What will it mean for
your organisation?’, a lot of the argument fell away, and
it did come down to probably just a couple of really
significant issues. The first was a serious concern about
the lack of consultation. That was expressed quite
broadly by a number of people. There were concerns
about how the reforms would be put into effect on a
day-to-day basis and that there has been little opportunity
to explore the practical impacts of this legislation.
I spoke with a number of CFA volunteers after the chief
fire officer visited Shepparton last Thursday and spoke
with a large group of local people. I was told that the
chief fire officer had been very positive about the
changes, that there did remain questions that even he
did not have the answer to in some cases and that there
was a recognition that there is still a lot that has to be
worked out.
One very senior officer acknowledged that there had
been a need for change for a long time and that this
reform package provides a framework for how things
should happen in the future. Even though substantial
resources are coming with this reform package to the
CFA, initially concerns were expressed about the future
resourcing of the CFA. It was acknowledged that this
has always been an issue, that it always comes with ups
and downs and depends on the budgetary circumstances
of governments from time to time. There was
apprehension on the part of a paid CFA firefighter who
will be transferred to Fire Rescue Victoria based on the
fact that again there just remain questions about what it
will all mean to him.
There was some acknowledgement that the CFA, being
a fully volunteer firefighting service, will have the
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advantage of not needing agreement to a range of their
activities which are currently dictated by the United
Firefighters Union enterprise bargaining agreement.
This was recognised as an advantage of the separation
and the independence that would come with it. I was
told that there are CFA volunteers who are concerned
about their ongoing access to things like training. This
is a concern, and it really must be addressed. I think it is
a concern now and it will always be a concern, and I
trust that this extra resourcing will go to addressing
some of those things, because it is essential that our
CFA volunteers do have the level of training that they
need, and that just continues to grow with the new
technology that many of them are being exposed to.
The captain of a small brigade shared some of his
concerns, again similar to those I have expressed so far.
He really just summarised by saying, ‘Sorry, Suzanna;
we just feel that we can’t trust politicians’, while some
volunteers had a feeling that change was needed and that
they may as well get on the bus and help to steer that
change. I think they are the words that Chief Fire Officer
Warrington was using in a number of his whistlestop
tours around the state. There is a recognition that the
organisation does need change, and even though there is
that acknowledgement there is a real, genuine anxiety
about the lack of detail at this stage.
So I have to come to my opinion. My opinion is that
there has been conflict for much too long and that it has
to be brought to an end. There has been a complete
failure to conclude any negotiations or to achieve an
outcome to date. I do not believe that this disputation that
we have had for so long should be allowed to continue.
CFA volunteers are primarily there to serve their
communities and protect them in times of emergency,
particularly from fires, although we see them at road
accidents and in so many other environments in our
communities. They have a long, proud tradition of doing
this, and a number have given their lives in the course of
undertaking this selfless work. So many are tired of the
conflict and the anxiety that has gone on in recent years.
They deserve to feel respected and valued, and this must
be an outcome of any reform.
I am of the view that when a situation has been allowed
to flounder for so long, strong leadership has to be
shown, and in this case it has to be shown by the
government. The government should have some level
of consultation with the partnership organisations.
Consultation is important, but sometimes decisions just
have to be made. I think about Scott Morrison and the
bank levy. He did not consult with the banks.
Sometimes when you have got something really
difficult to do I think you just have to make a decision
and go with it. I believe the general public are really
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tired of political parties taking totally opposed positions
to each other instead of working constructively to try
and resolve issues.
Again at a federal level we see what has been to some
extent a federal Labor budget, and yet the Labor Party
are vigorously opposing so many aspects of it.
Opposition for opposition’s sake is a really poor
position to take, and I believe the community is sick
and tired of it and wants issues that have been around
for a long time to be resolved. This Parliament has been
unable to do it, and it has not happened outside this
Parliament. There have been many opportunities to try
and resolve it, and I am not seeing any alternatives
presented from anyone. It would be very easy for me as
a regional MP to oppose this bill and to support the
reasoned amendment, but it is too important to take the
easy way out. If this bill does not pass, then we are left
no further advanced than where we were two and a half
years ago.
The coalition in a press release threatened that they will
fight very vigorously at any election campaign any
Independent or crossbencher who supports this
legislation. In relation to that I say, well, of course they
are going to do that anyway, and particularly in
Shepparton because we are now a marginal seat and the
National Party and the Liberal Party will fight strongly
for that seat. It is not going to deter me from doing what
I think is the right thing in this situation. I am
continuing to talk to people during the course of this
week, and I have a number of further meetings
organised. I trust that we will get a resolution this week.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr DONNELLAN
(Minister for Roads and Road Safety).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

BAIL AMENDMENT (STAGE ONE)
BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 25 May; motion of
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General).
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — I am pleased to be
able to rise tonight and speak on the Bail Amendment
(Stage One) Bill 2017. I can advise the house at the
outset that the opposition parties will not be opposing
this bill, but I will certainly be outlining a number of
concerns about this bill as I proceed. This bill
obviously, as we will all recall, followed the tragic
events on Bourke Street that harrowing Friday,
20 January, earlier this year. Following that tragedy and
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the deep grieving that the state and our country
experienced over the following days and weeks, the
government announced that it would commission
former Supreme Court judge and Director of Public
Prosecutions Paul Coghlan to undertake a review into
bail. He produced a two-part report, parts of which I
will come to in the course of my remarks. This bill is
intended to represent the first stage of the government’s
response to that report.
I have to say at the outset that we are very disappointed
that the government has taken so long to bring what
appears to be a very modest bill before the house to
deal with a fairly comprehensive problem that has faced
our community, as many Victorians will know,
particularly acutely over the last 18 months to two
years. We have been calling out and I have been calling
out for the government to do something serious about
profoundly changing our system of bail in Victoria to
put community safety first. We have been running that
campaign very strongly for two years or thereabouts,
with strong public support because of course members
of the Victorian community are seeing this for
themselves. They are seeing the consequences of a
weak bail system where repeat offenders are repeatedly
securing bail when they should be on remand, if not
behind bars.
We now see the government, perhaps five months after
the Bourke Street tragedy, introducing a bill which
effectively does not alter the substantive content of the
tests involved in deciding whether bail will be granted
or not. There are some measures that are small steps in
the right direction, but this bill does not go nearly far
enough in changing our bail system in the way it needs
to be changed. While the government will say, ‘Well,
there are further changes to come’, how long are they
going to take? Victorians deserve to have a criminal
justice system that puts their safety first, and yet we
have a bill that is largely tinkering at the edges. Yes, it
is making some definitional changes and adding some
new offences to the reverse onus bail test — and I will
come to those in a moment — but is this what we are
getting after five months of urgent calls for profound
bail reform? It is deeply disappointing.
We were very determined, in the days that followed the
Bourke Street tragedy, to make clear what we would do
in government. We understand that the legal framework
and the culture around bail have to be turned on their
heads if we are to seriously put community safety first.
We announced a plan to overhaul our bail system in
ways that would seriously implement a credible
presumption of remand in cases of violence offences.
We would institute a ‘one strike and you’re out’
policy — if you breach the terms of your bail, the
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conditions of your bail, then you should not be able to
get it in the future unless the most exceptional
circumstances are satisfied, and they would be very
strictly quarantined to, as I said, very exceptional
circumstances. But if you continually breach the
conditions of your bail, you would lose it in the future.
We also made it clear that we would reverse the changes
that the government recklessly made in 2016 to
effectively legalise the breaching of bail conditions by
juvenile offenders, one of the worst things the
government could have done. We were very clear in our
policy. We knew then, as we know now, what needed to
be done, and this bill sadly does not go anywhere near
what needs to be done. We will not oppose it, as I said,
because it is a very small step in the right direction, but it
leaves Victorians wholly dissatisfied, I think, about what
they are entitled to receive.
One of the key failures of this bill is that it does not in
any way even purport to address the growing problem of
reoffending by juvenile accused persons who continually
breach the conditions of their bail. Just in the budget last
month the government had to stump up some funds for a
remand court. Why? Because remand numbers are going
up — the very thing that we predicted.
If you legalise the breaching of bail by juvenile accused
persons, what do you think they are going to do? If you
remove the deterrent that is there to drive them towards
complying with their bail conditions, they are going to
breach their bail conditions. It is no surprise, and it is
wholly consistent with the warnings we issued at the
time that if you decriminalise the breaching of bail, that
would be the result. Bear in mind that the previous
coalition governments had seen this problem, and that
is why the Baillieu and Napthine governments changed
our law so that if you breached the terms of your bail
without cause — and I stress those words ‘without
cause’ — then you would be committing an offence. It
was an important deterrent. This bill does not even try
to deal with that problem. The government continues to
have its head in the sand about the message that
legalising the breach of bail sent to a whole cohort and
generation of young offenders. That is deeply
disappointing about this bill.
The other disappointing feature of this bill is that it is
incremental — it goes nowhere near the cultural and
legal change that we need, and the Coghlan report itself
is the basis for that, and it is very much what the
government itself wanted. On page 36 of the first report
of the Coghlan recommendations, Mr Coghlan wrote
this in paragraph 4.24:
I recommend that the current tests for bail be retained but
redrafted in clearer terms. There should remain a general
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entitlement to bail, unless otherwise provided by the
statutory tests.

He went on in paragraph 4.25 to say:
As explained below, I also recommend some minor changes
to the unacceptable risk test, and the re-naming of the show
cause test to a test that requires the accused to show ‘good
reason why bail should be granted’.

The report is fairly lengthy, but this just goes to show
that the report itself is not calling for wholesale change.
It is saying that the current test should be retained with
some changes in nomenclature. That is not really going
to produce the cultural and legal change that we are all
looking for. The minister, the Attorney-General
himself, acknowledged in his second-reading speech
that this bill is only going so far. On page 3 of his
second-reading speech he said:
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(PAEC) hearings when the Attorney-General was asked
by coalition members of that committee about the
impacts of the changes that Mr Coghlan is making. I
will come to those changes in a moment. It is clear that,
as modest as they are, the changes which Mr Coghlan is
recommending and which the government is accepting
in this bill will increase remand numbers. Mr Coghlan
makes that clear on page 3 of his second advice. In
reference to the changes that are to be made he said:
… the issue is unlikely to be completely resolved, particularly
as any reforms to the Bail Act 1977 … arising from this
review are likely to increase the number of prisoners on
remand.

What Mr Coghlan was talking about there was the
impact, obviously, of these changes on the number of
people in remand.

The bill does not otherwise alter the reverse onus tests which
will continue to apply to schedule 1 and schedule 2 offences
committed by an adult and a child. The government is still
considering Mr Coghlan’s recommendations about how these
tests could be reformulated. Any changes to the tests will be
included in a later bill.

That was put to the Attorney-General at the PAEC
hearing on 23 May. I want to take a few moments just
to go through some of the questions that were put to the
Attorney-General by the member for Mornington. On
page 5 of the verified transcript the member for
Mornington asks of the Attorney-General:

This bill is not dealing with the kernel of the problem,
which is the tests themselves and how the tests are to be
applied. On page 7 of his second-reading speech the
Attorney-General said:

Can you indicate to the committee where in the budget papers
there is a provision for the increase in remand numbers that is
identified in the report?

This second bill —

referring to whatever is to come in the future —
will amend the Bail Act to make changes to the unacceptable
risk test and reverse onus tests including, but possibly beyond,
those recommended by Mr Coghlan. Mr Coghlan has
provided advice on how these tests can be strengthened. The
government is considering this advice and determining how
best to ensure the tests appropriately reflect community
expectations about the grant of bail.

What those two quotations should show everybody is
that the government has come to this house with a
modest bill that does not deal with the very thing
Victorians are crying out for: substantive and profound
changes to the tests around bail. It is like somebody has
reached a deadline, has not produced what they were
supposed to produce and is trying to make excuses for
why their progress to date should quell any concerns
about a lack of process. I think the government stands
condemned, frankly, that nearly five months after the
Bourke Street tragedy it has not brought in a bill that
deals with the very problem that prompted the review in
the first place.
The government’s ill-preparedness for what is to come,
if it does proceed with all this, was further illustrated in
the recent Public Accounts and Estimates Committee

Obviously the member for Mornington was talking
about the impact of the Coghlan report and where in the
budget papers one would find where the government
has made provision for this. It is fair to say that the
Attorney-General was sliding all over the road when
trying to answer these questions. His first answer — or
first series of answers — converged on the theme that
there is already existing capacity in the system. On
page 6 of the PAEC transcript he said:
There is additional capacity which will be freed up at the
Melbourne Remand Centre when the works there are
concluded later in the year. There is money in the budget, as I
have indicated in my presentation, for CISP and for CROP,
and if you look at the Coghlan review, if you look at the Luke
Batty inquest, they are significant recommendations in
regards to the use, particularly of CISP. There is the funding
that has been allocated for the new youth justice facility in the
City of Wyndham at Cherry Creek.

And so on, and so forth. The member for Mornington,
following his line of inquiry, asks a further question:
So I take it from your commentary so far that while there is
money in the budget from, as you said, a variety of things,
none of it is new money linked directly to the outcomes of
this review.

Again the Attorney-General was trying to seize upon
what he identified as existing capacity in the system,
saying:
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We are keenly aware of that, and as I have indicated both in
public commentary and that I repeat today, there is capacity
coming online in the system, and if additional capacity is
required, then it will be provided.

That is the whole point. The member for Mornington
then goes on to ask:
We are now five months on from Bourke Street. We
apparently do not have an allocation of funds in this year’s
budget to address the recommendations of the review. Are
you saying, ‘Trust us. We’ll do it if we need to’? Surely the
need is demonstrated. When is it going to be funded?

After some further exchanges, the Attorney-General
said:
… I am indicating to you that a combination of things that are
already in train and new funding that is provided in the budget
will mean that we have capacity to deal with any … prisoners
held on remand as a consequence of the changes that we will
be making to the act.

The upshot of that exchange is that although this report
will make changes to the Bail Act 1977 that will, on all
counts, result in more remand numbers — there being
no other changes to the scheme around bail — all that
the Attorney-General can say is that the government
will fund it if there is a need to. But there has been no
attempt by the government in the lead-up to the budget
to make some provision for the increase in remand
numbers that will follow from that.
One other aspect I want to talk about before going to
the bill is at the other end of the question of capacity.
Mr Coghlan in his second advice refers to what he
considers the need to free up capacity in the system by
effectively removing a number of indictable and
summary offences from the system of bail. I quote
Mr Coghlan from page 4 of the second report:
The changes I recommend —

I will come to those in a moment —
should reduce the number of people on bail and therefore less
warrants may issue as a result of failure to answer bail.
Allowing some indictable offences to be dealt with in the
absence of the accused should also reduce the number of
warrants for cases in which a summons was issued.
If less warrants are issued, then less court time and police
time will be taken to deal with those warrants, and less
custodial places will be required. That should have some
positive effect on the numbers in police cells.

So on the one hand we have Mr Coghlan saying, not
unexpectedly, that changes in bail will increase remand
numbers. That, I think, in all fairness we all have to
accept. Although we differ on the extent of the changes
that are required, it is clear that toughening up the bail
system will see more people on remand certainly in the
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short term. Over the long term it should be the
aspiration of any sensible government to lower rates of
crime and reduce reoffending, but let us put that off to
one side.
In order not to overburden the capacity of the system
Mr Coghlan is suggesting that we effectively and
partially decriminalise a number of offences. What
Mr Coghlan is effectively recommending is that where
a number of offences under the Summary Offences
Act 1966 and under the Crimes Act 1958 are dealt with
and often involve bail where people fail to show up to
hearings they simply be dealt with on what would
effectively be an administrative basis. A number of the
offences which Mr Coghlan contemplates as part of this
change to the freeing up of capacity involve potentially
imprisonment terms of between six months and
12 months. What these changes would mean, were the
government to accept them, is that these offences would
simply be dealt with by way of a fine and that those
who are subject to these offences and found guilty
would not even be required to show up.
So effectively what is happening is that because there
are a large number of people who ignore the
requirements to attend proceedings and create the need
for the issuing of warrants, the solution, it seems,
according to the Coghlan report, is simply to reward
that non-compliance by treating offences in effect as
administrative in nature and to effectively in part
decriminalise those offences because they would no
longer require the attendance of the accused and could
not entail an imprisonment term if the person were
found guilty and the circumstances warranted it. They
would simply be issued with a fine at the maximum.
This was put to the Attorney-General at PAEC as a
consequence of the Coghlan report, and I will just refer
to that. The member for Mornington asks on page 7 of
the PAEC transcript:
Attorney, Mr Coghlan suggests in his report that while, as we
have agreed, the tougher bail tests will see more people
remanded, he is also proposing the government should
remove a range of less serious indictable and summary
offences from the bail system altogether. Of course that will
mean that a number of accused people will remain in the
community rather than being remanded. Does the budget
account for the effects of any changes that you will be making
towards implementing this part of the report?

The Attorney-General responded to the member for
Mornington’s further inquiry of ‘So can you tell us now
what offences will no longer be subject to bail?’ with:
Well, no, Mr Morris, because I just indicated that the
government has not yet responded to that part of the report —

and that is true —
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It is important for you to understand what Mr Coghlan was
referring to. What Mr Coghlan indicated was that there are
some very minor offences which at the moment are treated by
charge and bail, and they are at the very petty end of the
spectrum. But what happens as a result of — —

Then the member for Mornington interjected with a
further question:
Would you consider the possession of illicit drugs to be part
of that — consider that to be a petty charge?

The Attorney-General responded:
No, well, what happens, Mr Morris, is that sometimes in these
cases people who are charged with minor offences for which
they would never normally receive a sentence under
conviction, because they are bailed and then may not respond
or attend a hearing, are then in breach and then they are
remanded. So you have got the system …

and so on and so forth. There was no satisfactory
answer to the question of whether offences like the
possession of illicit drugs will be decriminalised
effectively by these changes. One suspects that the
government is wanting to move down that path, but we
will have to wait and see what changes are brought in in
any further tranches of changes.
It is a matter of some concern, I have to say, and the
government’s equivocation on this is a little bit
unsettling, because there are a number of offences both
under the Summary Offences Act and in the range of
indictable offences which are relatively serious, and
were they to be in part decriminalised, that would
represent a seriously counterproductive message to our
community that some forms of serious wrongdoing will
be treated with a slap on the wrist, and that cannot be
good for our justice system. That is the background to
this report.
When we are looking at the provisions that this bill will
introduce, it is important to keep these following things
in mind: what the bill does not deal with; the fact that
the government has not considered what budget
impacts will follow on from the changes that this bill
will introduce; and that the government is totally either
dissembling or flat-footed on the question of what
Mr Coghlan’s recommendations about partial
decriminalisation will entail, what offences they will
apply to and when it will happen.
Turning to the bill itself, I want to take some general
comments. As I said, we are not opposing the bill, but I
do want to note some concerns. The first concern is the
commencement date. This bill is intended to commence
on a date to be proclaimed, but if not, it will come into
effect on 1 July 2018. I hope that does not mean that the
government is going to drag the chain on this. It concerns
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me that the default commencement date is so far into the
future. If the government thinks that it can pass this bill,
tick a box and say to the public that it has dealt with the
problem, it should think again. I will be watching closely
as to when this bill will commence. The government
should not take any comfort from the default
commencement date being well over a year away.
The second matter I wanted to discuss is clause 3 of the
bill, which deals with new sections 1A and 1B. New
section 1B introduces new guiding principles, one of
which is to maximise the safety of the community.
Whilst that is important as a guiding principle, we are
looking for something more than that, and the
community is looking for something more than that.
Community safety has to be a potent factor in every
bail decision. With sentencing, we have been calling for
community safety to be a mandatory consideration in
sentencing, and we have said that of bail as well. It is
not enough that community safety is just a guiding
principle; it does need to be a discrete and very potent
factor in every bail decision.
I turn to clause 5 of the bill, which talks about
amendments to section 4(2) of the Bail Act 1977, which
deals with exceptional circumstances. This clause will
give effect to schedule 1, which contains the most
serious forms of offences, and this is set out in
clause 13 of the bill. As I said before, whilst we
welcome the expansion of the range of offences that
trigger the reverse onus test in the case of exceptional
circumstances, if you do not deal with the application of
the tests and the requirements of the tests, then that is
hardly an improvement. If the same kinds of decisions
are going to be made with a range of offences that is
twice as large for the reverse onus test, that is not going
to produce any differences, so I am concerned about
that part of the bill and the absence of any stronger test.
I say the same thing about clause 5(8), which deals with
changes to section 4(4) of the Bail Act, which talks about
the schedule 2 offences. As we know, schedule 2
offences will involve a reverse onus under which the
accused has to show a compelling reason for why their
detention in custody is not justified. Again, if the tests are
not dealt with and the formulation of those tests are not
dealt with, then you are not going to see real changes to
outcomes on the ground, and that is something of a very
significant problem.
In terms of conduct conditions, yes, that will be an
improvement. We are not convinced this goes far
enough, but as I said at the outset, the consequences
that flow from breaching bail conditions for both
juvenile and adult offenders need to be serious. We
have got to make sure that there is a change in culture
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so that, when people are rocking up to courts having
breached the conditions of their bail, that really should
be a disqualification unless the most exceptional
circumstances apply in those cases.
Moving through the bill we note that in the case of
schedule 1 offences the Supreme Court, Magistrates
Court or County Court would be having to make
decisions where bail is sought in respect of schedule 1
offences, and we think that is appropriate, so we
welcome that.
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police vehicle rammed the Commodore and Gargasoulas was
shot in the arm by police.

He was subsequently:
… charged with five counts of murder. More charges
would —

later —
be laid. The accused was remanded to appear on
15 December, and on 1 August for a special mention.

At the current moment:
Other than that, the changes to the Bail Act represent
for us regrettably only a small step in the right
direction. We are happy to support them, but again we
think the government not only stands condemned for
the delay in getting this bill to the house but stands
condemned because, in bringing this bill, what is
conspicuous about it is what it does not deal with.
We will await the government’s further tranches of this
legislation in the future. We hope and trust that they
will bring before this house, not before too long,
changes that will entail improvements to the culture and
law around the granting of bail. So on that basis I
conclude my remarks and confirm that we will not be
opposing the bill.
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — It is my pleasure to
rise and speak on the Bail Amendment (Stage One) Bill
2017. After the tragic events of Bourke Street on
20 January it was incumbent upon the government to
have a good look at our system to see how it could be
improved, and of course that included the bail system.
What happened in Bourke Street was a tragedy. There
has been a lot of public debate about it. The recent Law
Institute Journal for March 2017 was headlined
‘Bourke Street atrocity sparks bail shake-up’. I do think
it is important, before we get into the bill, to just put on
record exactly what occurred on that day to give
context to the legislative reform that we are
implementing. As recorded in the Law Institute of
Victoria journal:
On Saturday, 14 January, Dimitrious Gargasoulas was
charged with offences at the Prahran police station. Police
opposed bail. A bail justice overruled the application for
reasons unknown. The 27-year-old was bailed to appear on
20 January and left the police complex.
Around 2.00 a.m. on 20 January, he is alleged to have stabbed
his brother at the family’s home in Windsor.
Throughout the morning that same day, police pursued
Gargasoulas, only calling off the pursuit when he entered the
CBD driving a stolen maroon Commodore.
He then allegedly drove at high speed through the Bourke
Street mall, finally stopped before William Street when a

A criminal brief is being prepared and State Coroner Judge
Sara Hinchey is investigating.

We all know the subsequent events, and I know both
sides have contributed to the floral memorial that was
established down at Bourke Street. I think that was a
terrible, terrible tragedy and an incredible criminal
offence that occurred that day and is before our courts. I
do not want to go into too much more detail than that.
I welcome the opposition’s support for this legislation,
but you only have to read the title of the bill itself: Bail
Amendment (Stage One) Bill. This bill is stage one,
and there will be a subsequent stage two. As
Justice Coghlan himself has said, bail is a complex
area. It is a complex area of law dealing with bail
justices, the police, the accused and a whole range of
resourcing issues such as: when you tweak the bail
system, what are the subsequent effects on resources? I
commend the Attorney-General and the work he has
done through Justice Coghlan and the review to get
stage one before us today, and subsequently we will
have a stage two of the legislation. I think it is very
important, though, as Justice Coghlan said, to get right
‘the balance between community safety and the
presumption of innocence’ in relation to bail.
The current tests that are discussed in the bill are show
cause, exceptional circumstances and unacceptable risk.
I think as legislators it is incumbent upon us to
recognise that, yes, we are dealing with bail here but
that there are a whole range of issues that intersect with
the criminal justice system such as mental health and
the drug ice. What I really liked when I read through
the bill were the reforms we are implementing — and
this touches on one of our most critical reforms as part
of the Andrews Labor government — in the family
violence area, which I will touch on very shortly.
We are very committed to keeping our communities
safe. That is why we have introduced stage one of the
bail amendment legislation, which will further
strengthen our bail system. In his review
Justice Coghlan found that our bail system is ‘already
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arguably the most onerous in Australia’, and our
reforms will make it even stronger. We will make it
harder than ever before for people accused of serious
and violent crimes to get bail.
After the tragic events of Bourke Street on 20 January,
no matter who was in office, it was incumbent upon the
government to have a good look at our system to see
how it might be improved, and that included our bail
system. We do not want to rush this. It is important to
get it right, and that is why Paul Coghlan, the former
Director of Public Prosecutions and judge of the
Supreme Court and the Court of Appeal, was asked to
review the Bail Act 1977 and to report back to
government in a timely manner.
The review received 115 submissions and held
39 consultation sessions with 34 different stakeholder
groups. Mr Coghlan provided his advice to government
on 1 May 2017. The government released volumes 1 and
2 of the Bail Review along with our response in early
May. The review made 37 recommendations in total.
The government will implement or go beyond the
recommendations of the first report and conduct further
consultation on longer term recommendations, as
outlined in the second report. This is the first tranche we
have before us of legislation in response to the Coghlan
review. In relation to some of the substantive
components of the legislation, the bill will amend the
Bail Act to implement those recommendations obviously
from Coghlan’s review and give our advice accordingly.
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Act recommended by the Royal Commission into
Family Violence, or recommendations 22 and 23;
make other minor and technical amendments to the
Bail Act, or recommendations 11, 12, 13, 17, 21 and
24; and ensure bail decision-makers impose bail
conditions where necessary.
As I said earlier, I was surprised to learn that the Bail
Act does not currently have a ‘purposes’ or ‘guiding
principles’ section. In line with Mr Coghlan’s
recommendations there will be a new section inserted.
The bill replaces ‘show good reason’ with ‘show
compelling reason’. This will emphasise to bail
decision-makers that it is the accused who must
convince them that bail ought to be granted, rather than
the prosecution needing to establish why bail ought not
be granted.
There are a range of other issues and matters dealt with
by the bill, including clarifying and strengthening bail
conditions and implementing the recommendations
from the Royal Commission into Family Violence. On
that issue, I think it is very important that the bill will
provide that any conduct condition continues in effect
until the condition is continued, varied or revoked or
the matter is finally determined. The bill also inserts a
provision explaining the relationship between bail
conditions and family violence safety notices and
ensures that bail decision-makers consider the risks of
family violence when making bail decisions.

You are a lawyer yourself, Acting Speaker Kilkenny,
and I must say I was surprised to learn that the Bail Act
back in 1977 did not actually have a purpose. As we
learn in law school, the purpose of the bill and the
purpose of legislation is very critical. This bill will
introduce a new purposes section and guiding principles
to inform the community about the purposes of bail and
remind decision-makers of some important
considerations relevant to bail. The bill will remind
decision-makers of some important considerations in
relation to balancing the presumption of innocence and
the protection of the community.

As the member for Hawthorn noted, the second tranche
of reforms will be introduced into Parliament later this
year and will cover more complex matters, including
giving police more powers to remand accused people,
clarifying the interaction of the unacceptable risk and
reverse onus tests and requiring that a person on two
undertakings of bail be brought before a court to seek
further bail.

The bill will also replace ‘show cause’ with ‘show
compelling reason’, going to the heart of
recommendation 4; create a schedule 1 and 2 to the
Bail Act to contain lists of offences where the
presumption in favour of bail is reversed, to add
further offences to those lists of offences and to make
necessary amendments to the Bail Act to support this
change, as pursued in recommendations 6, 7, 8, and
10; restrict bail decisions about persons charged with
schedule 1 offences to magistrates and judges, or
recommendation 14; make amendments to the Bail

Ms Ryan — Acting Speaker, I draw your attention
to the state of the house.

As I mentioned earlier in my closing remarks, I think it
is important that when you are tweaking bail reform
you are also making changes — —

Quorum formed.
Mr CARROLL — In my remaining minutes I
should just say that I am proud of the Andrews Labor
government, which created a whole policy on the drug
ice. The member for Euroa is a regional member. What
was Denis Napthine’s response to the drug ice? ‘We
will put eight dogs in regional and rural Victoria’. After
the most comprehensive report on the drug ice was
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tabled, all he could do was bring in sniffer dogs to
combat it.
I am proud of all our reforms. This government, the
Attorney-General, the Minister for Police and the
Minister for Corrections are all making sure that our
criminal justice system has the strongest, the most agile
and the most well-funded police system in the whole of
the country.
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) — I rise to speak on the
Bail Amendment (Stage One) Bill 2017. I am just
wondering if the member for Niddrie is as proud of the
crime wave that has engulfed this state as he is of other
things. The bill seeks to change the circumstances in
which bail may be granted or refused and determine
who may grant or refuse bail, but it falls well short of
the urgent reform needed. It has taken so long for this
government to act. It sat on its hands for two and a half
years and did nothing while a crime wave like none we
have ever seen before in this state was unleashed in our
city and our state.
Police numbers have been cut per head of population
since this government was elected. In question time the
Premier today boasted that the police academy was full.
The question is, member for Niddrie: what took you so
long? It has been two and a half years, and yet those
recruits still need to undertake a lot of training.
Mr McGuire interjected.
Ms RYALL — There is still a lot of training and a
lot of experience to be gained, member for
Broadmeadows, before those people are actually able to
serve as graduated police officers. Our courageous and
hardworking police have been worked to the bone.
Time and time again they have had to round up the
same criminals who have offended and reoffended after
breaching bail.
No-one should forget that shortly after coming to
government this Premier weakened bail laws. He made
it so that youth criminals could not be charged for
breaching their bail. There were no consequences, so
they went out and did it again. How demoralising — —
Mr McGuire interjected.
Ms RYALL — Member for Broadmeadows, how
demoralising for our police do you think it is to be
faced with a revolving door of youth criminal
behaviour, including aggravated burglaries and
carjackings — to have to charge them and bring them
before the court only to see them receive bail, breach it,
be caught again, be bailed, breach bail and on it goes?
How demoralising for our hardworking police, who are
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worked to the bone rounding up criminals who
continue to breach bail and commit offences. Yet will
this Premier admit he got it wrong? Never. Will he
rectify his errors? No. Far be it for humility to trump
arrogance when it comes to this Premier, even when it
is the safety of Victorian citizens at risk. The first
responsibility of a Premier and a government is the
safety of their citizens. The Premier and his government
have failed Victorians.
The opposition will not be opposing the bill, and I will
say why: because something is better than nothing, and
all we have had on law and order since this government
was elected in 2014 is nothing. Victorians will not
forget the horror, the terror and the trauma that has been
unleashed on innocent Victorians, including aggravated
home burglaries. A family in my electorate of
Ringwood was woken in the early hours of the
morning. The children were asleep in bed. The door
was kicked in, and they were confronted by three males
brandishing a machete. One was covered in blood.
Another had a knife and the other a baseball bat.
No-one can understand for a minute the hell that that
family went through. The trauma experienced by the
parents and their little children has impacted their lives
and will continue to into the future.
I can see all those opposite with their heads down. They
are not interested in the trauma and the psychological
repercussions that victims of crime face as a result of
this recurrence of aggravated burglaries and carjackings
and the smashing in of jewellers’ shops, you name it.
They have got nothing to say; they are not interested. I
am only talking about one of many aggravated home
invasions in my electorate.
This bill is much weaker than the proposals that we
put forward in relation to bail. The delay in even
getting to this point has left Victorians at risk. The
further delay in getting to the next tranche of reforms
further puts Victorians at risk. The bill might expand
the range of offences requiring the accused to show
exceptional circumstances or compelling reasons for
why bail should be granted, but that will not guard
against the magistrates, bail justices and so forth who
have a tendency to grant bail at the expense of
community safety.
This government have allowed a major crime wave to
sweep across Victoria, and they have failed to act
despite everybody pointing it out to them. Everybody
has pointed out the problems, month after month. It
unfolded right before their eyes, and they did nothing.
In fact the Premier still refuses to acknowledge that
there is a crisis. He refuses in arrogance to countenance
there is a problem. Only recently has his Minister for
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Police admitted that people do not feel safe in their
homes. I can say that people do not feel safe in their
homes. My constituents, after being subjected to an
aggravated burglary by those thugs that broke out of
Malmsbury, will never forget. The impact has been
horrifying and horrendous.
Victorians will not forget what has happened under this
Premier’s watch. This is a government they cannot
trust. This is a government whose arrogance is being
displayed along with a lack of humility. They will not
admit they have got it wrong. That is why people do not
trust this Premier. Victorians do not trust this Premier to
deliver a safe community in which they are protected.
We have seen more effects of that over recent days,
where people do not feel safe: they do not feel protected
by the jails and they do not feel protected from those
who should be locked up and in fact are free. Certainly in
the situation of Malmsbury, in my electorate, people
were saying: we were supposed to be protected from
these criminals; they were supposed to be behind bars,
and they were not; what were they doing at our place? I
feel for them, I absolutely feel for them, for the horror
they have felt. It is not funny. I will never, ever laugh at
the victims of crime.
Mr Richardson interjected.
Ms RYALL — The member for Mordialloc says,
‘Turn it up’. Have you sat before your constituents and
listened to them and understood and felt the pain that
they have gone through — through the horrendous
aggravated burglaries? It does not surprise me, because
the member for Mordialloc displays the typical
arrogance of this government, and that is to refuse to
acknowledge the horror and the trauma that Victorians
have gone through in relation to the crime that has
swept through this state. It does not surprise me at all,
member for Mordialloc, that you think that this is a
joke, that you think that it is not worth saying, that you
think that no-one should have a problem in relation to
the wave of crime that is happening. Quite frankly, I am
actually appalled that you would dare to interject and
say, ‘Enough is enough’. Well, I can tell you what
Victorians are saying: ‘Enough is enough’.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms D’AMBROSIO
(Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate
Change).
Debate adjourned until next day.
Remaining business postponed on motion of
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change).
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ADJOURNMENT
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The question
is:
That the house now adjourns.

Boer War memorial
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — (12 748) My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Veterans. The action that I seek is for the minister to
work with representatives of the Boer War association
and work towards an appropriate location for the Boer
War memorial, which has been removed from its
location on St Kilda Road. The Boer War memorial is a
significant memorial that has been located on a triangular
section of land on St Kilda Road opposite the shrine
since its inception well over a century ago. The Boer
War memorial was constructed prior to the development
of the shrine in its current location, and as such it is not
currently located within the shrine precinct.
With the advent of the works of the Metro Tunnel, the
memorial has been moved into storage and is going to
be put back in its current place once the works of the
Metro Tunnel are complete. There is now an
opportunity for the memorial to be relocated to the
location of the shrine, and this is a great opportunity for
the memorial to be placed alongside other memorials
within the shrine precinct. I know that this is a matter
that has also been raised in this house before by the
member for Pascoe Vale. She and I recently had the
pleasure of attending the annual Boer War event at the
shrine. Both the member for Pascoe Vale and I have
ancestors who served in the Boer War, like many
Victorians and many Australians.
There is a great opportunity for the minister to be able
to deliver an outcome by working in consultation with
the shrine trustees to see if there is the opportunity to
provide land within the shrine precinct for this
memorial to be placed. There is recognition of other
wars within the shrine precinct, and there is also
recognition in adjacent areas to the shrine of regiments
that operated during the Boer War. I understand that
this is an issue that the shrine trustees have considered
in the past, and I appreciate that the minister has been
working with the shrine trustees to try and find a
solution. However, the opportunity is there for the
minister, in concert with the shrine trustees, to see if we
can identify a new solution.

Macedon electorate arts grants recipients
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — (12 749) The
adjournment matter I wish to raise is for the attention of
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the Minister for Creative Industries. The action that I
seek is that the minister visit my electorate to meet with
some of the amazing artists in my community who have
recently been recipients of VicArts and Creative Victoria
grants. These include Kyneton Contemporary, a
collective of curators, painters and sculptors who are
working on something that is going to be quite
exciting — an installation in April of next year that is
going to use the whole of the Kyneton township as the
gallery for their work; the students and artist in residence,
Jodie Goldring, at Daylesford Secondary College, who
have created the very beautiful Fluctuating Spaces,
which I had the opportunity to visit on Sunday; and Dee
White, a local author who has just returned from her trip
to Europe, where she has been doing some work on a
piece of historical fiction based on the true story of how
Algerian imams in a Parisian mosque helped save Jewish
children during World War II. It would be great to
welcome the minister to my electorate.

Boronia Heights Secondary College site
Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) — (12 750) I rise to
ask the Minister for Planning to nominate a time and
date when he can come to Boronia to attend a public
meeting in the next two months where people can put
their views on appropriate planning and uses for the
former Boronia Heights Secondary College site in
Mount View Road.
Boronia Heights Secondary College closed when the
coalition built the fantastic new Boronia K–12 College,
leaving a unique site in the foothills of the Dandenong
Ranges vacant. It is an unusual site because it has
significant ecological value. There is remnant vegetation
which is recognised in numerous parts of Knox City
Council’s planning documentation. There is also an oval
used by plenty of pedestrian and pet traffic, and is a rare
sanctuary in suburbia. There is a mature Lone Pine tree
from Gallipoli and an Anzac memorial. Over decades
parts of the school grounds were preserved as a natural
habitat for native plants and animals.
The old school was the perfect opportunity to practise
true recycling. Its multiple brick buildings and
well-utilised gym could have been turned into a
beautiful aged-care facility or had further educational or
community purposes. However, when the old school
cohort moved to the new site power was cut to the old
campus and the security systems would not work. No
matter how many times I pleaded with the Minister for
Education the place became a haven for vandalism and
wanton destruction. He let the crims take over and then
was very quick to put a bulldozer through millions of
dollars of solid buildings that were state assets. They
belonged to every single Victorian taxpayer.
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Last Saturday morning over 150 people came to a
public meeting about the site. They were concerned that
it would be flooded with high-density housing. The
Knox housing strategy of 2015 identifies that the site
could cater for about 25 dwellings. Those who attended
the gathering scoffed at that number, thinking that
realistically the number of dwellings could be three or
four times that. Obviously the community would prefer
open parkland preserved for future generations. Knox
Environment Society says the site contains a number of
important areas of remnant vegetation of biological
significance; it is an important habitat for local animals,
including the powerful owl, many other native bird
species and even echidnas; and it provides a very
important wildlife corridor for animals moving from the
adjacent national park.
Local residents are scared that the state government will
not understand that small blocks and houses of at least
two storeys will not suit the area, where surrounding
house blocks cannot be subdivided below 1000 square
metres. Roads will not be able to handle such a
dramatic increase in traffic flow, and public transport,
other than one bus route, is a considerable distance
away. The process is being fast-tracked, which means
the minister can make the decision to override current
overlays. The project is listed as part of the Victorian
government’s Inclusionary Housing pilot program,
which local residents would like more information on.
Minister, my community want, at the very least,
assurances that local planning scheme guidelines for the
foothills and the local community will be respected. So
again I ask the Minister for Planning to provide a time
and date in the next two months when he can attend a
public meeting where people can put their views on
appropriate planning and uses for the former Boronia
Heights Secondary College site.

Bus route 823
Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) — (12 751) My
adjournment matter tonight is for the attention of the
Minister for Public Transport and concerns the 823 bus.
The action I seek is that the minister change the
823 route to include the Classic Residences retirement
village in my electorate. Classic Residences is home to
nearly 500 older people. We all know just how
important access to public transport is for older people;
it is key to reducing isolation. Currently Classic
Residences is very poorly served by public transport. A
simple redirection of the 823 will mean that the
residents of the retirement village will have access to a
bus that will take them to a popular destination for
them, Southland shopping centre. I ask that the minister
authorise such a redirection.
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Construction induction cards
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — (12 752) My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Planning, and
the action that I seek is that the minister, in his capacity
of overseeing the Victorian Building Authority (VBA),
direct them to respect the legislation in respect of
accepting interstate white cards for building sites.
Mr Garry Bruce is a member of the Wangaratta
community, and holder of a Queensland white card that
allows him to have reciprocal rights under WorkCover
legislation in Victoria to work on Victorian building
sites. The legislation states clearly that a white card from
interstate is acceptable and that, alternatively, a builder
can complete the relevant course and be issued with a
statement of attainment to be allowed on a site.
The VBA is refusing to acknowledge, firstly, that a
white card from Queensland is acceptable. Mr Bruce
was told that he must complete the Victorian course to
be able to work on Victorian building sites. Reluctantly
Mr Bruce went and completed the course and submitted
his statement of attainment. Yet again the VBA has
refused to recognise the statement of attainment and
refuses to allow Mr Bruce to commence work until the
actual white card arrives. He has now been waiting six
or seven weeks for that to come.
The VBA certainly needs to be pulled into line and to,
firstly, understand the reciprocal rights that apply and,
secondly, respect that statement of attainment. In fact
Rachelle Mclean, another member of the Ovens Valley
community, has had similar incidents and has gone on
to do the course. The trainers have said it is okay to use
the statement of attainment, but when people produce
that statement of attainment they are then told that is
not acceptable and that they have to wait for a white
card. It is bureaucracy gone mad.
If you read the legislation, regulation 5.1.24 of the
Occupational Health and Safety Regulations 2007 says
it is an offence to refuse to accept a construction
induction card. It says:
(1) An employer must not knowingly refuse to accept a
current construction induction card from a person as
evidence of the registration of that person to perform
construction work for the purposes of this Part.

It goes to say:
(2) For the purposes of subregulation (1), construction
induction card means—
…
(c) a construction statement of attainment issued to a
person within the previous 60 day period …
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So I ask the minister to pursue the VBA. Clearly they
have been ignoring these rules and regulations, and I
ask him to inform us on the outcome.

Edgars Creek secondary college
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) — (12 753) I
wish to raise a matter with the Minister for Education
regarding the proposed Edgars Creek secondary college.
The action I seek is that he visit with me the recently
purchased site where building will soon commence.
A secondary school is much needed in this area of
North Epping-Wollert, where so many young families
are choosing to live. I recently held an education forum
with parents of grade 5 and grade 6 students to discuss
the new school and its opening. This school will open
early — much earlier than announced — in response to
community requests. Year 7 students will start next
year at Mernda Central College, with free bus transport
to and from the school.
The Edgars Creek secondary college will then take
students in term 3 of 2018, almost six months ahead of
schedule. The design and facilities of the new school
are so exciting, and students studying there could only
understand that they will learn really well. The
Andrews Labor government, I believe, is really
demonstrating to young people in Thomastown that
they deserve fantastic facilities — only the best — and
this will give them the best opportunity to develop a
true love of learning.

Koonung Secondary College
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — (12 754) I raise with the
Minister for Education Koonung Secondary College’s
need for funding or other assistance to fix ongoing
water leakage issues at the school, and I ask the
minister to provide the school with the funding or other
assistance required. The school’s library has been
unusable all year due to leaking and flooding issues.
The school has already incurred huge expenditure in
remedying water leaking through its library roof, but
now that leaking has been repaired I am told the drains
cannot cope with the additional water, which comes up
through the library floor whenever there is heavy rain.
The school believes the most cost-effective solution
would be to install water tanks to capture and hold
water flows, which would be better and cheaper than
trying to repair or upgrade the drains. The school is also
suffering water leakage from cracked or broken water
pipes and has incurred large bills for the water lost and
in efforts to find and repair the source of the leaks.
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The school is not suffering these problems due to
underspending of its allotted maintenance funding.
Indeed it has spent far more on maintenance than the
funding it has been given. Rather, these problems
largely stem from the fact that the school needs a major
facilities upgrade. This was committed to by the former
coalition government but not continued when Labor
was elected. Instead of agreeing to the school’s pleas
for help, the minister has insultingly suggested that
because the school has money in its bank account it
does not need assistance. The minister ignores the fact
that the funds in the school’s bank account are already
committed to educational programs and other
obligations.
The minister has also told the school that it could apply
under the emergency maintenance program, but given
the minister’s dismissive response to date, the school
has no confidence that it would receive any help from
that program or that the installation of water tanks
would qualify. I ask the minister to look at the school’s
situation again and, if the government still will not fund
the major upgrade the school needs, at the very least
provide the funding and support needed so students can
again use their school library and this ongoing drain on
the school’s finances can be ended.

Parkdale Primary School
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — (12 755) This
evening I raise a matter for the Minister for Education,
and the action I seek is for the minister to consider
Parkdale Primary School for funding to further improve
on the building works recently completed at the school.
This would assist the school to meet its ongoing needs
and the growing aspiration of this fantastic school
community. It was a pleasure in the lead-up to the 2014
election to commit to $500 000 for Parkdale Primary
School to update their prep classrooms — creating a
21st century learning environment — and refurbish
their toilet block.
This is a fantastic school community led by principal
Leanne Bradney and the rest of her team, including
Leanne Palazzolo, who are fantastic advocates in their
community with Parkdale Primary School
accommodating now well over 650 children. Its success
is also a challenge and we have to meet that for the
future and ensure that this wonderful school and its
students get the best education possible. I ask the
Minister for Education to consider additional funding to
improve this school even further.
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Fire services
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — (12 756) I raise a matter
for the Minister for Emergency Services. The action I
seek is for the minister to provide information on how
remote integrated stations will function under the
legislation to reform the Country Fire Authority (CFA).
The legislation before the house is not clear on the
future of volunteers at integrated stations. Taking
Mildura as an example, will the Mildura volunteer
brigade have to rent space at the Mildura fire station
from Fire Rescue Victoria? Will the volunteers at an
integrated station retain their captain? It would be a slap
in the face to volunteers if that were not the case, even
before we get to the division of assets. How will the
assets be divided up and how will those assets be stored
in a manner that is accessible to the volunteers? In the
past paid firefighters have taken possession of
equipment from nearby volunteer stations. With two
separate organisations, how will this be managed?
Under the legislation Fire Rescue Victoria will have
zone boundaries adjoining those of the CFA. As two
separate organisations, how will volunteers and paid
firefighters be protected as and when they need to cross
those boundaries? I think we get a bit of an indication
about how this may progress in a letter sent to me by
Mr Stephen Fankhauser, who is a leading firefighter
based at Mildura. He states amongst many other things:
Our regular initial response area is anywhere within …
40 kilometres of Mildura and frequently up to
100 kilometres —

which is well outside their existing boundaries —
and it is not uncommon to arrive on scene three up and be the
only ones there. The next nearest guaranteed response is
4 hours away at Bendigo.

My estimation is there would be hundreds of brigades
within 4 hours of Mildura, so this, too, tells us that the
situation requires clarification from the minister. For
this and 100 other reasons this legislation should not
proceed without consultation and consideration of all
the outcomes.
Respecting volunteers and protecting our community
should not be left to policy and regulation on the run.
The minister needs to stop and think about the impact
and the ramifications of railroading this legislation
through the Parliament. The community of Victoria has
had a little over two weeks to absorb the proposed
changes and less than two weeks to study the
legislation. The minister is responsible for shattering
the CFA and casting the fragments into an unknown
sea. Everybody is a loser in these circumstances. The
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questions that are being asked run to the very heart of
community safety and the very heart of our
community’s respect. Any government should be better
than this.

Pascoe Vale electorate employment
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) — (12 757) I
appreciate the opportunity to raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Industry and Employment.
An honourable member interjected.
Ms BLANDTHORN — He is in the house. The
action I seek is that the minister provide additional
funding to Victorian Cooperative on Children’s
Services for Ethnic Groups (VICSEG) and New
Futures Training so that it can further assist local
disadvantaged jobseekers to find employment. In the
Pascoe Vale district unemployment is 5.7 per cent,
youth unemployment is 18.8 per cent and local
unemployment in some areas is higher than 10 per cent.
VICSEG New Futures play a crucial role in training
disadvantaged jobseekers, in particular jobseekers with
limited education, non-transferrable overseas
qualifications and English as a second language. As the
minister would appreciate, migrants and refugees, as
well as individuals from culturally and linguistically
diverse backgrounds, often require additional resources
and support to prepare them for the workforce. Indeed
John and Maree and their teams at VICSEG are
relentless in their support of migrants and refugees in
undertaking education and training, and they are
relentless in seeking to develop partnerships with local
employers to help these people get a local job.
In November last year the minister joined me on a visit
to one of those partners — Anzac Lodge Nursing
Home in Coburg North. The minister heard firsthand
about the impact that this important program can have
on people who are seeking meaningful work. He also
heard how this program benefits partnering employers.
I understand that VICSEG New Futures has exceeded
the program’s performance targets. Success breeds
success and there are people lining up demanding its
services. As such, VICSEG requires additional funding
to keep up with such demand. I take the opportunity
tonight to call on the minister to provide VICSEG with
the additional funding it needs to deliver the best
services and outcomes for disadvantaged jobseekers in
Melbourne’s north, particularly migrants and refugees.
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Responses
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Industry and
Employment) — Given the hour I will be brief, but I do
want to thank the member for Pascoe Vale for not only
raising this matter tonight but for her advocacy in
relation to supporting jobs in her electorate, and in
particular this initiative. It is appreciated. As the
member indicated, VICSEG New Futures are one of
the 38 Jobs Victoria providers that have shared in about
$40 million worth of funding announced in August of
last year. The aim of that program, as the member
indicated, is really to provide opportunities for
Victorians who face multiple barriers to employment to
get a job and in fact keep that job. We are talking about
a range of different types of jobseekers who have not
necessarily been supported through the Jobactive
network, which is probably more aimed at people who
are job ready. We are talking about refugees, retrenched
automotive workers, youth justice clients, long-term
unemployed people, disengaged young people, single
parents, people with a disability, public housing tenants
and Aboriginal Victorians.
As the member said, we hosted a visit at the Anzac
Lodge nursing home in Coburg last November, and it
was a very insightful visit. We got a warm welcome,
and indeed it was an opportunity for us to learn of the
partnership that VICSEG have with Anzac Lodge
nursing home, in particular to provide jobs to many
migrant women refugees and asylum seekers across
Melbourne’s north. I know the member for Bellarine
will be very interested in this. Some of those
jobseekers, it is fair to say, would be ineligible for any
form of federal government assistance, so it was a great
pleasure to meet those workers last November who
were very grateful to VICSEG for not only securing a
job but securing a training opportunity in order to gain
the skills necessary to make that job sustainable.
As the member has highlighted, VICSEG have already
done an outstanding job, exceeding their allocated
number of placements — —
Mr Richardson interjected.
Mr NOONAN — Yes. The member for Mordialloc
is very pleased with that, and I am also pleased to
advise the member for Pascoe Vale that this provider
will be able to continue their important work in the
future. I thank the member for Pascoe Vale for her
encouragement in relation to this matter.
I have approved an additional funding allocation of
$550 000 to support a further 150 employment
placements. That will ensure that all Victorians share in
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the benefits of our economic success. Investments in
programs like Jobs Victoria ensure that no-one falls
through the cracks when it comes to finding a job and
keeping it. I congratulate John Zika, Maree Raftis and
the entire team at VICSEG on their fantastic work, and
again I thank member for Pascoe Vale for raising this in
the adjournment debate. She should be very proud of
her contribution in ensuring that the great work of
VICSEG can continue.
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — A number of
issues have been raised with a number of ministers, and
I will pass those issues on.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house
now stands adjourned until tomorrow.
House adjourned 8.21 p.m.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. Colin Brooks) took the chair
at 9.32 a.m. and read the prayer.

RACING AMENDMENT
(MODERNISATION) BILL 2017
Introduction and first reading
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conditions at the intersection of Jetty Road, Rosebud, and the
terminus of the Mornington Peninsula Freeway.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria, in accordance with the VicRoads
Point Nepean Road Study, urgently approve funding for the
Jetty Road overpass in order to relieve the congestion on
local roads at the current terminus of the Mornington
Peninsula Freeway.

By Mr DIXON (Nepean) (37 signatures).

Mr PAKULA (Minister for Racing) — I move:

Tabled.

That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Racing Act 1958 to make further provision for Racing
Victoria and for other purposes.

Ordered that petitions be considered next day on
motion of Mr DIXON (Nepean).

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I ask the minister for a
brief explanation of the bill.
Mr PAKULA (Minister for Racing) — The bill
supports the governance changes that have been made
by Racing Victoria through their constitutional changes.
It clarifies in particular that those changes do not make
Racing Victoria a public entity.

Tabled by Clerk:

Technical and Further Education Institutes: 2016 Audit
Snapshot — Ordered to be published

Read first time.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Rosebud land rezoning
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of the electorate of Nepean draws
to the attention of the house:

2.

DOCUMENTS

Auditor-General:

Motion agreed to.

1.

Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Sandringham on 6 June be considered
next day on motion of Mr THOMPSON
(Sandringham).

The amendment to rezone the Melbourne Water land
located at 181–183 Jetty Road, 14 Cook Avenue,
318 Bayview Road and Herman Street Reserve,
Rosebud, which is currently zoned as public use, to
residential zone 1A, and allow higher density urban
development.
We ask that the house reject the amendment to rezone
the Melbourne Water land specified in order to maintain
the land for public use. This is to ensure the community
can continue to utilise and enjoy it for recreational
purposes; to preserve the character of the existing
neighbourhood, for its environmental values and ensure
open spaces for all to enjoy.

By Mr DIXON (Nepean) (18 signatures).

Jetty Road, Rosebud
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of the electorate of Nepean draws
to the attention of the house the extremely dangerous traffic

Universities: 2016 Audit Snapshot — Ordered to be
published
Racing Act 1958 — Notification of modification to the
Constitution of Racing Victoria Ltd under s 3B
Statutory Rule under the Rooming House Operators
Act 2016 — SR 37
Victorian Environmental Assessment Council Act 2001 —
Government response to the Victorian Environmental
Assessment Council’s Historic Places Investigation
Final Report
Victorian Law Reform Commission — Review of the
Adoption Act 1984 — Ordered to be published.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Mooroolbark police station
Mr HODGETT (Croydon) — I rise to draw the
attention of the house to the Andrews government’s
failure to properly fund local police in my electorate of
Croydon. The two police stations that service my
electorate are the Croydon police complex and the
Mooroolbark police station. Both are advertised on the
Victoria Police website as 24-hour stations, yet the
reality is that Mooroolbark station is permanently
closed at night.
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Victoria Police website as 24-hour stations, yet the
reality is that Mooroolbark station is permanently
closed at night.
The policemen and women who serve the community
in my electorate do a terrific job and are highly
professional, yet the Premier is making their job harder
and our community less safe with his cuts to frontline
police numbers and the closure of police stations like
Mooroolbark. Residents fleeing danger who would
expect to receive safety and refuge inside the
Mooroolbark police station cannot enter the building
when it is closed at night. They cannot enter the
building to speak to an officer and are forced to seek
help elsewhere. How can a police station be billed as
being open 24 hours if the doors are shut and those
seeking assistance are left outside?
The Premier has lost control of law and order in this
state, and Victorians are less safe under his government.
The independent Crime Statistics Agency reports that in
Yarra Ranges crime has increased a whopping 25 per
cent. Despite this the Premier continues to ignore the
safety of residents in my electorate, with not a single
extra police officer funded for Mooroolbark in the
recent budget. I again call on the Premier to urgently
allocate extra police resources to my electorate by
reopening the Mooroolbark police station at night so
that local police are fully supported in their jobs and my
electorate is kept safe.

Community safety
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Local
Government) — I recently had the privilege of visiting
the Keilor Downs and Caroline Springs police stations
to meet with officers and senior officers to talk through
improvements to community safety. The Victorian
government is improving community safety by making
investments where they matter: in police, in legislative
change and around prevention and diversion. The
Victorian government has funded the biggest boost to
police ever, with 3135 new police. Three hundred
recently recruited police have finished training, and I
am happy to say that 63 new officers have been
allocated to the Brimbank and Melton divisions and
have been welcomed by those local stations that I
recently visited.
We have driven legislative changes with tougher
sentences and new standalone, targeted laws for serious
crimes like carjacking and home invasion, with hefty
penalties. We have banned scrap metal for cash
schemes and created new laws against encouraging a
minor to commit a crime — targeting both organised
crime and car theft. We have also given protective
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services officers (PSOs) more powers around railway
stations and invested in 100 mobile PSOs to target
hotspots. We have given police more powers to hold
offenders on remand.
The Victorian government is also toughening
sentencing and bail laws, including an automatic
presumption against bail for serious violent and sex
offenders. The Victorian government is not only tough
on crime but it is being tough on the underlying causes
of crime including unemployment, so skills
opportunities have been targeted.

Regional and rural roads
Ms KEALY (Lowan) — I am rising to add my
concerns about Labor’s drastic cuts to the country roads
budget. This has gone to in excess of hundreds of
millions of dollars, and the impact on local drivers and
businesses has been significant. I refer to
correspondence I received from David and Jody Mead
from my electorate. Their daughter, an L-plater, was
driving and hit big potholes in an area that was
restricted to 60 kilometres per hour because it has not
been fixed for over six months. With two approaching
cars she had no option but to go through potholes,
causing a severe jolt to the car and passengers. This has
destroyed the tyres. I have got photos if someone would
like to look at them. It is going to cost up to $1000. It is
a cruel cost to this family, who simply cannot afford it.
Her husband has had no regular work for over two
years since being made redundant. I quote:
Surely VicRoads and the government has an obligation to fix
these potholes before there is a fatality.

Even when there is money about on the back of the
flood insurance that has flowed through, the works have
been absolutely substandard and are just washing away.
Jeffrey Sambell of Edenhope has made a statement:
They have put steep angled drains instead of flat bottoms like
nature had shown them, on the side of the roads. I pointed out
to a bloke from MEH that the road will just wash away again
and he agreed …

These works are not audited. It is an appalling state. We
have got roads west of Lake Bolac that have been
repaired five times in a year and are still not fixed.
Where is this government in terms of making sure
roadworks are done to a safe standard?

Crusoe College
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — I was pleased
to open the arts and science festival at Crusoe College
last week. Students at Crusoe College spent two days
immersed in arts and science. The annual arts and
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science festival, now in its fourth year, celebrates all
things art and science, and students drop their normal
classes to participate in everything from glow-in-thedark paintings to making kaleidoscopes. The festival
allows students to choose workshops, with one of the
most popular activities being the painting of murals.
New murals are planned each year. This year’s mural
will be hung on the outside of the school wall facing the
road so the public can enjoy it. The festival proves that
art and science can come together in a way that
develops and expands students’ minds and encourages
creative thinking that is essential for future study and
employment. Congratulations to art teacher Iain Stewart
and science teacher Chris Musk, who collaborate and
organise the festival each year.

Great Stupa of Universal Compassion
Ms EDWARDS — On 20 May I attended the third
annual Festival of Light at the Great Stupa of Universal
Compassion, the largest Buddhist temple in the western
world. The event coincides with the traditional
Buddhist holiday Vesak. The main feature was the
sound and light show, with fireworks on the stupa as
well as behind it, changing lights and fire through the
dragon on top of the stupa. It is estimated that around
10 000 people visited the stupa for the festival, proving
that the Great Stupa of Universal Compassion is a
major drawcard for tourists and, with our additional
investment, will continue to be a tourist mecca well into
the future. Congratulations to Ian Green, whose passion
for the stupa, for peace and harmony and for religious
inclusion was celebrated at the festival, with
community leaders and faith leaders celebrating with
flags of peace.

Malvern electorate planning
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — I rise to condemn
the Andrews Labor government’s changes to planning
laws that will see an increase in overdevelopment and
inappropriate development in my Malvern electorate.
Part of what my constituents love about our community
is the local amenity. This includes our streetscapes and
the many heritage residences that form part of our local
environment. However, the Andrews Labor
government has announced planning changes which
threaten our amenity.
By watering down planning protections against
inappropriate development put in place by the last
Liberal government, Labor is opening the door to highrise, high-density overdevelopment in the Malvern
electorate. Labor’s changes now permit an unlimited
number of dwellings to be built on land in a
neighbourhood residential zone. Previously the limit
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was two. Those dwellings can also be higher than the
previous limits allowed. In general residential zones,
developments of up to 11 metres in height will now be
allowed as of right under Labor.
Labor never took this watering down of planning
protections to the election. The community has not been
consulted, and the people of my Malvern electorate are
rightly angry that their amenity is now under threat. We
do not want to see our suburb’s beautiful heritage
homes torn down and replaced with high-rise, highdensity apartment blocks built by developers with only
an eye to short-term profit. I condemn Labor’s planning
changes and call for them to be reversed so that my
community can have a real say in how to protect the
things we love most about where we live.

Cathouse Players
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — As a patron of the
Cathouse Players I would like to take this opportunity
to congratulate founding member and artistic director
Bette Sartore for another incredible production by this
highly professional and creative theatre group. On
Saturday night a full house in Kyneton was transported
to the deep south of the United States, where we
enjoyed the Cathouse Players production of Steel
Magnolias. A brilliant cast held us transfixed — the
final act moving many to tears — with a stellar
performance by Helen Gramberg. To the other
actors — Natalie McRae, Tara Ramsay, Margaret
Healy and Gail McGregor — thank you.
Congratulations also to assistant director Maggie
Brown; to Frank Sartore, as always; Cathouse stalwarts
Brian and Katie Fitches, Alan Stone, Andrew Le Clerq,
Willie Rotering, Shirley Hutchinson, Flo Watson,
David Stuart, Di Addington, Dave and Jan Maxwell,
Alan Bennett, Pat and Fiona Agyeman, Nikita Scott,
Roy Maddox, Margaret Kelly, Sue Ogden, Stephen
Sanderson, Maureen Spark, Cath McCarthy and Gus
Walter. Thank you so much for the pleasure that you
bring to our community.
My electorate is full of extraordinary talent. We really
are a highly cultured and artistic community. It is a
great pleasure to represent the many creative people
who live in the electorate of Macedon.

Anthony Foster
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — I wish to
convey my condolences to the Foster family —
Chrissie, Katie, Aimee and Chrissie’s mother Dawn —
upon the tragic and sad passing of Anthony Foster. I
wish to pay tribute to the grace, the faith, the courage
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and the conviction of Chrissie as she has had to
overcome so many hurdles. I convey the condolences
of the wider Sandringham electorate to Chrissie, an
electorate in which she grew up.
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transport forum and great community advocacy by a
number of residents the Andrews Labor government
has also been able to get this done. This is terrific news.

Leader of the Opposition
Australia-Greece friendship tree and plaque
Mr THOMPSON — I wish to note the planting of
the olive tree in the Parliament House gardens on
25 May, the plaque unveiled by both the Premier and
the Leader of the Opposition and the friendship
between Australia and Greece and what our two nations
share in common. I wish to note for the parliamentary
record that upon inspection of the site today the tree and
the plaque have disappeared. I trust that they will be
returned and in situ shortly.

Mr J. BULL — I urgently call on members of the
opposition to counsel their leader and have him stop
making inflammatory, divisive and destructive
comments about our emergency services, in particular
Victoria Police. His behaviour is not that of a leader.
Times of tragedy, when lives are lost and people are
hurt, are times for strong, stable, rational decisionmaking. The Premier and all government members
understand this. We stand with the Victorian
community; we stand with Victoria Police.

Black Rock Neighbourhood Watch

Love Latrobe exhibition

Mr THOMPSON — I wish to place on the
parliamentary record concerns about rising crime in the
Bayside area and postcode 3193 and to honour the
outstanding work being undertaken by the Black Rock
Neighbourhood Watch group and their vigilance in
promoting improved safety in the area.

Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — This week in
Parliament I was proud to host a Love Latrobe
exhibition in Queens Hall. This was a great opportunity
to showcase some of the unique and diverse businesses
and organisations within Latrobe City to the Parliament
and subsequently to the people of Victoria.

Melbourne-Lancefield Road

I want to personally thank Latrobe City for their
assistance and all businesses and organisations that
have taken considerable time and effort to display a
snapshot of what the Latrobe Valley has to offer. Thank
you to Gippsland Printers, the State Emergency
Service, including the Morwell State Emergency
Service unit, Safetech, Australian Paper, Narkoojee
wines, Latrobe Valley Enterprises, Latrobe City Visitor
Information Centre, Mahindra Aerospace and The
View From Here.

Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) — A couple of weeks ago I
joined the state member for Macedon for a fantastic
announcement — $20 million to fix more than
35 kilometres of road between Sunbury and Lancefield.
As members would know, this is one of Victoria’s most
dangerous roads, but the Andrews Labor government is
going to fix that. The upgrade will include new
overtaking lanes, up to 18 kilometres of flexible road
safety barriers and rumble strips to prevent head-on
collisions and run-off road crashes. Up to seven
overtaking lanes will enable motorists to pass one
another safely, widening and sealing the road shoulder
and ensuring safe local access to properties. I want to
thank the Minister for Roads and Road Safety, the
Transport Accident Commission, VicRoads, Victoria
Police and, of course, the community for their hard
work in making this vital upgrade happen.

Sunbury train services
Mr J. BULL — In more fantastic news, from
27 August there will be 10 additional peak hour train
services running to and from Sunbury each week.
These extra services will be introduced as part of a new
metropolitan train timetable, building on the 10 new
peak services added in June 2015 and the 73 services
extended from Watergardens to Sunbury at the start of
last year. Thanks to a highly informative local public

It is a very challenging time in the Latrobe Valley, with
the closure and the potential closure of a number of
businesses, both large and small. At the same time we
have some incredible businesses and organisations that
are achieving some amazing results domestically,
nationally and internationally. However, we need every
bit of assistance possible and it is incumbent on
government at all levels, and their departments and
agencies, to support our local businesses and
organisations at every opportunity. For the Latrobe
Valley this is absolutely critical right now.
There are opportunities for government departments and
agencies to better support our local businesses through
the procurement of goods and services. However, this
does not appear to be a focus of this government. While I
appreciate there are incentives to attract new businesses
and industries to the valley, more needs to be done to
support and protect existing businesses and jobs. That is

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Wednesday, 7 June 2017

ASSEMBLY

not negotiable. We just cannot afford to see more
businesses close their doors and for this government to
simply shrug its shoulders in response.

Belvedere Park Primary School
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — Congratulations,
Belvedere Park Primary School, on officially opening
your brand-new food science and technology centre,
which the students have named CREATE. Let me say
that this official opening, attended by the entire school,
was one of the most engaging, enthusiastic and joyful
events I have ever attended. From preps in their
wonderful chefs hats, to the beautiful and creative video
presentation showcasing some of the students’ baking
and culinary skills to date, to the roof-raising countdown
before the obligatory red ribbon cutting, I was delighted
to join students, teachers and parents and witness the
incredible pride from this wonderful school community.
Well done to a most passionate school principal, Brad
Clark, some extremely talented architects from Pro-Ark
and an incredible building and projects team. This new
centre is a remarkable school facility and an
extraordinary asset for this great local school in Seaford.
I cannot wait to join you at breakfast very soon.

Natasha Jansz
Ms KILKENNY — To a dear friend, Natasha
Jansz, eldest daughter of Bevill and Elaine, and most
incredible mum to young Tim: our community has lost
a very unique and special person. Your boundless
enthusiasm and unconventional approach to life was
infectious. That you connected with so many diverse
people was so clearly evident at your funeral service
last Friday, which was standing room only. We are all
so much the wiser and worthier for your friendship.
You will be missed so very dearly, Natasha.

Prahran electorate housing
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — It is clear to everyone in
the Prahran electorate that homelessness has increased
with a number of people sleeping rough in the Chapel
Street area. I always point out that this is just the tip of
the iceberg with many more people experiencing
homelessness in insecure or unsafe housing rather than
living on the street. Having spoken to local housing
agencies, I was shocked by just how few options there
are locally to place people experiencing homelessness.
This results in agencies sending people to outer suburbs
or even country towns where they have no ability to
support them or know whether their accommodation is
stable and of course away from their family or support
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network, resulting in many people simply returning to
that very same service.
There is a desperate need for more housing in our area,
whether it is public housing, where the waiting list is still
too high, or social or affordable housing, particularly
now given the closure of the Gatwick Hotel and Fawkner
Mansions some years ago. Certainly I would like to see
Fawkner Mansions reopened for the homeless.
I would also like to advocate for the Housing First
model, where people experiencing homelessness are
put directly into long-term housing and provided with
the support they need to maintain that tenancy, rather
than going through crisis and temporary
accommodation, which increases the chances of those
tenancies failing.
I would also like to acknowledge how entrenched
homelessness can be, particularly with people
experiencing mental illness, and the need for places like
drop-in centres that provide not just a service but a sense
of community. I would certainly like to see the Prahran
Mission drop-in centre reopen after it was closed in the
last term of government due to funding cuts.

Sebastopol Primary School
Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) — I was pleased to
visit Sebastopol Primary School last week to announce
$3856 funding to purchase new musical instruments for
the school. Grade 6 students were able to demonstrate
their enthusiasm for their current music program, which
will be enhanced with 24 stringed instruments,
20 percussion and a new keyboard. Research shows
that exposure to music and music education enhances
student engagement and wellbeing, improves academic
performance and literacy skills. I congratulate
Sebastopol principal, Michelle Wilson, and her staff for
their work to develop a complete education experience
for their students.

Fish stocks
Mr HOWARD — Today 5000 rainbow trout and
5000 brown trout are being released into the Bostock
Reservoir in Ballan. Since the beginning of May
through to mid-July many thousands of brown trout and
rainbow trout will be released into lakes right across the
region. Last Wednesday I joined Fisheries Victoria and
Central Highlands Water staff and volunteers at
Cosgrave Reservoir in Creswick for the release of
2000 rainbow and brown trout, which were bred at
Snobs Creek fish hatchery.
Fish stocking in our local waterways is a key part of the
Labor government’s Target One Million plan for
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recreational fishing, which aims to grow participation to
1 million anglers by 2020. Our government is
determined that we do our bit to make sure fishing is a
fun, safe and rewarding activity for Victorians of all
ages. Our local lakes to receive fish stocks include Lake
Victoria in Ballarat and many other sites.

Ashwood High School
Mr WATT (Burwood) — Thank you to the students
at Ashwood High School for the encouraging
conversation over lunch when I visited the school on
17 May. I was pleased to do a tour of the new building
after lunch and am proud to have advocated strongly for
the rebuild of the school. To see the transformation and
to know the opportunity that is being afforded to these
students is part of the reason I wanted to be a politician.
Thank you also to the principal, Brett Moore, for his
efforts to make sure that students can be the best that
they can be.

Burwood police station
Mr WATT — Just over a week ago I visited the
Burwood police station again to see it adorned with
graffiti. It was only after it was reported on 3AW’s
‘Rumour File’ and in social media posts from the
opposition that it was finally cleaned off. Last sitting
week I specifically asked the Minister for Police about
when the station last had police and am yet to receive a
response to this question. What I can say is that I know it
has been more than two years, the community knows it
has been more than two years and now criminals also
know it has been more than two years. When will the
minister finally admit that, after numerous instances of
vandalism at the station, the Andrews Labor government
have actually closed the Burwood police station?

Markham Avenue, Ashburton, redevelopment
Mr WATT — I rise to acknowledge the motion of
last sitting week in the Legislative Council regarding
the government’s handling of the Markham estate. I
hope the government takes heed of this motion, as
every step of the way they have shown no interest in
listening to or genuinely consulting with anybody. It is
now clear that the government will not be able to
railroad my community over this project. While the
fight is not over, I want to thank the Ashburton
community for their continued efforts to be heard.

Narre Warren South P–12 College
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — What a big
few weeks it has been for Narre Warren South P–12
College. We have the budget providing this great local
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school with just over $5 million to redevelop their
auditorium into a performing arts centre. I know that the
more than 2000 students are very excited to have their
very own stage. We have all got our dancing shoes
ready! The school was acknowledged for their
extraordinary Victorian certificate of applied learning
(VCAL) program with the VCAL Chair’s Award at the
VCAL Achievement Awards. Since 2006 the VCAL
program has provided education opportunities for kids
who may have left school and instead gone on to varied
and rewarding careers. Congratulations and many thanks
to the principal, Rob Duncan, and the head of the senior
school, Kelly Lackmann.

Cranbourne Italian Senior Citizens Club
Ms GRALEY — Felice anniversario to the
wonderful Cranbourne Italian Senior Citizens Club.
They have been part of our community for 20 years
now and continue to provide such great support to local
seniors. As always at the anniversary we came together
to celebrate with music, dancing, laughter and, of
course, delicious food. Who does not love lasagne?
Special mention should go to Val and Maria for all that
they do to make their club such a welcoming and
joyous place. Thank you too to all those who give up
their time to ensure this club can continue to be there
for so many, including Val Motta, Sofio Raiti, Roger
Cavanagh, Oretta Ianno, Maria Licata, John Licata,
Lina Licata, Frank Licata, Giuseppe Cianciarulo, Maria
Cianciarulo, Giuseppe Ianno, Rosa Burrosi and Margo
Cavanagh. What a great week celebrating and
embracing the diversity of our community. We are all
Victorians, and we are very proud of it.

AFL Yarra Ranges Dreamtime match
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — On Saturday, 27 May,
Dreamtime came to the Yarra Ranges. An inaugural
match between Woori Yallock and Healesville was
played under lights at Woori at the same time as the
AFL Dreamtime match. I want to commend all at AFL
Yarra Ranges as well as the Woori Yallock and
Healesville football netball clubs for this initiative,
which I hope will continue for many years to come.
Aunty Joy Murphy was the perfect person to conduct
the welcome to country. She is a Wurundjeri elder, a
league patron of AFL Yarra Ranges and a Yarra Valley
local, so she was very much on her home turf. She,
along with Leisl Morrey, made the idea a reality.
On top of all this, Aunty Joy’s daughter and
granddaughters played in the netball on opposing teams
and her granddaughter Sophie Young designed the
netball dresses and football jumpers worn for the
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occasion. Sophie did an exceptional job incorporating
significant Wurundjeri symbols into the design. Of note
and most prominent and featured on the front of the
uniforms was the Yarra River, or Birrarung, which
winds between the two towns. The wombat, the
platypus and gum leaves were also featured. It was
terrific that Yorta Yorta man and former AFL umpire
Glenn James could join the event by tossing the coin.

Russell Wealands
Ms McLEISH — I want to acknowledge Russell
Wealands of Yea, who was recently recognised by the
Yea Wetlands Committee of Management for his
achievements from 2002 and 2017. Russell was the
backbone of the establishment and growth of the
wetlands, which led to the wonderful Y Water
Discovery Centre we have now. For 15 years Russ has
worked without coming up for breath, except only
perhaps to fish or play a game of golf. His
achievements certainly are extraordinary.

Coburg High School
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) — Last week I
attended the Coburg High School assembly to formally
announce that the Andrews Labor government state
budget had committed $1.9 million worth of funding to
complete the school master plan —
Mr Pearson — Fantastic!
Ms BLANDTHORN — it was fantastic — which
includes improving facilities and the development of an
interactive library space. Coburg High School is
undergoing a transformation. The previous coalition
government underfunded the transition of Coburg High
School from a senior school to a year 7–12 school. The
Andrews Labor government understood that there was
an absolute need to finish the conversion to a 7–
12 school properly, and the $1.9 million requested by
the school does exactly that.
The assembly was also a wonderful display of the rich
breadth of talent in the performing arts sphere at
Coburg High, as well as their great commitment to
social justice. It was Reconciliation Week and a couple
of Indigenous students spoke about what reconciliation
meant to them and their families. Other students did a
performance in acknowledgement of the week. The
school also showed a video to raise awareness of
IDAHOBIT, the International Day Against
Homophobia, Transphobia and Biphobia. A number of
Coburg High School students were involved in the
making of this important video, as were students from
Brunswick Secondary College and Pascoe Vale Girls
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College. Released on 16 May, the ‘Hobit Warriors
Unite!’ video celebrates IDAHOBIT 2017. They used
500 rainbow umbrellas. There were 500 local students
and friends, six organisations and — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Indra Pre-school, Blackburn
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I recently had the
pleasure of attending the open day and 50th anniversary
celebration of the Indra Pre-school in Blackburn South.
It was a terrific gathering of the community, including
many current and former students and families. In
particular the current director, Joan Prickett, joined with
the inaugural kindergarten director, Dawn Meyer, as
well as other founding members of the kinder,
including Ray and Norma Mullet, Lorraine Woolmore
and Diane Johnson, who were all instrumental in the
establishment of Indra Pre-school. I congratulate all the
parents and other volunteers involved in organising this
great celebration, in particular Amanda Searle and the
other hardworking committee members.

St Mark’s Anglican Church, Forest Hill
Mr ANGUS — It was a pleasure to be able to join
the St Mark’s Anglican Church in Forest Hill
community recently for the official opening of their
new facilities. The renovations were extensive and
included expanding the office space and outdoor areas,
refurbishing the hall, building new offices, meeting
rooms and a multipurpose room. Congratulations to
Reverend Phil Meulman, committee members, staff and
the St Mark’s congregation on a job very well done and
for their ongoing work in our local community.

Forest Hill police station
Mr ANGUS — I was delighted to learn that the City
of Whitehorse mayor’s award in the 2017 Built
Environment Awards was awarded to the Forest Hill
police station. The construction of the Forest Hill police
station was a $12 million, 2010 Forest Hill election
commitment and was funded by the former coalition
government. It is an outstanding building and
effectively supports the wonderful work being
undertaken day and night by the local police members.
I thank all the local police for their tireless work serving
our community.

Nunawading Swimming Club
Mr ANGUS — I was once again delighted to attend
the Nunawading Swimming Club annual presentation
night. It was an opportunity to recognise the significant
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contributions and achievements made by not only the
swimmers but also by the staff and the many volunteers
who work tirelessly to ensure that the club is able to
function as well as it does. Special congratulations go to
the club board members and the CEO, Gary Barclay,
for their ongoing work and leadership.
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National Day of Thanks

Mr ANGUS — Congratulations to all the winners at
the recent Sir John Monash Awards night.

Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — I was privileged to attend
the National Day of Thanks mayoral breakfast.
Congratulations to all of our unsung heroes who were
recognised that day, people who give their time and
energy to make life better for others. Thank you to all
who put so much time into organising this annual
event. It is always a humbling feeling hearing the
stories of the generous, warm-hearted people in our
valley community.

National Reconciliation Week

Evelyn Ridge retirement village

Ms COUZENS (Geelong) — National
Reconciliation Week was acknowledged by many in
the Geelong community with a number of significant
events. I attended the National Sorry Day walk at
Wathaurong Aboriginal Cooperative, the City of
Greater Geelong’s launch of the reconciliation
projections on city hall, Reconciliation in the Park, and
Barwon Health’s reconciliation lunch with special guest
speaker Aunty Eleanor Bourke, who clearly stated that
self-determination is not a project. I also want to
acknowledge Corrina Eggles, Norm Stanley and the
Deadly Dancers for their Welcome to Country at the
many reconciliation events.

Mrs FYFFE — I also wish to congratulate the
Evelyn Ridge retirement village on holding a delicious
afternoon tea to raise money for breast cancer. A
whopping $4000-plus was raised.

Sir John Monash Awards

This year National Reconciliation Week was significant
as we acknowledge major milestones in Aboriginal and
Torres Strait Islander history. On 27 May it was the
50th anniversary of the 1967 referendum. Prior to 1967
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people did not
have the right to vote, to marry whom they choose, to
move to where they chose, to own property where they
chose, to be the legal guardian of their own children, to
receive the same pay for the same work or to drink
alcohol. This was Australia’s most successful
referendum. It saw over 90 per cent of Australians vote
to give the commonwealth the power to make laws for
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander peoples and
recognise them in the national census.

Mabo anniversary
Ms COUZENS — The date of 3 June was the
25th anniversary of the Mabo decision in the High
Court of Australia. The Mabo decision was named after
Eddie Mabo, the man who challenged the Australian
legal system and fought for recognition of the rights of
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander peoples as the
traditional owners of their lands. There is no doubt we
still have a long way to go.

Fire services
Mrs FYFFE — Last Saturday I spent the morning
at Mount Evelyn and Wandin North townships to hear
the concerns and views of locals on the Country Fire
Authority (CFA) legislation. The clear message was
that the presumptive rights legislation being on the
same bill as the fire services legislation was a con job.
People are disgusted that the Andrews government has
tied legislation to help firefighters with cancer to the
controversial CFA bill. I was asked again and again,
‘What has Peter Marshall and the United Firefighters
Union got over the Premier that he gives them exactly
what they want?’ Perhaps the member for Frankston
could tell us all what that is.

Laurie Larmer
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — While a great deal has
been written about World War II, the story of one
man’s experiences and memories personalises the story.
On Wednesday, 31 May, on behalf of the Minister for
Veterans, who fittingly is at the table today, and the
member for Essendon, I had the great honour to launch
a short film and book about the incredible story of local
lad Laurie Larmer who learned to fly a Halifax bomber
before he learnt to drive a car.
Laurie was called up for the war when he turned 18. He
trained as a bomber pilot and undertook nine bombing
raids over Germany during World War II. He never
forgot his experiences of those bombing raids, and in
2015 he wrote to the mayors of the towns that he had
bombed. His letter and the responses he received make
fascinating reading.
Laurie’s nine combat missions in the Halifax bomber
are long treasured, and he was among 106 war veterans
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in Australia to be decorated with France’s highest
military honour, the Legion of Honour. Out of
125 000 airmen in Bomber Command, 55 573 were
killed in action, including 3500 out of
10 000 Australians.
I want to thank the Minister for Veterans for his grant
of $25 000 that enabled this incredible story to be put
on video and in print. I also want to thank Judy
Maddigan, who on behalf of the Keilor East RSL led
this work and made sure that this fantastic video is there
for future generations. Fittingly, representatives of
Laurie’s old school, St Patrick’s College, were there to
watch the video and to be with him and his family to
celebrate this very moving story.

South-West Coast electorate sporting facilities
Ms BRITNELL (South-West Coast) — Last week I
was shown around our sporting grounds, particularly
the Reid Oval facility at Warrnambool. I want to thank
the people of the Warrnambool Football Club who
invited me to look at their facilities. Sport plays an
important part in our community in the South-West
Coast electorate. It makes sure people are healthy and
well and that they are interacting, so this is something
that I was very pleased to be able to see. We have got to
campaign and work hard to make sure that we upgrade
and keep the facilities good for both males and females,
including children, so that we have a healthy
environment to play and work in in South-West Coast.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
financial and performance outcomes 2015–16
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — I rise this morning
to make some comments on the report of the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC) 2015–16
financial and performance outcomes which was tabled
last sitting week. I firstly want to acknowledge my
colleagues on the committee, because this was a report
supported by all members — there was no minority
report — and it fairly reflects the collective views of the
membership of the committee.
I also want to acknowledge Dr Caroline Williams. This
is her first report as the new executive officer of the
committee, and Caroline and her team certainly have
kept up the tradition of PAEC in terms of the quality of
the work that has been done for the report.
The report includes 94 findings and
28 recommendations. While it is based on annual
reports provided by the departments and the responses
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to the questionnaires that the committee sends out, it
was also of course informed greatly by the public
hearings that occurred in February of this year. Each of
the seven departmental secretaries comes in in turn and
spends a number of hours with the committee, going
through their stewardship of their departments and
subsidiary bodies throughout the year. This is the
second year we have conducted public hearings as
opposed to simply sending questionnaires and
otherwise corresponding, and I think that is an
important initiative which delivers improved
accountability of the Victorian public sector and the
departments to the Parliament, which, after all, provides
the money that allows them to operate. I think that is a
valuable initiative.
Unfortunately there were some issues in extracting
information, it has to be said, and as the report notes at
page 8, three departments did not fully respond to the
committee’s requests for information. These were
situations where questions were taken on notice and the
information was simply either not provided or was
‘deficient’. That is the word that is used in the report,
and that reflects the circumstances adequately. One
instance was a request for the ambulance dispatch grid.
Indeed when the matter was raised further in the budget
estimates hearings we were effectively told that
Ambulance Victoria thought the ambulance dispatch
grid was too complicated for the committee so they
provided a narrative of how it works rather than
providing the grid itself. I am hopeful we might actually
get the information this time seeing as we have sought
it again, but they effectively refused to provide the
information when it was requested by the committee.
Similarly we asked for the classification of code 1 and
code 2 ambulance call-outs. Members may be aware
that there has been a change in the method of
categorisation between code 1 and code 2 call-outs, and
unfortunately that information was not provided. We
have sought that information again through the
estimates process, and I am hopeful this time the
committee might actually get the information required
from the department. Also, unfortunately from the same
department, the Department of Health and Human
Services, we sought details of almost $33 million worth
of reprioritisations — $32.9 million to be precise —
and that information was not forthcoming.
Finally, from the Department of Economic
Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources, we
sought details of the Future Industries Fund. Some
information was provided but again the figures were
aggregated to a point where effectively they did not
provide the committee with the information that was
sought. Again we have asked for further details
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through the estimates process, and I am hopeful that
that will be provided.
Just very quickly, we focused on the issue of the public
sector headcount, and we found that there are significant
issues affecting accuracy. While the model report is not
explicit in the way numbers should be counted, there are
substantial differences between the way numbers are
accounted for between departments and statutory
agencies. Some disclosed the statutory agencies
headcount as part of the department, others broke it out,
and a third group did not really tell us which approach
was taken. While the numbers are required to be
reported, how they are reported and whether they are
accurate is not clear, so there are a significant number of
recommendations around that issue.

Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption
Commission Committee: Review of protected
disclosures
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — I rise to speak on
the Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption
Commission Committee report, Improving Victoria’s
Whistleblowing Regime: A Review of the Protected
Disclosure Act 2012 (Vic). In doing that, I would like to
pay tribute to our chair, the member for Rowville, for
the work that he undertook as chair of the committee,
ensuring that we were able to bring a report to this
chamber that really was the consensus view of the
committee — there were some contentious issues as we
went through the committee report. I also thank the
member for Prahran; the member for Gippsland South;
Mr Ramsay, a member for Western Victoria in the
Legislative Council; Ms Symes, a member for Northern
Victoria in the Legislative Council; and my colleague
beside me, the member for Mordialloc, for what was
some very robust debate around what is an important
issue for us to deal with.
If we are going to uncover misconduct and corruption
within government bodies, it is important that we have
whistleblower legislation that meets the needs of
people, enabling them to actually disclose matters that
the community have a right to know about. That was
the attitude I think we all brought to the committee as
we went through this exercise.
I will not speak on all the recommendations in the
report, only a few, as I know that the member for
Rowville will cover the report itself more extensively,
but I do want to talk about a number of
recommendations. Recommendation 21 states:
That the Victorian government consult with the Office of the
Chief Parliamentary Counsel in order to reduce, where
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practicable, the number of internal and external legislative
cross-references in the —

Protected Disclosure Act.
The reason for doing that is it is really complex to try
and work your way through where you may apply for
protected disclosure and under what circumstances.
There are references and cross-references to a number
of other acts. It is important that we try and simplify
that measure.
The other thing that we talked a lot about was the
importance of education, particularly the capacity to use
online education tools to improve the knowledge and
understanding of both those within departments who
have to administer the act and those who may wish to
make a protected disclosure. It is really important that we
make sure that we consider how we use websites, videos
and educational tools to ensure that we are properly
protecting those who are making a disclosure for which
they should have protected disclosure; that they are not
discriminated against within those departments and
agencies when that occurs is so vitally important. We
heard from a number of witnesses who have been the
victims of intimidation when they have made a
disclosure and how this has kept them from continuing
on in their work — effectively they have lost their
jobs — and then they have found it very hard to get work
after that. I will talk a little bit about that in a moment.
Recommendation 5 is that the Victorian government
amend section 6 of the Independent Broad-based Anticorruption Commission Act 2011 to provide that a body
that receives substantial public funds is a public body for
the purposes of the act. This is to deal with the fact that
we have a number of larger bodies that receive large
sums of money from the state government in order to
function and yet they are not included within our
whistleblower legislation at this point in time. It is
important that we include them because they are the
receivers of public money and we do in fact need to feel
confident that they are using that money appropriately
and for the purposes for which they were given it. So we
are recommending that they be included within the act.
We also recommend that there be provision for
financial assistance to cover reasonable legal and career
transition costs for those who disclose, provided that
they are reasonable disclosures and that they stack up.
This is an important area for us. There was a huge
debate around whether there should be a reward or
compensation, and the committee came down on the
side of compensation on the basis that we need to make
sure that people are protected but we want people to
make these disclosures for the right reasons, not for
monetary ones. We want the government to do a bit
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more work in this area as well, to do a little bit more as
they review the act as to how that may be applied, but
we think it is important going forward that a
whistleblower knows that they will be looked after as
they disclose information.

Environment, Natural Resources and Regional
Development Committee: Country Fire
Authority Fiskville training college
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — I rise to speak
on the committee report on the inquiry into fire season
preparedness. We cannot talk about or touch on the
upcoming fire season and being prepared for it without
talking about the current destruction of the Country Fire
Authority (CFA) as we certainly know it in regional
Victoria. Being prepared for fire seasons certainly
includes planned burns and preventative burns, but all
of this is fruitless if we do not have the volunteers to
fight the fires.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Member for
Ovens Valley, which committee are you referring to?
Mr McCURDY — The Standing Committee on the
Environment and Planning December 2016 interim
report.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! That is a
Legislative Council committee.
Mr McCURDY — So I cannot speak on that
report?
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order!
Unfortunately, no.
Mr McCURDY — Then I will speak on the
Environment, Natural Resources and Regional
Development Committee Fiskville inquiry report that
was handed down.
I would be happy to make my contribution on the
Fiskville report because it involves similar issues to that
we are talking about. As deputy chair of the committee
for the Fiskville inquiry I certainly understand the way
the CFA has operated over many years, and now Peter
Marshall and his United Firefighters Union (UFU)
colleagues have decided to take it to pieces, with the
full support of the Andrews government. They are
trying to destroy the CFA and replace it with union
career firefighters, as we know. Fiskville is about the
CFA. Certainly the current destruction of the
CFA — —
Mr Richardson interjected.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Ovens Valley without assistance.
Mr McCURDY — Given the way the CFA will be
disempowered and destroyed, their morale is at an alltime low. I know in my community it is important that
the farmers, the tradies, the retailers, the teachers, the
nurses and the labourers — all those community people
who are helping to ensure that the CFA is still there to
fight another day and to protect their community, to
protect their neighbours and their families, and to ensure
that they are safe — stand up during this fight because
they are bending under the strain of a Premier who has
used everyone that he encountered along the way when
growing up in country Victoria. He pretends to be a
country lad but he has chosen to stand side by side and
arm in arm with the UFU. He is supporting the UFU,
which so proudly delivered and deceived Victorians at
the last election. It is nothing short of blackmail.
There were steps in the process along the way. The
CFA sacking the board was number one. Then the
government went on to sack the chief fire officer
(CFO), Joe Buffone. They accused him along the way
of wanting a pay rise, which was a cowardly act. Then
they sacked the former Minister for Emergency
Services, the member for Brunswick. All this was
during the Fiskville debate, or certainly sacking the
CFO was. They then told the volunteers that if they
want appliances — trucks, pumpers, slip-ons and so
forth — they had better keep their mouths shut. Clearly
that is what has been threatened.
They told the public that the fire services property levy
will not be going up for two years. That is certainly a
form of bribery to make sure that we do whatever we can
to get the legislation before us through. Then, just in case
there is a chance of reprisal, the final step, the final blow,
was linking presumptive rights to the destruction of the
CFA — another cowardly act. There is no doubt about it.
If Fire Rescue Victoria (FRV) is going to be the solution,
you would have thought that they would at least have the
guts to put up those aspects of the bill separately in terms
of the FRV and the presumptive rights legislation. With
that, I will leave my comments there.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
financial and performance outcomes 2015–16
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — What a joy it is to be
able to speak on the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee Report on the 2015–16 Financial and
Performance Outcomes dated May 2017. It is a
fantastic report, if I do say so myself. It is a great joy to
speak on this report — my second time to do so. It is
always wonderful when you have got new material.
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Ms Spence interjected.
Mr PEARSON — It was a good line last time; it is
a good line this week. I will probably use the same line
next sitting week, member for Yuroke.
I refer the house to page 14, item 2.2.3, ‘Gross state
product per capita in Australian states’, and specifically
finding 3, which states:
Victoria recorded strong gross state product and population
growth compared to other Australian states for 2015–16.
Victoria’s gross state product per capita is less remarkable
with growth of 1.3 per cent. Victoria ranked second after New
South Wales and was in line with the overall national figure.

Why I think this is important is it shows that the
economy is working and is working very effectively. It
is interesting. Having looked at recent economic
history, Victoria was seen back in the 1990s as a rustbelt state and more recently it has been seen as having
been left behind in the wake of Western Australia as it
started to move mountains of iron ore to China. What
has happened since the collapse of the iron ore price is a
readjustment in the national economy and the state
economy. Effectively what has happened is that with
that decline in the iron ore price, rather than seeing the
nation or the state going into recession, we have seen
the economy continuing to grow and prosper, and that
is partly due to the fact that we have continued to have
migration occurring. We have got a lot of skilled
migration, and Victoria’s population is continuing to
grow as a result of international, interstate and natural
increases. At a national level we have cut interest rates,
we have got a flexible exchange rate, we have got a
flexible labour market and we have not embarked upon
the sort of crazy austerity programs that have been de
rigueur in other jurisdictions.
What this points to is the fact that markets work. In an
age where you have got the rise of protectionism, be it
espoused by people like Donald Trump or others, it is
important to make sure that we keep the policy settings
right so that the economy has got the ability to adjust to
these changing forces. You do not want to have a set of
circumstances where we retreat back behind a tariff
wall, like we did in the 1950s and 1960s, where we
remove ourselves from participating in Asian markets,
where we cut back migration, where we abandon
enterprise bargaining arrangements and return to
centralised wage fixing. That is not the future. That will
not lead to prosperity and growth. There is a very clear
reason why we have not had a recession in this country
or in this state since 1991 or 1992. It is because these
policy settings have been adjusted and because they
work, and that is reflected in this level of economic
activity and growth.
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I also refer to item 2.2.4, industry gross value added.
Industry gross value added is a measure. It is basically
the contribution that various industries make in terms of
productivity. You are looking at the output prices of
goods and services minus their input costs. There is a
very good table on page 15 of the report which runs
through some of those areas. For example, it should
come as no surprise that construction is very high and
that rental hiring and real estate services are very high.
Again this is a function of having open markets and
greater levels of population growth and migration.
When you have got that level of fluidity in your policy
settings the market is able to respond and this level of
economic expansion can occur effectively unimpeded.
That is a very good thing. Of course market failure
exists, and there is a role for the state to intervene where
there is market failure, but it is about making sure that
we keep the economy on a smooth track, that the policy
settings are right and that this is reflected in the
economic figures — the growth figures. I commend the
state of the economy.

Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption
Commission Committee: Review of protected
disclosures
Mr WELLS (Rowville) — I am pleased to speak on
the third report of the Victorian Parliament’s
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission
Committee, Improving Victoria’s Whistleblowing
Regime: A Review of the Protected Disclosure Act
2012. On behalf of the deputy chair, who is the member
for Footscray, and myself, I will begin by saying a big
thanks to our staff, who did outstanding work on a
report that was difficult and also very technical:
executive officer, Sandy Cook; researcher, Dr Stephen
James; and our administration officer, Justine Donohue.
I also thank the committee members: the members for
Footscray, Prahran, Mordialloc and Gippsland South in
the Legislative Assembly and members Jaclyn Symes
and Simon Ramsay in the other place. The committee
worked in a very constructive, efficient and effective
way. Yes, there were some very difficult topics that we
came across and had to work through, but the way the
committee worked was, I thought, outstanding. I am
extremely grateful for that.
The committee was established following the creation
of the Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption
Commission Committee and the Victorian Inspectorate
by the previous Liberal-Nationals government in 2011.
At the time the creation of IBAC was described by the
government as among the most far-reaching and
fundamental reforms of the anti-corruption and
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integrity system in Victoria’s history. In December
2015 we brought down a report, Strengthening
Victoria’s Key Anti-Corruption Agencies?. The report
identified concerns by key stakeholders regarding the
nature and operation of protected disclosures, better
known as the whistleblower regime. The committee
decided to review the whistleblowing regime, and as a
result we tabled a report yesterday.
It was difficult for the committee in some respects to
look at the way that whistleblowers are being treated. It
is well known that whistleblowers can suffer reprisals
for exposing wrongdoings. The Protected Disclosure
Act 2012 is one way of trying to protect whistleblowers
against reprisals, in part by safeguarding their identity
and the contents of their disclosures. It also helps that
whistleblowers have the confidence to come forward
when they are going to report any wrongdoings. That is
easier said than done.
A number of witnesses who had been whistleblowers
came forward to give evidence. I think some would say
they regretted coming forward to blow the whistle on a
wrongdoing. Others said that despite what had
happened to them, they had no regrets. In some
situations people lost their jobs. There were also
financial difficulties and, in some cases, financial ruin
because they came forward to blow the whistle on what
they believed was wrongdoing. In many of the cases we
heard about the whistleblower actually proved that what
they were saying was correct. In one case that we heard
about recently the whistleblower actually had to sell his
house in order to keep financially afloat. When we
asked people, ‘Would you do it all again?’, there were
some reservations about the fact they came forward. As
I said earlier, some said that they should have never
come forward. As a result they would have never come
forward to blow the whistle on a wrongdoing,
especially in areas around corruption or where staff are
being underpaid. That would have continued, maybe
for many, many years, which would have been
blatantly wrong.
Recommendation 22 dealt with the term ‘protected
disclosure’. If you ask people what protected disclosure
actually means, many will say, ‘I have no idea’. When
people want to blow the whistle or want to understand
what the whistleblower regime is in Victoria, they
search ‘whistleblowers’. One of the
recommendations — it is only a very simple one — is
to change the title of the legislation to Protected
Disclosure (Whistleblower Protection) Act 2012. That
means that when you go into Google and type
‘whistleblower’, it will come up automatically and you
will not have to scroll down for pages and pages to
work out what protected disclosures are.
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Another recommendation concerns disclosure to
journalists. We are asking the government to do more
work around that to see whether that is a positive step
forward.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
financial and performance outcomes 2015–16
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — It is a
pleasure this morning to speak on the 11th Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC) report of
the 58th Parliament, Report on the 2015–16 Financial
and Performance Outcomes. As the members of PAEC
have just finished their estimates hearing process, I
would like to thank them for their hard work. But I
must admit that in attending a number of the hearings I
was a little dismayed and disappointed by some of the
shenanigans, tantrums and nasty questions during those
hearings. It is a very esteemed committee.
I am very pleased to be able to say that, upon reading
this report, PAEC is back to producing some of its best
work. It really does say a lot about how important the
work of PAEC is when you take the time to have a look
at this very comprehensive report. I note the comments
of the chair, the member for Essendon, who has already
spoken on this excellent report. He talked about the
work of the committee being about striving for
consensus, and this was a unanimous report of the
committee. He said in the introduction:
The report reflects the strong PAEC tradition of
multi‑partisanship.

What is this report about? It has got 98 findings and
28 recommendations and is a report that really shows, as
I said, PAEC working at its best and trying to provide
extra transparency, scrutiny and accountability in the
way that the government and government departments
work. I noticed that the secretaries and senior officials of
the seven government departments appeared before the
committee to answer questions about financial and
performance outcomes. I note again the chair’s
comments that for the most part they provided valuable
responses to the committee’s questions.
As I said, this is a comprehensive report, and I will take
what limited time I have to comment on two parts of
the report. Firstly, I refer to the economic review. You
see in finding 1 of the report that Victoria’s gross state
product growth for 2015–16 of 3.3 per cent was above
the trend rate of 2.75 per cent and the initial 2015–16
budget estimates of 2.5 per cent. Victoria is doing very
well. When you read the report you see there is lots of
information about our strong budget surplus, the AAA
credit rating being confirmed and strong jobs growth.
There have been over 200 000 jobs created since we
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came into power at the last election. There is a
population growth whereby nearly 100 000 people a
year are coming to Victoria, and a property market, the
report says, that continues to perform strongly.
After years of hibernation under the previous LiberalNationals government, Victoria is again the best place
to live, work and raise a family. You see a ringing
endorsement of this not only in the economic overview
provided in this report. Earlier this week I picked up a
copy of the Age in trying to support the Fairfax
organisation — we certainly do not want to be a onepaper town. Its editorial headed ‘Reasons for optimism
on Victorian economy’ says:
On net, the Age believes that although the national economy
appears to be slowing, Victorians should be pretty insouciant.
The state’s economy is being underpinned by high levels of
population growth. This is creating demand for goods and
services, which in turn creates jobs. Our confidence is further
buoyed by the embrace by the Victorian and federal
governments of investment in the infrastructure compelled by
that population growth.

Indeed the PAEC report goes on to talk about this very
thing in chapter 7. It talks about how valuable,
important and big the asset investment is that this
government is making. It reports a record $4.7 billion,
and that comprises $4.2 billion of direct investment
expenditure and $590 million in public-private
partnerships. It has some very good recommendations
about what we should do to make sure that publicprivate partnerships are indeed more open to be
scrutinised by the public, the commentariat, the media
and of course some academics. Most of our investment
has been in health, but the public-private partnerships
have been an excellent way of delivering really good
schools. It means that principals can be educational
leaders and innovators rather than being involved in
cleaning out the gutters and tidying the garden. I note
that recommendation 16 asks very clearly for
departments to provide a two to three-page explanation
about how these public-private partnerships provide
benefits to the state and the public. I compliment the
members on the report.

BUDGET PAPERS 2017–18
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I
move:
That this house takes note of the 2017–2018 budget papers.

I am very pleased to speak on the motion on the 2017–18
budget. It is very good that the house has once again this
opportunity to talk about what was another terrific Labor
budget. It was only handed down a few short weeks ago,
but already it is a budget that is having an impact on the
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Victorian community. I want to particularly start by
talking about how it is having an impact on my electorate
of Bendigo East. I will start on that incredible investment
that has been made in the area of family violence. This is
such a hallmark feature of this government’s work in
Victorian policy development. The $1.9 billion that has
been invested in this year’s state budget is going to make
a real difference, and this is not just me saying this. I
would like to quote from the chief executive officer of
the Annie North Women’s Refuge, Julie Oberin, who in
the Bendigo Advertiser of 2 May 2017 described the
funding as an amazing investment. She said:
It’s just so welcome to see that this investment is genuine and
that it’s more than it was last year and we thought last year
was pretty impressive.
It means that they are serious about doing what the royal
commission recommended so it’s very welcome for us who
have been working away in this area for a very long time
without many resources or commitments from previous
governments.

She also went on to make, I think, what is the most
important observation about why this investment is so
important. She went on to say that the funding would
mean services in Bendigo would be better placed to
support women and children fleeing family violence.
And that is what this investment is all about. It is about
helping those whose lives are devastatingly affected by
the impacts of family violence. We know it
disproportionately affects women and children, and this
is why this funding is so important, because it is going
to go directly into supporting women and children, as
Julie mentioned.
Another area of the budget that has been important for
the Bendigo community is the $3.9 million investment
in the justice portfolio for the Bendigo law courts to
have planning undertaken to look at the future needs of
that court precinct. I was pleased to see also in the
Bendigo Advertiser that the Bendigo Law Association
has welcomed this funding commitment. There is a lot
of work to be done in this court precinct, but we
cannot do that work until the necessary planning work
has been undertaken, and $3.9 million in funding
means a significant amount of planning can be
undertaken. It is a significant investment in looking at
what should be considered by the government in the
future development of the courts precinct.
Schools also in my community received a significant
investment of funding in this recent state budget. I was
pleased on the morning of the state budget to be
standing in the playground at Spring Gully Primary
School announcing a $5.17 million commitment to that
school. I was there on budget morning 12 months ago
announcing the planning money — a commitment we
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had given to the school so they could undertake their
planning — and it is a great credit to the school that
they got cracking as quickly as possible. We are now at
the stage where we are talking about building new
school buildings at Spring Gully Primary School, and
the same too for Big Hill Primary School — there is a
$2 million investment for new school facilities at Big
Hill Primary School.
Of course that wonderful commitment of funding for
Kalianna — the $10 million commitment to Kalianna
special school — comes on top of the significant
investment in last year’s budget. I know as the member
for Bendigo West you were pretty happy about that
funding as well, Deputy Speaker, and it was just such a
delight for us to join with the Premier on the Friday
after the budget to talk with the parents, teachers and
staff at that wonderful school. Great credit goes to the
principal, Peter Bush, for the wonderful leadership he
shows at the school. They have fought long and hard
for this upgrade, and it will make such a huge
difference to that wonderful school community in
supporting great education outcomes.
There are also broader statewide investments that we
know will have a great impact on our community in
Bendigo. The funding to double the first home owner
grant to $20 000 just for new homes in regional
Victoria is going to be a great boost. It is a great boost
for younger people and young families in our
electorates who are looking at getting into the housing
market and buying their first home. We know there are
plenty of great blocks of land around Bendigo that they
can make these investments in, and I know that for
communities like Strathfieldsaye, Epsom, Huntly,
Eaglehawk North and those places in my electorate this
will be welcome news seeing housing developments in
those areas. It is also great for our local building and
construction industry. This will continue to encourage a
lot of the investment in new houses, which of course is
a great boost for local jobs as well.
While we are talking about jobs too, I really do give
great credit to the Treasurer and the Premier for their
commitment to cut payroll tax by 25 per cent for all
businesses operating substantially in regional Victoria.
We know that this is going to support around
4000 businesses. It is again a real signal that we
understand the need to support regional businesses to
help them bring on extra staff members. I refer to the
Bendigo Advertiser of 2 May, where the CEO of
Be.Bendigo, the Bendigo business council, Leah
Sertori, talked about how this investment ‘is sending a
really important signal to business to have confidence
in operating in Victoria’ and ‘that this is a state
government that really recognises the impost of payroll
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tax that kicks in’. Again, another great endorsement of
a great Labor budget from our community in Bendigo.
Sticking to the regions, I also want to talk about regional
public transport investment as well. The budget provided
for $311 million to purchase even more VLocity trains.
This investment in this year’s budget brings the total to
87 VLocity trains that we have purchased over our first
three budgets, all of them made here in Victoria at
Bombardier in Dandenong, and they are a much-needed
addition to our regional train network. Of course we had
a bit of catch up to do. For two years the previous Liberal
government did not order one single regional train
carriage. In our first three budgets we have ordered 87.
The first of the ones that we ordered in our first budget in
2015 are coming off the production line, and they are
making, as I said, a huge difference to our regional
public transport network.
We also announced as part of the budget how we intend
to spend the $1.45 billion that regional Victoria is
entitled to through the federal government’s asset
recycling initiative. Under the umbrella of the next
stage of our regional rail revival, we want to invest
every single dollar of that $1.45 billion into regional
public transport. For those of us who live in the regions,
work in the regions and love living in the regions, we
know how important that regional public transport has
become to help people move around.
So whilst there are upgrades on every regional
passenger line, there is a significant allocation of funds
under this package for the Gippsland line — a
$435 million commitment for the Gippsland line. There
is $100 million for the Warrnambool line upgrade, and
that would be great for Warrnambool because not only
would it bring extra services, but it would also bring
VLocity trains to that community for the very first time.
There is $110 million for the first stage of Surf Coast
rail, which is about doing that necessary work to plan
for the future growth that we know is coming through
that Geelong corridor. There are works on improving
the north-east line — the Ballarat line — and also a
significant element of the package is for upgrades to the
Bendigo–Echuca line, again enabling us to run faster
and more services on that corridor.
This has been the subject of a bit of conjecture in recent
times. Of course we know that the federal government
are trying to work their way through this issue, and I
have been having many a conversation with the federal
Minister for Infrastructure and Transport, Darren
Chester, about how we can make sure that every single
dollar that Victoria is entitled to through the asset
recycling initiative comes to Victoria and then comes to
be invested in regional public transport and regional rail.
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Certainly in our first two budgets we have made a big
investment in regional public transport. I mentioned the
87 extra train carriages that we have ordered. We have
also put on nearly 600 additional services in regional
Victoria in just on two years; the 574 services we have
added to the regional public transport timetable in two
years demonstrates that we have been making big and
real investments.
This year’s budget also provides funding for the
Shepparton rail line to be upgraded; there is $43 million
to upgrade the Shepparton line. It is about doing the
infrastructure works. It is about making the
improvements that corridor needs to get the extra
services that the community deserves. Of course we all
know about the neglect of this line by the previous
Liberal-Nationals government. Who would have
known that Shepparton had had two ministers
representing it during the last government? The
previous member for Shepparton, a National Party
member, was a minister in that government, and a
member for Northern Victoria Region who bases
herself in Shepparton was also in cabinet. You would
have thought they might have spoken up around the
cabinet table and tried to get some money for
Shepparton in their budgets, but they did not.
Once again it has taken a Labor government to make
another investment in regional rail, just as we did with
regional fast rail and just as we did with the regional
rail link. We are getting on with our regional rail revival
as the next big step change in improvements in regional
public transport.
I just want to finish by talking about the investments we
are making in metropolitan public transport. Our first
two budgets saw record investment in public transport,
whether it was fully funding the Metro Tunnel, the
investments in our level crossing removal program,
other improvements across the suburban network, the
extension of the rail line to Mernda, the duplication
along the Hurstbridge line or the duplication along the
Altona line. All these improvements are being built on
in this year’s budget with a real focus on how we can
keep Melbourne moving during the period of major
construction works.
Part of our investment in this year’s budget is bringing
forward $846 million for our level crossing removal
program. In the financial year that is coming to a close
we have spent $2 billion on our level crossing removal
program and getting rid of those dangerous and
congested level crossings. If we want to move faster in
getting rid of our level crossings, we obviously need the
money to flow and to keep up with it. The funds being
brought forward in this year’s budget mean that we can
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bring forward the removal of those dangerous and
congested level crossings. To date we have removed
10 level crossings. Construction is underway on 13
more. We have recently released another batch of
tenders to the market to remove a further dozen level
crossings, and that is another billion dollars worth of
investment in the Victorian community.
We know that these level crossings create jobs as
well — jobs in the suburbs, jobs in the local
communities, jobs in the construction sector. We also
know that there are spin-offs in the local areas. Whether
it is the local coffee shops or takeaway shops that are
benefiting from having increased workers in their local
areas, the level crossing removal program is having
great success on so many levels — —
Mr Eren — And veterans!
Ms ALLAN — And the Veterans in Construction
program. We are partnering with some great
organisations to help more people get their start on our
level crossing program.
There are just a couple of other quick things that we are
doing for the metropolitan network in this year’s budget.
The budget provided $187 million to shift stabling from
Carrum. Why do we need to shift stabling from Carrum?
Because we are getting rid of the level crossing in
Carrum and we have got an opportunity to do some great
precinct development in that area, so we are moving the
stabling to Kananook. What we are also doing as part of
this is putting in additional stabling. Because guess
what? We know that with the completion of the Metro
Tunnel we will be able to run more trains. To run more
trains we need more stabling. That is why we are getting
ahead of the game. We are doing the works now. We are
preparing the ground now for the network to be ready
when the Metro Tunnel is opened.
I mentioned the Hurstbridge line earlier. The budget
provides another $5 million to do further planning for
the second stage. You can only have a second stage of
the Hurstbridge line upgrade if you have done the first,
and we are doing the first right now. We are
moving — —
Ms Ward interjected.
Ms ALLAN — That is true. As you can hear, the
member for Eltham is very vocal in her support. She
has been a terrific advocate, along with the member for
Ivanhoe, for this upgrade and improvement, and we are
doing that.
This year’s budget also provides funding to make the
Night Network a permanent feature on our train, tram
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and bus timetables. I know the Minister for Tourism
and Major Events loves the Night Network.
Mr Eren — Absolutely.
Ms ALLAN — It has been great for our hospitality
industry and our visitor economy. It has been great for
those shift workers who work in those industries, and
the health industry as well, to get in and out of the city
safely late at night.
Finally, another 10 trams have been ordered. Once
again they are being made in Dandenong by
Bombardier. These build on the trams ordered by
previous Labor governments. It is Labor governments
that make the big investments that are needed in public
transport — in the regions, in the suburbs, in rolling
stock, in adding more services. Once again, this is
another great Labor budget that continues that tradition
of providing the services that communities need.
Mr HODGETT (Croydon) — After three years of
Labor we are less safe, still stuck in traffic, getting less
and paying more. But the 2017–18 budget’s stand-out
feature is a huge blowout in the public sector workforce
and its cost. On 18 December 2016 the Herald Sun
observed:
Victoria’s public sector wage bill has blown out by billions of
dollars in the past two years following a massive hiring spree
by the Andrews government.
The latest data from the Australian Bureau of Statistics
showed the number of public servants in Victoria jumped by
18 700 in the past two years — accounting for more than
80 per cent of bureaucrats hired by state and territory
governments since 2013–14.
In the same period, the NSW government slashed its public
service by 8900 and its wage bill rose by just $256 million
with salary increases.
Victoria’s hiring spree has added more than $2.5 billion to the
taxpayer-funded bill since Labor came to power.

In this budget public sector wage costs will increase by
a further $1 billion, which is unsustainable. Members
opposite carp and whinge, but whatever you do you
have got to be able to pay for it, and this is
unsustainable.
The Treasurer claims that there will be cuts to the
public sector workforce, but Labor is chronically
unable to do this, hemmed in as it is by the Community
and Public Sector Union and militant unions such as the
CFMEU and the Rail, Tram and Bus Union. The
Treasurer may claim that they will be able to cut the
public sector workforce, but we know that Labor will
not be able to do this because they are chronically
unable to sever their links to unions. Most Victorians
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should be concerned by this ever-increasing burden of
public sector salary and wage costs, because with many
commentators suggesting that interest rates will rise, we
cannot rely on the so-called ‘housing boom’ to prop up
the state’s coffers forever and ever.
I would, however, like to turn to portfolio matters, and it
is appropriate that I follow on from the Minister for
Public Transport. This government makes an art form of
hiding its inability to properly manage Victoria’s money.
We see in budget paper 3 that the cost of Southland rail
station has increased by more than $5 million to above
$25 million. That is for a relatively simple design with
two single-face platforms, an underpass connecting the
two and minimum other facilities. The previous coalition
Liberal-Nationals government even did some of the
preparatory track work and signalling changes, yet
compared with two years ago the Southland station is a
year late, with its opening now expected in December
2017, although January 2018 is a possibility. So it is late
and over budget: Labor writ large. Labor have a very
poor track record of delivering major projects; cost
overruns, blowouts, overtime and over budget are
common when it comes to Labor running major projects
in our state of Victoria.
Then we have Melbourne Metro that in recent times
Labor has claimed would come in at between $9 billion
and $11 billion, although a more recent quoted figure
was $10.9 billion. It has now had the $55 million highcapacity signalling trial that is to occur on part of the
South Morang line — and we would like to have an
update on how that trial is going, Minister, including its
estimated cost. Melbourne Metro is now to cost
Victorians at least $11.031 billion. So there is an
unexplained $75 million blowout that is not related to
the high-capacity signalling trial. Since Melbourne
Metro is not opening until at least 2026, its costs have
already blown out nine years before — that has to be a
first for Labor.
The Institute of Public Affairs’ Gideon Rozner wrote
The Impact of Prohibitive Cost of Building in
Victoria about Victoria’s outrageous building costs,
finding that an estimated $3.27 billion of the suggested
$10.9 billion Melbourne Metro costs could be linked to
the cost premium of enterprise bargaining agreements.
In other words, with a line worker under a Metro Trains
Melbourne 2016 award paid an incredible $177 618 per
annum, Victorians are paying through the nose.
Regrettably, under the Premier Labor has abolished the
very worthwhile building construction code. The IPA
made the point that instead of these hugely excessive
labour costs we could have purchased 125 suburban
trains at a cost of $16 million each.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and MINISTERS STATEMENTS
1656

ASSEMBLY

Labor’s 2017–18 budget also features a two-year delay
to the anticipated completion date for the Comeng
suburban trains life extension project that is supposed to
cost $75 million, and which Metro is undertaking at
Craigieburn. Like the $9 million Latrobe Valley railways
station minor upgrade at Trafalgar, Moe, Morwell and
Traralgon, on which Labor only spent a pathetic
$140 000 in 2016–17 due to delays in site remediation
and obtaining land for commuter car parking, the
Comeng train projector is again behind schedule.
The completion date for the extension of the South
Morang line has blown out in this budget by six months
to as late as June 2019. Once again, unlike the previous
Liberal-Nationals government that completed the
regional rail link to Melbourne’s west well under
budget — allowing savings to be redirected to
abolishing the Main Road, St Albans level crossing and
well ahead of time — Labor cannot finish these projects
on time or on budget.
The next item is the huge blowout in what Labor
originally said was the $5 billion to $6 billion level
crossing removal project. This has become a
$6.878 billion project, and yet Labor is still ignoring the
wishes of local communities. At Murrumbeena and
elsewhere on the Dandenong line, the huge intrusive
sky rail pylons are partly shrinkwrapped in plastic to try
and prevent graffiti. Local residents, whose properties
are being devalued, know once sky rail opens these
pylons will be rapidly covered in tags and other graffiti,
and as usual state government agencies will fail to take
any action to remove these ugly tags.
Graffiti along rail corridors — on buildings, on
fencelines — is already extremely unsightly for
residents in and around Melbourne or Victoria, and
visitors to our state. It is terrible to ride the train and see
unsightly graffiti on all the buildings and fences. Metro
Trains Melbourne is only required to remove graffiti
within 50 metres of the end of a station platform under
its franchise. Maybe this is something the government
can look at under the franchise agreement.
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QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Brighton incident
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — My question is to
the Deputy Premier. Yesterday the Premier defended
Yacqub Khayre’s parole by saying not only was he
‘eligible for parole’, but it would appear on the advice
that he had the offender had ‘been compliant with the
terms and conditions of the parole granted to him’.
Deputy Premier, do you support the Premier’s comments
that granting parole to this man was justified?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! It may be that the
member for Rowville and the member for Eltham wish
to take their conversation outside the chamber.
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — I thank
the Leader of The Nationals for his question. Let me
make a few things clear for the Leader of The Nationals
and for everyone opposite. This offender was sentenced
in 2012, sentenced under the sentencing laws of those
opposite — the sentencing laws of the former
government. I would further add that the Director of
Public Prosecutions (DPP) did not appeal that sentence.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for
Tourism and Major Events!
Mr Walsh — On a point of order, Speaker, on the
issue of relevance, the question was very specific about
whether the Deputy Premier supported the Premier’s
comments that this man should have been out on
parole, and I would ask you to bring him back to
actually answering that question. It is a very specific
question that he should be answering.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, the
Deputy Premier was being completely relevant to the
question.

Business interrupted under sessional orders.
Honourable members interjecting.

ABSENCE OF MINISTERS
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — I advise
the house that the Premier will be absent during
question time today. I will answer questions on his
behalf. I advise the house that the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing will not be present during
question time today. The Minister for Health will
answer questions in his place.

Ms Allan — I appreciate those opposite were
doing a lot of shouting and not a lot of listening during
the course of the questioning, so they may not have
heard it correctly, but the question went to issues of
parole and the Premier’s comments yesterday. The
Deputy Premier in answering the question is quite
entitled to add some additional comments because we
cannot always trust what those opposite say in their
questions, so I think the Deputy Premier is being
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entirely relevant to the question that was asked and
should be allowed to keep answering, given he has
only been going for a few seconds.
Mr Hodgett — On the point of order, Speaker, the
Deputy Premier was asked a very specific question
about whether he supported the Premier’s comments
yesterday. The Leader of the House might not have
been listening to the Premier yesterday — she barely
listens to him — but we quoted him and were asking
the Deputy Premier whether he is supporting those
comments. We would ask you to direct him back to
answering that question.
Mr Pakula — On the point of order, Speaker, the
member for Croydon made one mistake in his
contribution: he said that the Leader of The Nationals
was quoting the Premier. In fact he did not quote the
Premier. He did what he always does; he verballed the
Premier.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
Mr MERLINO — As always, verballing people —
the Premier did not make those comments. Let me
make it clear: the offender was sentenced under the
sentencing laws of the former government in 2012. The
DPP did not appeal that sentence. The offender was
paroled under the parole system set up by the former
government. We have been fixing sentencing laws. We
have been fixing the parole system. We have halved the
number of people on parole in our community, and the
Premier is taking a proposal to the Council of
Australian Governments on Friday that the Australian
Federal Police and ASIO must have a direct role in the
decision-making of delivering parole for people who
are on the terror watchlist.
Supplementary question
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — Yesterday in the
upper house the Minister for Corrections advised that
there are 22 individuals within the corrections system
with known terror links, some of whom are not behind
bars but are out on parole or community correction
orders. Deputy Premier, how many of these individuals
at large in the community are being monitored by
Victoria Police?
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — I thank
the Leader of The Nationals for his question. The
answer is five, and they are being monitored by
Victoria Police.
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Counterterrorism
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — I rise to
update the house on work the government is doing to
respond to recent terrorist incidents, including in
Brighton on Monday. Violent extremism is a reality, and
we have to confront it in our state, across our nation and
internationally. We need to work together to keep our
community safe, not just by sharing information but by
sharing responsibility. We need to learn from incidents
like Brighton and ensure we have the best arrangements
in place to respond to threats to our safety.
The police investigation into Brighton continues, and a
coronial inquiry is underway. At the same time the
Council of Australian Governments meeting on Friday
will provide an opportunity for further discussions on
changes that we all need to make. At the meeting
Victoria will table a proposal that will see states partner
with the commonwealth when it comes to parole
decision-making. This will ensure that commonwealth
security agencies, including the Australian Federal
Police and ASIO, actively participate in parole
decisions for persons on the terror watchlist —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Malvern is warned.
Mr MERLINO — not consulting, not advising but
active in the decision-making. For the first time this
would see the commonwealth have direct involvement
in the granting of parole for persons on the terror
watchlist. This makes sense, as the most up-to-date
information about persons of interest is often held by
commonwealth security agencies.
These are important changes, but the threat to our
society from violent extremism requires us to go well
beyond changes to parole laws. The Victorian
government remains determined to counter violent
extremism. We will work with the commonwealth and
with other states and territories to respond to the
evolving threat of terrorism.

Crime
Mr HODGETT (Croydon) — My question is to the
Deputy Premier. Victorians will be horrified to discover
that Yacqub Khayre was not on our state’s terror
watchlist, or as the chief commissioner said, not a
person of concern to authorities despite his previous
arrest in connection with the Holsworthy army barracks
terrorism plot, as well as the knowledge that he went to
Somalia to learn bomb-making skills in addition to his
previous convictions for violent crime. Deputy Premier,
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given state authorities are responsible for the delivery
of counterterrorism, what on earth does a person have
to do to be placed on a terror watchlist in Victoria?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Attorney-General
will come to order — and the Minister for Police.
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — This is
extraordinary and true to form. Just like the Leader of
the Opposition and just like the member for Gembrook,
the deputy leader of the Liberals is wrong, wrong,
wrong. The fact is the offender was on the watchlist.
The offender was a person of interest. This was
confirmed by Chief Commissioner Graham Ashton, so
the question is completely and utterly incorrect and
completely without foundation, true to the form of
those on the opposite side.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Government members
will come to order, as will the member for Ringwood.
Supplementary question
Mr HODGETT (Croydon) — Violent crime has
been spiralling out of control for two years with
carjackings, home invitations and assaults. There are
serious flaws in the bail, sentencing and parole systems
under your watch. Deputy Premier, how many tragedies
do Victorians have to endure before your government
finally implements long mandatory jail terms for
violent criminals?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Yan
Yean!
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) —
Implementing all of the recommendations of Callinan,
fixing your mess — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MERLINO — Yes, we have. We have been
fixing their mess on sentencing and on bail, halving the
number of people on parole in our community, making
improvements in terms of community correction orders
and putting 3000 additional police in our community.
They have a record that is shameful, with no investment
in terms of additional police, and we have been fixing
their mess on bail and sentencing.
Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Clarinda!
Ms Ryall — On a point of order, Speaker, the Deputy
Premier is debating the question rather than answering
the question, and I would ask you to draw him back to
actually answering the question that was asked.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Mr MERLINO — In my last 20 seconds I will just
reiterate the point. The offender in Brighton was
sentenced under the sentencing laws of the former
government. He was paroled under the parole laws set
up by the former government. We are fixing their mess.
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, can I
just refer you on a point of clarity back to question 1,
where the Deputy Premier said that Yacqub Khayre had
not been defended by the Premier. Can I refer the Deputy
Premier to a news.com.au item that says, and I quote:
… Mr Andrews defended the offender’s parole, saying he
‘was eligible’ and had ‘been compliant with the terms and
conditions of the parole granted to him’.

The Deputy Premier is misleading the house by saying
that the Premier did not say what he said.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order. Points of order need to be taken immediately on
these sorts of issues.

Ministers statements: Victoria Police
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — Yesterday I
spoke about the brave and dedicated special operations
group (SOG) and critical incident response team
(CIRT) members of Victoria Police, police members
who ran into fire and ran into harm on Monday night as
part of the terrorism event. On Monday night three of
these brave and highly skilled officers were injured.
One was treated at the scene, but two were taken to the
Alfred hospital with more serious injuries, and I wanted
to update the house on their status today.
The injuries sustained are more serious. They are not
life-threatening, but they are more serious than
originally thought. One of the officers sustained serious
injuries to his hand from gun pellets, and that has meant
surgery has been required with significant skin grafts.
The second officer had surgery for significant shoulder,
neck and facial injuries. They are in good spirits despite
this and are supported by senior command, families and
their colleagues. I want to thank them again and let
them know that they have this government’s
unwavering support.
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We know the risks and we know the dangers they face
at every incident they attend, whether it is Malaysia
Airlines, family violence sieges or the kicking down of
doors of outlaw motorcycle gangs when they engage in
counterterrorism events. For that selfless work they
deserve all of our support — our 100 per cent
support — and gratitude. That is why it was so
concerning last week to see the opposition leader and
some of our Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
Liberal team attack the operational expertise of this
highly skilled, highly trained professional workforce.
Mr Hodgett — On a point of order, Speaker, I
suggest that the minister is not compliant with sessional
order 5, and I ask you to bring her back to complying
with sessional order 5.
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Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — I thank
the Leader of The Nationals for his question, and I
would like to answer it in two ways. Firstly, in regard to
the incident, and as the Minister for Corrections
outlined yesterday, there will be an investigation into
the management of the offender whilst in custody and
whilst out in the community on parole. There will be an
investigation into those matters, and if we need to make
further changes to our parole system, we will.
I would like to make the point, though, for those
opposite: we have the toughest parole regime in the
country. We have halved the number of people on
parole in our community.
Honourable members interjecting.

The SPEAKER — Order! I do ask the minister to
come back to making a ministers statement.

The SPEAKER — Order! Government members!
Order! The member for Essendon and the member for
Macedon will come to order.

Ms NEVILLE — A number of SOG members and
CIRT members have raised serious concerns with
executive command about how they were treated last
week, and that is why I am calling on the opposition
leader and those opposite to apologise to this highly
skilled team, particularly whilst they are overseeing
and caring for two of their members who are
significantly injured.

Mr MERLINO — These changes have resulted in a
74 per cent reduction in the number of prisoners being
convicted of serious or violent offences while on
parole. So we have got the toughest parole system in
the nation. If we need to make further changes, we will,
subject to the investigation into this particular matter.

Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, a
ministers statement is not an opportunity to ask the
opposition to do something. The fact of the matter is
that the Leader of the Opposition raised issues that the
public were raising and that were raised in the media,
and for the brave minister to get up when the Leader of
the Opposition is not here and have a go at him is
absolutely despicable.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order. The minister has concluded her statement.

Parole laws
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — My question is to
the Deputy Premier. Given what we learnt about
Yacqub Khayre over the last 24 hours, particularly the
previous terror links — and he also trained in making
bombs in Somalia — does your government have any
intention of changing Victoria’s parole laws, or is your
response simply to abdicate responsibility for
Victorians’ safety to the federal government?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Attorney-General
and the Minister for Police will come to order. The
Leader of The Nationals has asked a question.

In regard to terror, terror does not respect international
borders or national borders. We do need to partner with
the commonwealth on security issues. So what the
Premier is putting to the Council of Australian
Governments on Friday is that the Australian Federal
Police (AFP) and ASIO must have a direct role in the
decision-making of parole for persons on the terror
watchlist. It is a joint responsibility.
It is not acceptable for the Prime Minister, Malcolm
Turnbull, to have no responsibility on these matters at
all. It is everyone’s responsibility — Victoria Police,
the state government, the adult parole board, in
partnership with the commonwealth, with ASIO, with
the AFP. If someone is on the terror watchlist, then it
needs to be a decision of the AFP and ASIO in
partnership with the parole board.
Supplementary question
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — Yacqub Khayre’s
previous involvement in the Holsworthy army barracks
terrorism plot was considered by the adult parole board
during the consideration of his parole at the end of 2016.
This man was given parole despite his extensive violent
criminal record, despite, as the Premier said yesterday,
his terrible behaviour in prison and despite his terror
links. Deputy Premier, if as you say we have the toughest
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parole system in the country, why did this man not serve
his full sentence rather than being let out early?
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — I thank
the Leader of The Nationals for his supplementary. He
actually answered his own question. The Holsworthy
Barracks are in New South Wales. It makes the point that
when we are dealing with terror we need a national
approach. The incident he is referring to was in another
state. That is why we need to partner up with the AFP,
with ASIO — it needs to be a joint decision whether
someone on the terror watchlist is granted parole or not.

Ministers statements: gas supply
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) — I rise to inform
the house of the government’s proposed reforms to the
gas market, which we have announced today. Our new
gas plan will place a cap on the volume of gas so that
producers can ensure that we have sufficient gas to
meet our domestic needs. This will be for consumers,
small and large businesses and families. The cap will be
implemented using an allocation of permits, which will
be tradeable by exporters.
There is something seriously wrong when you can buy
Australian gas in Japan for a cheaper price than what
Victorian businesses can buy it for here right at home.
This is a clear sign that the market is not working.
Businesses are struggling to secure gas and to secure
gas at an affordable price, because two-thirds of the
gas is being exported to countries outside of Australia.
This is not working, and we need an intervention to
make it work.
We are also working with AGL to investigate a
liquefied natural gas import terminal for Victoria. We
are investigating this because we know that Malcolm
Turnbull’s plan does not go far enough or quickly
enough. It is too complex, and it concentrates on supply
only and not price. Victorian energy programs,
including those which boost business productivity and
of course the recent funding that was announced from
our budget that will assist businesses and manufacturers
to have a better way of managing their prices in a
volatile gas market, are all designed to assist consumers
right now. Our proposal would also provide temporary
subsidies and co-investment for energy efficiency
measures and energy swapping and give new powers to
the Australian Competition and Consumer Commission
to oversight the market.
Our plan will drive down prices, protect jobs and
preserve the supply of gas to Victorian homes and
businesses. We look forward to discussing this plan in a
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collaborative manner at the Council of Australian
Governments table tomorrow.

Firefighters enterprise bargaining agreement
Ms RYAN (Euroa) — My question is to the Minister
for Industrial Relations. As the minister responsible for
whole-of-government industrial relations policy, at the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC) last
week you refused to guarantee that part-time firefighters
would be allowed under any new enterprise bargaining
agreement (EBA) for Victoria’s fire services, in line with
the demand of none other than the United Firefighters
Union chief, Peter Marshall. Minister, will you now
guarantee that there will be part-time firefighters under
all future firefighter EBAs?
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Industrial
Relations) — I thank the member for her question. Yet
again I need to stand here and give a lesson about
industrial relations to those opposite, who clearly do not
understand what the process is in terms of one side
bringing a claim forward and the other bringing a claim
forward and negotiations happening. Of course we have
a new system, and I congratulate the Minister for
Emergency Services for the work that he has done in
establishing Fire Rescue Victoria. I am not going to
stand here and pre-empt the outcomes of negotiations
that are currently happening, as I do not do with any
industrial matters. But I am proud of this government
standing up for paid firefighters.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, on the
issue of relevance, the question was very narrow. It was
about whether the minister would guarantee that there
will be part-time firefighters under future firefighting
EBAs. She is not answering that question at all.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, in her
preamble to the question the member asked the minister
in her capacity with her whole-of-government
responsibility for industrial relations and referred to her
contribution at the PAEC hearing last week. In line
with that responsibility, the Minister for Industrial
Relations is being entirely relevant to the question that
was asked.
Mr Walsh — On the point of order, Speaker, it is a
very clearly defined question: will the minister
guarantee that there will be part-time firefighters under
all future EBAs? That is not something that is in
negotiation in an EBA. That should be a government
policy if they are as good as their word. I ask you to
bring the minister back to answering that question.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Wednesday, 7 June 2017

ASSEMBLY

Mr Pakula — On the point of order, Speaker, on the
question of relevance, as I understood the minister’s
answer, the minister is taking the house through the
process for making that decision exactly, so it could not
be more relevant. The opposition might not like the
answer, but the answer is directly relevant in that the
minister is taking the house through the question of
how that decision would be made.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
Ms HUTCHINS — Getting back to industrial
relations 101 for the other side, who do not understand
how these negotiations work, and that it is not for the
Minister for Industrial Relations to propose every single
clause in the negotiation stage but rather for parties to
come together and present an agreement. That is a
matter that I hope will come together very soon. There
are these things called national employment standards
for any agreement that is presented before the Fair
Work Commission. Those national employment
standards need to be met. I am not going to pre-empt
the outcomes of this agreement, but I do look forward
to reading the outcomes of this agreement, because
unlike those opposite, we can actually reach agreements
in a very respectful way forward with our workforce.
Supplementary question
Ms RYAN (Euroa) — The government’s gender
equality strategy states that a lack of access to flexible
working conditions is a primary reason why women
find it difficult to remain in or re-enter the workforce.
Minister, why are you putting Peter Marshall’s policy
on workforce flexibility ahead of your own
government’s gender equality strategy?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The members for
Macedon and Malvern!
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Industrial
Relations) — How absolutely offensive and ironic that
those opposite want to talk about equity in the
workplace. When they were in government, the words
‘equal pay’ and ‘access to flexibility’ were not even in
their vocabulary. From the former minister for
industrial relations, we heard not one comment in this
house in four years about equal pay.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Macedon is warned.
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Ms Victoria — On a point of order, Speaker, they
can bully all they want. It comes down to the fact of will
the union actually come out and support women or will
the government finally stand up for women of this state?
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Ms HUTCHINS — I am happy to talk about this
government’s track record when it comes to workplace
equity. We have the highest representation of women
across the public service. We are implementing
initiatives for women in leadership roles across the
entire public service. We have some fantastic female
leaders in our fire services.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Eltham
will come to order. There is too much shouting across
the chamber. I will start removing members from the
chamber.
Ms HUTCHINS — I am super proud of this
government’s achievements in representing women in
our workforce, putting them into leadership roles,
supporting women going forward. We have done more
in two and a half years than these guys could think of in
four years.

Ministers statements: gas supply
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Industry and
Employment) — I rise today to provide some further
information on the actions the Andrews government is
taking to protect jobs and address the failure of the
national gas market. We are very proud of our
manufacturing sector here in Victoria, and very
pleasingly employment in manufacturing is growing. In
2016 it was the fastest growing of any industry
category, with around 40 000 new jobs created in
manufacturing. Nearly half of the jobs created across
the Australian manufacturing sector last year were
created right here in Victoria. But as strong as
manufacturing is, many businesses are facing
significant gas price increases.
Businesses are also struggling to obtain long-term gas
contracts, and that obviously is not sustainable. We
have to fix it. As the minister for energy has outlined
already, the reforms being proposed by our government
are really about protecting jobs and keeping local
businesses viable. Australia is on track to become the
largest exporter of liquefied natural gas. Two-thirds of
Australia’s gas is already being exported to Asia whilst
jobs are being put at risk. Put simply, we are exporting
more gas than we can afford to.
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At this week’s Council of Australian Governments
meeting in Hobart the Premier will propose a cap on the
amount of gas available for export. Industry also needs
to be supported through this period of volatility, and we
will support them and we are supporting them. Our
most recent budget invested $90 million to help
Victorian businesses manage the high price of gas and
protect local jobs. We call on the commonwealth to
match Victoria’s assistance for affected businesses.
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister appears to be reading from a document, and I
would ask him to table the document.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister is referring
to notes. The minister to continue.
Mr NOONAN — We call on the commonwealth to
support Victorian businesses in the way that the
Victorian government is supporting Victorian
businesses, just like the $90 million allocation out of
the Victorian budget does. If Malcolm Turnbull cared
about Victorian jobs, he would support the gas reforms
that are being proposed by our government. He must
support jobs, and he must support Victorian businesses.

Fire services
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — My question is to the
Minister for Emergency Services. Do you support the
statements by your mate Peter Marshall and the United
Firefighters Union (UFU) that any Victorian who lives
in an urban area outside of the Metropolitan Fire
Brigade boundary and who relies on Country Fire
Authority (CFA) volunteers as their primary fire service
responder is unsafe and not properly protected?
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Emergency
Services) — All we ever get from the member for
Gembrook and those opposite is the politicising of our
fire services. That is all we ever get. Can I say — —
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Mr Hodgett — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Deputy Premier is debating the question. I would ask
you to bring him back to actually answering the
question that he was asked.
The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order, and I remind members that use of the word ‘lie’
is inappropriate in this chamber.
Mr MERLINO — I was beginning to think the
member for Euroa was the new shadow Minister for
Emergency Services. I think she is being lined up for
that role. But to go to the temporary shadow minister’s
question, the answer is no. Our volunteers do an
outstanding job, and what the reforms to our fire
services will mean is greater support for our CFA. We
will enshrine them as a volunteer firefighting service.
We will deliver $100 million more. We will not cut
their budget by $66 million. We will not deny
presumptive rights. We will support our CFA, which is
doing a wonderful job.
Supplementary question
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — The Premier could not
get the former minister to instruct the previous Country
Fire Authority board and the CEO to sign the enterprise
bargaining agreement (EBA) with the United
Firefighters Union, so he forced her out. Then he could
not get the CFA board and the CEO to sign that EBA
with the UFU, so he sacked them too. You know that
the board and management of the Metropolitan Fire
Brigade will not to sign a new agreement with the
UFU, so you are sacking them by creating Fire Rescue
Victoria (FRV). Minister, can you rule out appointing
Peter Marshall’s close mate Canadian firefighters
unionist Ken Block as the new commissioner of FRV?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Members will come to
order. The Leader of The Nationals will come to order.

Mr Battin — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Deputy Premier is misleading the house when he talks
about politicising the fire services. This is on the UFU’s
website that talks and downgrades volunteers. Stand up
for those volunteers just once.

Mr MERLINO (Minister for Emergency
Services) — I thank the member for Gembrook for his
question — a question from a member who has no
credibility with any firefighter in this state.

The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order. The Deputy Premier has only been speaking for a
short time, but I do ask him to answer the question.

Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, it is a
very, very narrow question: can the Deputy Premier
rule out the appointment of Ken Block as the
commissioner of FRV?

Mr MERLINO — If you can lie about Black
Saturday and lie multiple times, then not a word that
comes out of your mouth can be believed.

The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Deputy Premier
to come back to answering the question.
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Mr MERLINO — I do not want to anticipate the
debate in this place, but one of the reforms we are
making is delivering a single career fire service, Fire
Rescue Victoria. In line with the recommendations of
the fire services review we are going to deliver a
management and governance structure in line with
Victoria Police. So the Victoria Police chief
commissioner, deputy commissioners and a strategic
advisory committee will be reflected in Fire Rescue
Victoria. Fire Rescue Victoria — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order!
Mr MERLINO — I am answering directly your
question.
Mr Battin — On a point of order, Speaker, when
you are talking about relevance, if you are answering
directly the question, the question is in relation to Ken
Block being appointed as the commissioner and already
being informed of that. Rule that out.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
Mr MERLINO — Fire Rescue Victoria will reflect
the management and governance structure of Victoria
Police. There will be a thorough recruitment process,
looking in Victoria, interstate and internationally for the
very best person for that job.

Ministers statements: Metro Tunnel
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I am
very pleased this morning to update the house on the
progress of that great public transport infrastructure
project, the Melbourne Metro Tunnel project. This is a
city-changing project that is underway, with the
construction sites we are seeing popping up right across
the city. But the real benefits of this project — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Warrandyte!
Ms ALLAN — Whilst we are seeing the
construction in the heart of the city, the real benefits
will be in the suburbs. The Metro Tunnel means more
trains, more often, in and out of the city across the
entire train network. With a project of this size and
scale — a $10.9 billion project — we would expect to
see some disruption. I can advise the house that
overnight some tree removal has already taken place in
Parkville, and last night also the removal of 13 trees
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began along St Kilda Road, and that will continue until
tomorrow. Through the environment effects statement
process, which of course was successfully completed at
the end of last year, over 120 trees were saved, and
proponents for the tender works for the tunnel and
stations part of the project have been requested to
minimise tree removal as part of their bids. Further, for
every tree removed under this project, two more will be
planted across the state. We know that there are some in
this place who have never supported the Metro Tunnel.
An honourable member — Who?
Ms ALLAN — You. The opposition have used trees
as an excuse, on every single one of our major public
transport projects, to delay those projects. Not only did
they not invest in public transport infrastructure when
they were in government, but they are now hiding
behind the trees to stop the projects that we are
undertaking — any excuse that they want to come up
with to try and prevent these improvements to our
public transport network, which will create thousands
of jobs.
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Speaker, with
regard to a point of order that the member for
Warrandyte raised during question time, you said that
points of order must be taken immediately. That ruling
is in direct contrast to many Speakers’ rulings in
Rulings from the Chair that I am currently looking at,
December 2016. At numerous times former Speakers
Andrianopoulos, Smith and Plowman have ruled that
points of order could or indeed must be taken at a later
point in proceedings. I wonder whether you might be
able to explain to me and the rest of the house what you
meant when you said points of order must be taken
immediately, because that does seem in direct contrast
with many other rulings from other Speakers.
The SPEAKER — Order! During the flow of
question time it is almost impossible for the Speaker or
the Chair to go back and rule on points of order where
the debate has moved on. I ask members, for the
assistance of the house and the assistance of the Chair,
to raise points of order on those sorts of matters at the
time at which the issue is identified so they can be ruled
on before the rest of the business moves on.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Mornington electorate
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — (12 768) My
question is to the Minister for Planning. As the house is
aware, the minister recently introduced significant
changes to the general residential zone, and the
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consequence of those changes is that buildings of up to
11 metres and potentially three storeys can now be
constructed without a permit. That is being
implemented across the Mornington Peninsula, and that
will undoubtedly destroy forever the intrinsic coastal
character of our towns and villages. The introduction of
the new rules is totally at odds with the provisions of
the Mornington Peninsula Localised Planning
Statement, which seeks to recognise, maintain and
enhance the special character of the peninsula and
maintain and enhance the character of our towns and
villages. The recent changes clearly are in conflict with
that state policy. So I ask: what action did the minister
take to ensure that his recent changes to the general
residential zone are not in conflict with the Mornington
Peninsula Localised Planning Statement prior to
approving the amendment?

Essendon electorate
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — (12 769) I direct my
constituency question to the Minister for Education,
and I ask: what is the latest information about the
doctors in schools program that is being delivered at
Mount Alexander College in Flemington?

Euroa electorate
Ms RYAN (Euroa) — (12 770) My constituency
question is for the Minister for Energy, Environment
and Climate Change. When will the Andrews
government make the kangaroo pet food trial, instigated
under the former coalition government, permanent?
Farmers and landholders across the Euroa electorate are
calling for the government to commit to the scheme.
Ian Ross from Mia Mia owns 4000 hectares and
estimates that at least a thousand kangaroos are on his
property at any one time. He has been controlling the
kangaroo population for a number of years according to
permits issued by Department of Environment, Land,
Water and Planning; however, he feels it has not made
any noticeable impact on the number of kangaroos on
his land. Most recently he was issued with a permit to
cull just 80 kangaroos, less than he has previously been
allowed. Ian wants to see the kangaroo pet food trial
widened and made permanent so that more permits can
be issued and kangaroo carcasses can be used
productively. I urge the minister to make the trial
permanent and to take another look at permit numbers
so that more meaningful action can be afforded to
landholders facing kangaroo overpopulation.

Yuroke electorate
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) — (12 771) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Energy,
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Environment and Climate Change. What action is the
government taking to reduce energy costs for lowincome and disadvantaged households in Yuroke? As I
have noted previously, energy costs can make up a
significant portion of our day-to-day expenses. This is
especially true for low-income or financially stressed
households. As in previous years, I am sure that over
the coming cold months constituents will visit my
office asking for assistance with power expenses, an
experience likely shared by others in this place. I look
forward to informing Yuroke constituents of assistance
that is available to them when the minister responds.

Hastings electorate
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — (12 772) My
question is to the Minister for Public Transport. On
behalf of my community the information I seek from
the minister is an update through her department on
the operations of the Stony Point line. This year I have
received repeated complaints from constituents about
trains not running due to faults with level crossings,
replacement buses running late or slower than
connecting train services and the need for additional
train services. The Stony Point line is currently the
only railway line operating daily on the Mornington
Peninsula, and it is supported overwhelmingly by the
community. My community relies heavily on this
critically important service and want it properly
maintained and running reliably and on time.
The community also wants the Andrews government to
remove the roadblocks this minister has put in the way
of the federal government doing the preparatory work
needed for electrifying and duplicating the line from
Frankston to Baxter and the provision of new stations at
locations including Langwarrin.

Macedon electorate
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — (12 773) My
constituency question is for the Minister for Small
Business, Innovation and Trade. My question is: what
will the government’s changes to payroll tax mean for
small and medium size businesses in my electorate?
Over the past year in this state a staggering 24 800 jobs
have been created in regional Victoria, and with these
new cuts to payroll tax I am expecting to see even more
jobs created in my electorate. I look forward to
receiving the minister’s response.

Prahran electorate
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — (12 774) My question is
to the Minister for Police and is in relation to Operation
Safe Night, where sniffer dogs are being used on
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Chapel Street to address illegal drug use. This operation
follows several people dying earlier this year after
taking drugs, some in clubs in the Prahran electorate.
A New South Wales Ombudsman investigation
revealed that these dogs only have a 26 per cent success
rate in detecting a person carrying drugs, meaning that
around three-quarters of searches result in no drugs
being found. The report also found that to avoid
detection, drug users engaged in risky behaviour, such
as taking large amounts of drugs at once instead of
taking smaller amounts over a period of time, taking
drugs at home and then driving and switching to
potentially more harmful drugs in the belief that these
drugs will not be detected by sniffer dogs.
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retrofitting of noise attenuation walls on freeways in
Victoria. The whole length of the freeway from Safety
Beach to Rosebud has been tested, and it has been
found that noise in the whole area is above the accepted
decibel level. Obviously there has been a massive
increase in traffic and the number of permanent
residents in the area since the original freeway was built
back in the 1970s. An FOI investigation about eight
years ago identified that the retrofitting of walls along
the Mornington Peninsula was the highest priority of
VicRoads; therefore there is a very strong case. I would
ask the minister to answer the question of when those
walls will be retrofitted.

Niddrie electorate

The government has already ruled out releasing
potentially life-saving information about the contents of
drugs seized. Considering the appallingly low success
rate of these dogs and their potential to cause harm, can
the minister explain how the use of sniffer dogs in the
Prahran electorate will address illicit drug use and keep
the public safe.

Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — (12 777) My
constituency question is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety, and I ask: following the successful
opening of the new Vaughan Street pedestrian bridge
on 9 May in Airport West, when will the second Earl
Street pedestrian bridge be open for pedestrian access
from Airport West to Essendon Fields?

Pascoe Vale electorate

The new English Street bridge opened on 25 January,
providing a vital link between Airport West and
Essendon Fields as part of the $1.3 billion CityLink
Tulla widening project. The pedestrian bridges at
Vaughan Street and Earl Street were temporarily
removed to allow the freeway to be widened
underneath. Pedestrian access from Airport West and
Niddrie to Essendon Fields, especially to the famous
LaManna supermarket, via these two pedestrian bridges
is a vital link for my constituents. I seek an update from
the minister on when the second Earl Street pedestrian
bridge will be opened so that my local residents can get
to Essendon Fields.

Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) — (12 775)
My constituency question is for the Minister for Public
Transport, and I ask: what measures are being put in
place to ensure that the new 58 tram delivers a better
and more efficient service than its predecessor, the
55 tram? There have obviously been a number of
changes to tram routes across the city, in particular to
the 55 tram, which was a very popular tram travelling
effectively from my electorate office at the intersection
of Bell Street and Melville Road into town. That has
become the 58 tram.
I understand there have been a few teething issues, which
is obviously to be expected when there have been
changes of this size. However, it is very important that
this new service delivers what it promises — a more
efficient and effective service for local communities.
That is what this government is about: delivering what it
promised, in contrast to those opposite. As the minister is
aware, many commuters in the Pascoe Vale district use
public transport generally, but in particular they use the
tram as their main point of service.

Nepean electorate
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — (12 776) My question is
for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety. When will
noise attenuation walls be retrofitted to the Mornington
Peninsula Freeway between Safety Beach and
Rosebud? There was provision in this year’s budget for
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Mr HODGETT (Croydon) — Just before question
time I was talking about the cost blowout on the
Melbourne Metro project. I know the minister has
claimed in the house that Melbourne Metro is a
$10.9 billion project. That is clearly misleading,
because the 2017–18 budget papers confirm that the
project is now budgeted at $11.031 billion. While the
latter figure includes the transfer of $55.6 million from
the 2015–16 budget for the high-capacity signalling
trial, it is still a net blowout of some $75.4 million. I
put that on the record to correct the minister. I also
mentioned ugly graffiti along rail corridors. Maybe
that can be taken up with the renewal of the Metro
Trains franchise.
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Local residents along the Dandenong line represented
by Sky Rail Steve and other Labor luminaries, like
residents in areas such as Carrum along the Frankston
line that in the Herald Sun of Monday — —
Mr Scott — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
members should be referred to by their proper titles.
Mr HODGETT — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, in his local community the member is known
as Sky Rail Steve.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Spence) — Order!
I am happy to rule on that point of order. In this place
you will use the correct title for the member.
Mr HODGETT — Other Labor luminaries, like
residents in areas such as Carrum along the Frankston
line that the Herald Sun of Monday, 22 May, said were
disaffected, legitimately ask, ‘How come residents in
McKinnon and Bentleigh had the rail placed in a
cutting — road over rail — yet all that the Premier and
the Minister for Public Transport offer us in Carnegie,
Clayton and Carrum is the noisy, vandal-attracting,
property-devaluing sky rail?’.
When it comes to train operations the Minister for
Public Transport cannot run the trains on time. The
budget suggested that in 2016–17 V/Line will have
only 87 per cent of its trains arrive on time within
6 minutes for short-distance lines, such as Bendigo, or
11 minutes for long-distance lines, such as Albury and
Bairnsdale. They are off schedule despite slow
timetables.
In April 2017, despite having Easter and hence fewer
weekday timetables, the peak-hour punctuality of the
Frankston line dropped by almost 9 percentage points
compared with April 2016, so that 87.7 per cent of
trains arrived at their terminus within 4 minutes and
59 seconds of the timetable. On the Cranbourne and
Pakenham lines only 80.2 per cent and 82.1 per cent of
trains respectively met this official on-time measure.
On the Belgrave, Lilydale and Sunbury lines
punctuality was still below 90 per cent.
Then we have Yarra Trams, which in April 2017,
despite Melbourne attracting a growing number of
tourists from many nations who want to travel on the
historic City Circle tram, saw almost one in 10 trams on
this route — route 35 — cancelled. There was also a
significant drop in punctuality in April 2017 compared
to April 2016 on routes such as route 11 — West
Melbourne to Docklands — and a number of other tram
routes in and around Melbourne’s CBD, Melbourne
University et cetera.

Wednesday, 7 June 2017

The minister’s response — to build new tram
substations so that in time passengers under Labor may
be forced to change from current south-east suburban
tram routes such as 5 and 64 to lower-frequency shuttle
trams along St Kilda Road — will increase total
journey times. Regarding the Albury, Ararat,
Maryborough, Bairnsdale, Traralgon and Ballarat
punctuality targets, I know that the hardworking
member for Ripon is particularly concerned about how
almost one in three of the Ararat and Maryborough line
trains were at least 11 minutes late in April 2017.
I also know that the members for Benambra, Euroa and
Ovens Valley are concerned about the continuing poor
V/Line train performance on the Albury line, even after
Labor boasted that it was reducing the seating capacity
of trains by removing a carriage — an odd boost, if you
ask me — to make four separate train sets. Yet still in
May 2017 we have had numerous Albury line trains
cancelled, including in this week, and replaced by road
coaches in which passengers are unable to move around
as easily as they can on a train. There are no plans to
introduce any new trains on the Albury line, only
supposedly reconfigured VLocity trains in about
14 months time. Yet these railcars lack many features
that travellers on longer distance trains appreciate.
Just quickly in relation to ports, again I raise the issue
of the port rail shuttle, noting that there is still
$58 million from the former Liberal-Nationals
government and the federal government on the books.
It is still a line item in the budget, yet there is no action
on the port rail shuttle. Concerningly the Minister for
Ports said at a Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee hearing that it will still be quite some
time — eight-plus years, from memory; I will check
that fact — before the port rail shuttle will be a reality
down there, which concerns many in the industry.
In the last couple of minutes of my contribution I want
to mention a particular concern in my electorate in
relation to local sporting clubs. I will raise this with the
minister in separate opportunities in this house.
Women’s sport is growing, particularly soccer, Aussie
Rules football, basketball and any number of sports.
Women’s teams are growing enormously in my
electorate, and therefore sporting clubs are now facing
the reality of having only one set of changing rooms,
so councils need funding from Sport and Recreation
Victoria and from the state and federal
governments — in this case the state government —
to actually invest in their clubrooms. Ainslie
Parklands in my electorate had its grounds done,
received a new scoreboard and lights, and had other
upgrades done, but they are now looking for an
upgrade of their clubrooms to cater for their growth
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and to invest there, and then it will be a wonderful
new facility. We are rebuilding Melba Secondary
College, so that will complement the whole precinct.
Eastfield Cricket Club is another club that I visited that
is in desperate need of an upgrade to their clubroom
facilities. They have small changing room facilities and
they have one toilet that opens out into the common
area. They are far from satisfactory clubroom facilities.
I have been fighting for a long time for the Croydon
Rangers. I take this opportunity to congratulate them on
the Women’s Vic Bowl. The Croydon Rangers won
that 12–17. Again, investment in clubroom facilities
there is lacking in this budget, and I will continue to
raise that with the Minister for Sport so that we can get
investment in our local sporting clubs and encourage
kids of all ages to participate in local sports. As I said,
growth, particularly in local women’s footy and soccer
teams, would be welcome.
For Croydon Primary School the funding to finish off
that is not there; Labor has failed to deliver the
$3 million required to complete the final stage. The
Manchester Road, Mooroolbark, level crossing removal
has been ignored yet again, and I will take that up with
Labor as to when that project will be delivered. That
was promised at the last election, and it is one of the
50 level crossings to be removed. There is no
investment in local roads out our way. As I said at the
outset, after three years of Labor, we are less safe, still
stuck in traffic, getting less and paying more. It is not
good enough, and I will continue to use opportunities in
this house to raise matters with the government.
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) — I am very
pleased to be speaking on this take-note motion in
relation to the third budget of the Andrews Labor
government. This is indeed a Labor budget and,
contrary to what was said in the house yesterday, only
Labor governments can deliver Labor budgets. Those
who pretend to are like wolves in sheep’s clothing, and
Turnbull’s federal budget is a wolf in sheep’s clothing.
This is a Labor budget for the whole of Victoria. It is a
budget that delivers on education, on emergency
services and police, on health and on community
services for the whole of Victoria, especially, as is my
interest, the people that I represent in the district of
Pascoe Vale. It is certainly a great Labor budget for
Pascoe Vale. It is a Labor budget that is building on and
investing in schools and education in my area. It is
investing in emergency services and increasing police
in my area. It is improving our local hospitals and it is
building our community infrastructure, and these are
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the things that the people in my community are
interested in.
I turn first to education. It is interesting to note some of
the comments from those opposite. We have just
returned this morning to discussing this motion in
relation to the third Andrews Labor government budget
but there has obviously been much discussion since the
budget was handed down just a few weeks ago, in the
first week of May. If we look at education at a glance,
there is $1.3 billion for the best teachers and facilities in
our schools; $58.4 million to support additional
students with disabilities; $269.6 million to construct,
plan and buy land for new schools; and $239.6 million
to upgrade schools across the state.
We can contrast the first three budgets of this Labor
government with the budgets of the previous
government. In the Liberal government’s first three
budgets they invested $203 million in education, and
Labor in our first three budgets have invested
$843 million in education. We are methodically
improving our schools and we are addressing demand.
An additional 90 000 students over the next five years
will be catered for in the system.
In previous sitting weeks, while debating investment in
education, many of those opposite — I was in the house
for at least the contributions of the member for
Burwood and the member for Ringwood — have
outlined a perceived lack of investment in education
and claimed that investment is lacking in their schools
in the outer east. I grew up in the outer east. I still have
friends and family that live in the outer east, and I went
to school in the outer east. I know what the schools in
the outer east are like, and there is a very marked
difference between schools in the outer east of this state
and schools in places like Pascoe Vale, Coburg,
Broadmeadows, Thomastown and Fawkner.
Ms Williams — And in Dandenong.
Ms BLANDTHORN — And, as the member in
front of me has said, in Dandenong. When we talk
about the investment that the Labor government is
making in education, it is about ironing out that gap. It
is about making sure that the kids in places like Pascoe
Vale, Coburg and Glenroy get the same education as
kids in Ringwood, Mooroolbark and Lilydale. It is
about making sure that every child in Victoria, every
student in Victoria, gets the education they are entitled
to. In that way this is certainly a good budget for the
schools in my district. This Minister for Education is
certainly committed to ironing out that difference and
ensuring that every student has an equal opportunity to
achieve their full potential at school.
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In Coburg in particular, as some of my residents have
said to me, we are building the Education State. It is a
good budget for Coburg schools. There is over
$9.3 million for schools in Coburg. Blair Hocking, the
former school council president at Coburg North
Primary School, wrote on my Facebook page:
Fantastic news, Lizzy. At this rate Coburg will become the
education capital of Melbourne!

Regarding Coburg North Primary School, I first began
working with them prior to the 2014 election when
Blair himself spoke to me at a local community market.
He came up to me and said that he went to the Greens
and he went to the Liberals but we were the only ones
that listened. He has said to me since that from little
things big things grow.
In the lead-up to the 2014 election he approached me at
the Batman Market in Coburg North to discuss the needs
of Coburg North Primary School. It was a school
originally built with only three or four permanent
classrooms but experiencing massive population growth.
Since 2007 the student population has increased by
approximately 150 per cent. In prep alone this year there
are well over 100 students. Accommodating such a
substantial growth in enrolments has been a challenge for
a school that was only ever built with three or four
permanent classrooms. The minister and the Treasurer
both visited the school and gained a firsthand
understanding of the issues. They both took tours of the
school with students, and they both talked to the
teachers and the principal to understand those issues
and how we can best accommodate those issues.
The 2016–17 budget, as a result of those visits,
provided the school with funding for planning. The
budget that was handed down in May provided
$6.7 million for an upgrade of the school. This includes
modernisation of the facilities at the school, including
an additional six permanent classrooms and the
construction of a new arts and learning hub, a space big
enough for all of the students to gather together indoors.
It will allow them to do things like move their music
program from what is effectively a storage cupboard
into a new state-of-the-art facility. Securing this
funding is indeed the combination of a lot of hard work
from the school community, and it is certainly a
testament to what can be achieved when governments
work closely with the community.
In relation to Coburg North Primary School, I would
just really like to thank Blair; the people who succeeded
him on the school council; Jo Harrison, who is also a
former president; Benjy Lee and Owen West, both of
whom were members of the council; the principal,
Helen Zull; and the vice-principal, Kyla Mamic. We
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certainly look forward to working on implementing this
project with the new school council, including Kate
Copping and Emma Hopkins.
The budget also includes $1.9 million for Coburg High
School. As I said in my members statement today,
Coburg High School has recently transformed from
being simply a senior school to being a 7–12 school.
Certainly something that my predecessor, the former
member for Pascoe Vale, Christine Campbell, worked
quite tirelessly on was acknowledging that there is
enormous growth in our area and that there is certainly
a need for another secondary school that is 7–12. The
previous Liberal government, however, underfunded
that transformation. We knew that the school needed at
least $5 million, but the previous government only gave
them $3.5 million. In order to fully implement the
master plan, our government is providing the school
with exactly what it has requested, which is
$1.9 million, which will allow the school to implement
the master plan, including developing an interactive
library. I was at the school just last week for one of
their assemblies. Certainly it is fair to say that the entire
school community is very excited by this
announcement and looking forward to implementing
this money.
I would also like to thank, in relation to Coburg High
School, Stewart Milner, the principal; Sara Webb, the
new school council president; Cate Hall, who is the
school council vice-president but has also been a longtime advocate for Coburg High School through the High
School for Coburg campaign; the parents and friends
association president, Louise Mattessi; as well as the
student leaders at the school.
In addition I note the member for Preston is in the
house, and we share the Newlands Primary School,
which is on our border of Elizabeth Street —
technically I think it is Elizabeth Street, Coburg North,
but the school is on the minister’s side of the road —
and $784 000 for the Newlands Primary School is also
in the state budget. This will allow the school to
proceed with much-needed works. In relation to
Newlands Primary School, I would like to acknowledge
Ross Dudgeon, the principal, Marita Wallace and
Kristalo Hrysicos from the school council, and the
school council secretary, Robert Larocca.
Of course the budget continues our investment in other
schools in the local area. I will not go into those in
detail — I have before — but there is $5 million for
Westbreen Primary School and $3.5 million for Pascoe
Vale South Primary School, and we are continuing to
build the education capital of Melbourne in Coburg and
the Pascoe Vale electorate more broadly.
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In the time that is remaining I would like to mention a
few other things but in particular the investment we
have made in relation to emergency services and police.
The Broadmeadows State Emergency Service (SES), as
it is called after the former Broadmeadows council,
serves the whole of the Moreland area and much of the
Hume area, which I know, Acting Speaker Spence, you
would be well familiar with. The Broadmeadows SES
is an absolutely fabulous group of people. The unit
controller, Connie Lapworth, does an amazing job, as
did her husband, Shane Lapworth, who is the former
unit controller. Most of the volunteers, most of the jobs
and most of the work for the Broadmeadows SES are
within the Moreland area.

The budget also has some good outcomes in relation to
health. At a glance there is almost $2.9 million to ensure
Victorians receive first-class health care, $1.3 billion to
meet hospital demand, $35 million for upgrading
specialist medical equipment and $215 million to put
patient safety first. I am very pleased that within that
funding there is $163 million for an upgrade of the
Northern Hospital. The Northern Hospital certainly
services the northern part of my electorate. People in
Hadfield and Glenroy are regulars at the Northern
Hospital. That is where they go for their appointments
and their needs, and to know that we are funding this
$163 million upgrade of the Northern Hospital is of great
comfort to those people in our community.

They face a particular situation at the moment where
the land that they currently lease has been sold and they
are being forced to move from their current site in
Mahoneys Road, Campbellfield, by June next year. As
a result both the former minister and the current
Minister for Emergency Services have come and met
with the Broadmeadows SES and discussed these
issues with them, and we are certainly all very excited
that the state budget handed down in the first week of
May includes $2.8 million to build a new home for the
Broadmeadows SES. That is in addition to $215 000
for a medium-size rescue truck that we provided to the
Broadmeadows SES last year.

Finally, the budget also includes investments in
community infrastructure. With the time I have left I
will acknowledge just a few of those. In particular I
would like to acknowledge the funding of the business
case for the development of the State Netball and
Hockey Centre. The State Netball and Hockey Centre
is very much an ageing facility. Netball clubs in our
local area have a real lack of local netball facilities.
They go to Parkville to play netball. Certainly local
netball clubs were very excited when Netball Victoria
spoke to them about the idea of creating more and
improved indoor netball courts at the State Netball and
Hockey Centre. Too often they have to play on
outdoor courts and their games are cancelled; too
often they have to fight for space, if they are lucky
enough to get it at all. So this investment of $1 million
in funding for the business case for an upgrade of the
centre has been very well received.

Certainly the Broadmeadows SES are there when
nobody else is, whether it is fires, floods or storms, and
often in Moreland unfortunately it is crime scenes that
they are attending. But they are there when nobody else
is, so to recognise the work that they do and to provide
them with state-of-the-art facilities to continue to do the
work that they do is of the utmost priority certainly for
me. I am very pleased to say that the minister has
agreed with that and has facilitated that they be one of
only two SES facilities that will be rebuilt through the
coming budget.
In relation to police — and this was reported in the
Moreland Leader very positively recently — 36 new
frontline police of the 300 rolled out in the last month
are to be stationed at Fawkner police station, one of the
busiest police stations in Melbourne. This came as very
good news and, as was reported in the Moreland
Leader, was very well received by our community.
There is also obviously within the budget 100 new
protective services officers, and we have seen at Pascoe
Vale and Oak Park stations in particular the success of
having some of those officers stationed there, again
something that has really led to a greater sense of
security for those in our community.

The budget also includes, through the Community
Sports Infrastructure Fund, investments for Campbell
Reserve in Coburg, which I share with the member for
Brunswick, and Morris Reserve in Pascoe Vale South,
not far from my home. Both of these reserves are very
much in need of an upgrade to accommodate the real
increase we are seeing in participation, particularly in
women’s football, across our community. Just recently
I launched the under-12 girls team at the Coburg West
Football Club, and that will be one of the clubs that
benefits greatly from the redevelopment of Morris
Reserve in Pascoe Vale South.
Overall this is a fantastic budget for our community. It
is delivering on health, it is delivering on education, it is
delivering on community safety and it is delivering on
community infrastructure. It is a Labor government
with a Labor budget.
Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverley) — I rise to make a
contribution on the motion that is before the house. I do
so noting that the previous speaker outlined that this is a
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Labor budget, and it certainly is. This is a Labor budget
that makes it harder for families and harder for
households to go about their daily lives and achieve the
goals they seek to achieve. It is a budget that does not
make Victoria safer, it is a budget that does not make
Victoria stronger, and it is a budget, a Labor budget,
that will make life harder for ordinary Victorians.
I only have to go back to the unequivocal commitment
made by the Premier of the state, the member for
Mulgrave, before the last state election. The question
from Channel 7 reporter Peter Mitchell to the member
for Mulgrave was, 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?

What was the Premier’s response? He looked down the
camera and he said:
I make that promise, Peter, to every single Victorian.

He did not give a qualification. He did not say, ‘If the
budget allows it’ or ‘If the budget doesn’t’. He did not
say, ‘If we find unexpected surprises’. He did not say
that if the time was right, he would seek to do that. He
made that commitment, and we know that with the
third budget of this Labor government that election
commitment has been clearly broken — not on one
occasion but on many, many occasions.
What really concerns me about that broken promise is
the impact it has on Victorian households, the impact it
has on Victorian families and the impact that broken
promise to not introduce or increase taxes has on
Victorian businesses — in particular on small and
medium size businesses.
I note in this budget that there is an increase in the state
tax base of 22 per cent. That obviously follows previous
increases in state government taxes and charges under
previous budgets in this Victorian Labor government’s
time. I note that under this government there has been a
nearly 40 per cent increase in stamp duty, there has been
an increase in land taxes of around 35 per cent and of
course the government has taken in an additional
$750 million or thereabouts in payroll tax revenue. What
that means is that those facts are not just figures; they
impact on the lives of Victorians. Take the increase of
the nearly 40 per cent rise in stamp duty. Whether or not
that is on stamp duty for the transfer of property or on
other stamp duties relevant to that figure, life is harder
for Victorian families and Victorian households when
you have such a significant increase in stamp duty.
Putting aside the risk, it is unsustainable for the state
government to rely on that to balance the books.
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Have a look at the increase in the land tax figure of
35 per cent. There are so many people — part selffunded retirees, for example — who might get a part
pension. Do you know what? They might also have a
property they have purchased that is not their principal
place of residence. In my electorate a number of people
purchased properties when property prices were not as
they are today. These are not people who are multimillionaires; they are people who have worked hard,
saved hard, tried to do the right thing and not relied
completely on the state for their retirement. The 35 per
cent increase in land tax under this government has
meant they have been hit with massive increases in land
tax bills for their properties. That concerns me because
many people are saying to me both in my electorate and
in other places that they are simply not going to be able
to afford the sorts of increases in land tax assessments
that have been delivered to them under this
government.
These are not small increases; they are massive
increases — the sorts of increases that even the most
prudent budgeter around the household or family table
just could not predict. What has the government done
on that? Nothing. The government has done nothing to
try to reduce that pressure on land tax and the cost of
living for people who might own a property.
In addition to that, we know that land taxes do flow
through where people may own a building and use that
for a business. They flow through to the price of goods
and services and to people who are renting a premises.
So whether it is a Brumby’s or a Bakers Delight, a cafe
or a milk bar, there is a direct correlation between this
government’s tax grab on land tax and the cost of goods
and services that ordinary Victorians have to pay for. I
just do not think that is right; I just do not think it is fair
to hit Victorians with such a significant tax increase of
35 per cent in land tax, particularly when we are not
talking about a capital gains tax, where an asset has
been crystallised or where they have earned extra
income from overtime. This is just an unrealised gain
that they are being hit with, and the government is
refusing to do anything about it. At least previous Labor
governments have to some extent tried to reduce that
impact — but not this government.
I note in particular the impact of the increase in the
payroll tax — $750 million more. In the last state
budget I said the government had the capacity to
provide greater payroll tax relief, and they did. I said it
was only fair and reasonable that the government, with
higher levels of underemployment and unemployment,
provide a greater level of payroll tax relief, and they did
not. What we now know very clearly is that over the
last 12 months — and this has been continually
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highlighted — we have had a rising percentage of
under employment in the state of Victoria. We know
there are many people looking for job opportunities
who would benefit if there was reduction in payroll tax.
That is certainly the case in Victoria — that
employment prospects would have been boosted with a
reduction in payroll tax. Ongoing employees would
have had greater employment security with a reduction
in payroll tax. The government had the ability to do it. I
said it last year. They should have done it, and I call on
the government to do it again.
I note that whilst the government will come out and say
they are doing all sorts of things to try to address
payroll tax, the fact is that the threshold levels in
Victoria for payroll tax are still very uncompetitive
compared to a number of other states where the
threshold is much higher. So the government might
come out with their media releases and talk about the
things they are doing, but that is just tinkering at the
edges for a few businesses that might be impacted. In
my view a better approach would have been across-theboard payroll tax relief to support Victorians in job
security, to support Victorians who are looking for a job
and to support Victorians who might be working but
who might want to work more hours.
This government has made life harder for families who
might be seeking to buy a new motor car. They might
need a new motor car because their family has
expanded. They might need a new motor car because
they have gone to the mechanic and he or she has said,
‘Look, we’ve replaced the head gasket, but this time it
is just not worth it’ or ‘We’ve done the servicing.
You’ve been here three or four times. You should
actually upgrade’. What has the government done?
Rather than seeking to ensure that households and
families have the capacity to do that, it has made it
harder because it has increased the transfer duty on new
motor vehicles. That is going to hit households and
families, and it is something that again the government
made clear before the election it would not do, and it
has broken its promise.
In addition, that also flows through to businesses who
might be purchasing a motor vehicle under the
commonwealth’s luxury car tax limit — of course they
are also going to be hit in relation to that. It is a bad
policy, and as the shadow Treasurer has outlined, it is
not only bad economically; it is bad for road safety and
it is a breach of an election commitment.
I also want to touch on the government’s change to the
capacity of spouses to have an exemption when they
transfer property between each other. In particular I
want to mention my concern that, in my view, that is a
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retrograde step, because I know a number of examples
where people have been married and one spouse has
an investment property and when they marry they
want to put that in their joint name — not for any taxminimisation purpose but to reflect in their view what
the value of their marriage is and, in addition to that,
to provide for themselves that sort of income security.
What has the government done? The government has
removed that exemption, and therefore it has removed
the capacity for spouses to be able to do that asset
transfer and receive that exemption. In my view that is
a misappropriation of the powers of the state; it is an
interference in relation to those relationships. Many
times that is done, as I said, not only to empower some
spouses in a relationship but also as a legitimate
business practice, particularly for small and medium
sized businesses.
So if you put all that together, life is harder for
households and families as a consequence of the
decisions that this government has made. The cost of
living is higher as a consequence of the decisions that
this government has made, whether or not it is buying a
new motor vehicle, whether or not it is about the
transfer of property between spouses, whether or not it
is higher payroll tax revenues, whether or not it is
higher land tax — a 35 per cent increase — or whether
or not it is higher stamp duty levels. All of those things
make it harder and increase the cost of living.
Of course, we all know as well that the increase in gas
and electricity prices by 7.7 per cent, even in the last
quarter alone, can be directly attributed to the
government’s determination to close Hazelwood and
their whacking of the coal industry with the increase in
the royalties tax. Families, households and small and
medium-sized businesses are being whacked left, right
and centre by this government, and this is costing jobs
and making life harder. That is not the role of
government. The role of government should be to
support Victorians, to make our state stronger and to
make our people stronger, not to work against them.
That concerns me greatly.
In addition to that I want to touch on the issue that
continues to come up in my electorate outside of those
matters, and that is public safety. I note, and I have
noted before, the comments of the Chief Commissioner
of Police at the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee (PAEC) hearings, where he confirmed that
this government had cut the number of frontline police
in Victoria. That cut — there is no question about it —
has led to the crime wave; it has partly contributed to
the crime wave that we are facing in Victoria. Those
cuts should never have been put in place by this
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government, which the chief commissioner confirmed
to PAEC. In my view the government is now acting at
5 minutes to midnight, just before the next state
election. It is too little, too late.
The Victorian Labor Party, through its senior
members, has outlined its plans for Monash — that is,
the closure of not one, not two, not three but four
police stations. That is the closure of Glen Waverley
police station, Mount Waverley police station,
Oakleigh police station and Clayton police station.
That was put on the record by senior members of the
Labor Party recently. And if that were not concerning
enough, there is the quote by those senior members of
the Labor Party on the coalition’s plan to refurbish and
reopen Murrumbeena: they are calling it ludicrous. So
it is a very clear agenda: cutting police, closing police
stations, increasing the cost of living and increasing
state government taxes and charges.
In my local area we have had substantial cuts to
education funding — unfortunately, we have had
significant reductions there. The Mount Waverley
Secondary College rebuild planned for the middle and
senior school has gone. It was signed off by the
previous Victorian government, and it would have
ensured that that school’s middle and senior campuses
were rebuilt after the opening of the junior campus in
2012. The Brentwood Secondary College stage 1
rebuild — again, signed off by the previous LiberalNationals government in two stages — has been cut
and cancelled by this government. It is a wonderful
school with growing student numbers that needs to be
rebuilt. This government has cancelled that. Glen
Waverley Primary School: a $6 million redevelopment
of that school was signed off by the previous LiberalNationals government — again cancelled; it has been
replaced with a mere $2 million school hall
refurbishment project. There are those three schools in
my electorate which would have been rebuilt — and the
rebuilding would be now taking place — but this
government has cut those.
In addition to that we have lost protective services
officers (PSOs) at 50 per cent of train stations
overnight. At Jordanville station PSOs have gone under
the Night Network, and at Syndal station they have
gone under the Night Network. So we have had the cuts
to PSOs, and that is not surprising, given there are now
33 less PSOs on the beat since December 2016 under
this government. They have not only cut police
numbers; they have cut PSO numbers. But when the
government refers to them as ‘plastic police’, I guess it
is no surprise.
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They have also cancelled the Monash Children’s
dedicated emergency department, which means sick
kids in Monash are losing that opportunity to be able to
have a dedicated emergency department, which was
again signed off by the previous Liberal-Nationals
government. The government will say, ‘Well, we’ve
put a helipad on’. Well, at 5 minutes to midnight, it
should never have been removed from the project. At
5 minutes to midnight, putting back a helipad that was
put there by the previous Liberal-Nationals government
does not get you off the hook of cancelling a dedicated
emergency facility for children at the Monash
Children’s Hospital.
So whether or not it is health, whether or not it is
education, whether or not it is on the cost of living for
households and families, whether or not it is on public
safety — the plan to close four police stations, the plan
to oppose the refurbishment and reopening of
Murrumbeena, the 33 PSOs that have been cut under
this government, which has obviously flowed through
to 50 per cent of the stations in my electorate under the
Night Network — it is all bad news for Victoria and it
is bad news for the Mount Waverley district. But rest
assured I will continue to fight on behalf of the
constituents of my electorate to overturn the disastrous
decisions of this Labor government.
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) — I am proud to speak
on the Appropriation (2017–18) Bill 2017 and to
highlight the Andrews Labor government’s
commitment to Victoria and in particular to my
electorate of Geelong. It is such a privilege to represent
the people of Geelong and to deliver on our budget
commitments. We have seen a growing confidence in
Geelong since coming to government. I think those
opposite can harp on all they like and tell all the lies
they like, but the reality is that in my electorate of
Geelong the growing confidence is evidence that we are
getting on with the job. The Andrews Labor
government has invested more than $8.5 billion into
our regions, and Geelong has been a significant
beneficiary of that. We are making sure that all
Victorians share in the benefits of our success, and we
are healing the scars left by those opposite.
This is a budget that holds true to Labor values, and
education is right up there. In the Geelong region this
budget alone will see $21 million just in our local
schools. In my electorate of Geelong, Newtown
Primary School is allocated just over $2.1 million to
upgrade its buildings. When I went back to the school
to tell them about the budget announcement the
principal, Amanda Hay, and a group of children made
very clear in their excitement how important it was to
them to have this upgrade of their school.
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Ashby Primary School gets $2.84 million for an upgrade
to buildings that the principal and teachers have been
begging for for years. They have been sweeping out the
rain every time it rains. It pours into the school, and
principal Meg Bone and teachers at Ashby have had to
regularly deal with the consequences of heavy rain and
the impact on the school buildings, so I was delighted to
have the opportunity to visit Ashby with the Minister for
Education and the state Treasurer just after budget day.
They were clearly delighted; the children, the parents and
the teachers were all absolutely over the moon about
getting this significant allocation to upgrade their school.
Chilwell Primary School gets $2.4 million to upgrade
the school. I attended the school assembly recently and
had the opportunity to talk to the kids about what they
wanted to see happen at their school. Apart from a
swimming pool and an ice cream parlour, they were
delighted to hear that their classrooms would be
upgraded. The principal, Gavin Welsh, and his team
were very excited because they also have waited many
years for any funding to their school.
Geelong East Primary School gets $1.25 million. I have
had the opportunity to visit the school on many
occasions and discuss with the principal, Karen
Chaston, the needs of their school. They are also very
excited that their school will be upgraded, again not
having had any funding for a very long time.
Oberon Primary School gets $1.4 million, and it has
been crying out for attention for a very long time. The
principal, Andrew Augerinos, is over the moon that
they can now carry out significant upgrades to their
school. They have been neglected for a very long time.
The school is in a really poor condition, so they are
really excited about the fact that they will get
significant funding to upgrade their school.
Of course we have started Geelong High School, with a
$20 million allocation in the previous budget, and of
course Geelong Tech School, where construction is
underway.
I was delighted to join Tate Street Primary School in
celebrating the recent education funding announcement
to provide new musical instruments for their students.
This is particularly important for the Tate Street school,
which has a high level of disadvantaged students who
have struggled for many years and who now have a
music program that is proving to be highly successful. In
fact they beat Geelong Grammar School in the figures
that were put out recently on their levels of ability, so
they were over the moon to get that funding and be able
to continue to keep the music program going.
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I particularly want to thank the Minister for Education
and his team for their commitment to making Victoria
the Education State and, importantly, for listening to the
people of Geelong, because none of these schools got
any funding under those opposite.
Over the past two years we have given the Gordon
TAFE almost $40 million. We have just announced a
further $6.6 million, and I am sure there is more to
come. I am proud that we have done what we have
done to restore our TAFE sector, and I know that the
CEO at Gordon TAFE, Lisa Line, and the board are
excited about the future of the Gordon.
We have committed $50 million to the Geelong
revitalisation project, which will make our city an even
better place to visit and make it the vibrant and active
city it deserves to be for the residents. Working with the
City of Greater Geelong under the administrators we
have already seen the beginning of the laneways project
and the water garden project in Johnstone Park. Under
this budget we will now see the implementation of the
green spine, which will beautify the city and make it far
more vibrant and attractive not only for the people of
Geelong but for visitors to our Geelong community.
Over $1.46 billion in regional rail revival means a
better train service and hundreds of jobs. Unfortunately
the Turnbull Liberal-National government have refused
to provide the funding promised to get it done, and that
was reflected in the recent federal budget, with Sydney
being the biggest winner in the federal budget. The
money they promised is only a fraction of the money
needed to duplicate the Geelong line. The Minister for
Public Transport is doing a mighty job in ensuring that
we get that money, and I understand that negotiations
are continuing on that one. But we also had recently
announced the increase in rail services for Geelong,
which has been welcomed particularly by commuters.
There will be 30 new weekend services and
44 weekday services, and this is a much-needed boost
for our commuters and those people who rely on
weekend services. We of course have more VLocity
trains coming off the line, and of course that again
means more jobs for the Victorian community.
There is $3.9 million we have allocated to the Kardinia
Park stage 5 planning to get this important final stage
underway. Just recently I had the pleasure of joining the
Premier, the state Treasurer, the Minister for Sport, who
is the member for Lara, and the Minister for Police, who
is the local member for Bellarine, at the first event and
home game at the new Brownlow Stand at Kardinia
Park, and what a game it was. It was a real nailbiter,
actually, but fortunately the Cats beat the Bulldogs in
that game. It was a great game. Of course we won that
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one. We were able to see the new stadium, and what an
amazing stadium it is. Geelong is very proud that we
were able to deliver that, and that only came about from
the commitment from this government.
Now we have also committed the planning for stage 5.
We hope to see plans coming out for that which will
reflect the needs of the people of Geelong but also enable
us to provide much better facilities at Kardinia Park.
Without the Andrews Labor government’s commitment
of $75 million that event would not have happened. We
are getting on with stage 5 planning because of the
economic benefits that will bring to the Geelong
community through the creation of more jobs.
I am proud to be a part of the Andrews Labor
government because its focus on implementing all of
the Royal Commission into Family Violence
recommendations is very important. It has a strong
focus on significant policy issues that impact on women
and children, which is unprecedented. I know that the
community of Geelong has welcomed these changes.
In this budget we have committed to an extra 450 child
protection officers, the establishment of a new family
violence prevention agency, accommodation and
support for women and children experiencing family
violence, the state’s first gender equity strategy and
primary prevention strategy, women’s leadership
grants, community safety hubs including one for
Geelong, more funding to improve kindergartens,
support for children with special needs and vulnerable
children, and a lot more.
Geelong will also benefit from $173 million to cut
elective surgery waiting lists. Geelong relies on its public
hospital and all the services it provides. I know that our
community is very appreciative of the funding
allocations to Geelong hospital. As I said, many people
rely on those services in Geelong, particularly at the
hospital and the Andrew Love Cancer Centre.
We have listened to the people of Geelong about the
need for a regional drug rehabilitation centre and we
want to provide the best possible services to the
community because we know how hard it is for drug
users, their families and the community to address
addiction. That is why we have committed $9.7 million
to purchase land for a drug rehab facility in the Geelong
region. We are not shying away from the problems. We
are getting on with identifying the land that we can build
this facility on, because it is so important to many in
Geelong. Many families have raised these issues,
particularly about the need for a drug rehab centre in
Geelong, and we are very committed to doing that,
which is why we have allocated $9.7 million to do it.
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Businesses in regional Victoria will receive a 25 per
cent discount on payroll tax. This will support regional
employers to grow their businesses and encourage
further employment of workers in regional areas,
including Geelong. The Geelong Chamber of
Commerce have welcomed this budget announcement.
I have also had the opportunity to talk with local
business owners who are also very pleased with this
initiative. We know that small businesses employ a lot
of people in our community and I am really pleased
that we are actually supporting small businesses in
Geelong to enable them to stay where they are but also
to create new employment. We are also going to have
a share in the $7 million to expand free wi-fi in
Geelong. Young people in our community in
particular appreciate that a lot.
Importantly we have created a record number of jobs
for Victorians. More than 40 000 people have found
jobs since Labor was elected, 17 000 of which are fulltime jobs. In contrast, those opposite only managed to
create 5600 regional jobs over a four-year period. So
we are getting on with that. The initiatives that we have
implemented in Geelong are creating more and more
jobs, and the people of Geelong can see that; they can
see the real work that is going into creating these jobs.
The $15 million Future Industries Manufacturing
Program is all about jobs to help former Geelong
automotive and manufacturing workers, and of course
we will continue the Geelong auto transition task force
in Geelong and the state task force. That has played a
significant role in supporting Ford workers in particular
to transition from the work they did at Ford to finding
new employment. With the skills and job centre that
was set up by this government, working hand in hand
with the Ford workers and having the union involved
has been very productive. We are confident that by
keeping the task force going until at least the end of the
year we will start to see a lot more of those workers
achieving employment. We are also looking at ways to
create employment in Geelong for those workers.
There is $530 million to maintain and upgrade regional
roads and bridges and to plan for future expansion to
cater for regional growth, with $65.8 million confirmed
to go to roads across south-west Victoria, including the
Great Ocean Road.
We know how hard it is for young families to get a foot
in the door of home ownership so there is $50 million
to double the first home owner grant to $20 000 for new
homes in regional areas to help thousands of regional
Victorians to buy their first home. I know that in
Geelong that grant has been very welcome. There are
many young couples and young families who have
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struggled to get their foot in the door of home
ownership and to have that additional first home owner
grant and the stamp duty exemption they are now
qualifying for is really important. It gives them the
opportunity to get into their first home and provide a
home for their family and importantly their children.
This is a fantastic budget for Geelong. Everywhere I
have been since budget day people have been
congratulating the government on the work they have
done in delivering this budget. I know that we have
more to do in Geelong; there is no doubt about that. But
what we have achieved for Geelong in the latest budget
is really significant. It has been acknowledged by many
in our community: by families, by schools and by
people who use our health system. I commend the
budget to the house.
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — I rise to make a
contribution to the budget papers 2017–18 as well. I
was certainly surprised to hear the previous member
talk about patting the government on the back for a
sensational budget. If you move away from what Labor
sees as regional Victoria in terms of Geelong, Ballarat
and Bendigo, if you get out of those three centres and
see the rest of regional Victoria where 25 per cent of
Victorians live, you will find they are still reeling from
the arrogance and incompetence of the Andrews Labor
government budget that was handed down. It certainly
has not changed the perception or the reality that
Victorians were left stranded in their quest for a safer
state. We were known as the garden state — it was
even written on our number plates a few years ago —
but we are certainly the crime state today.
Ten years ago, if you were caught up in an altercation or
a fight in King Street at 3.00 a.m., it was not acceptable,
but it was certainly seen as a risky place to be. Nowadays
going to sleep in your own bed, in your own suburb, in
your own home, locked away, is seen as risky behaviour,
and you need to look out for yourself because standards
have dropped and crime in this state has got out of
control. As I say, when you cannot either be safe or feel
safe in your own home or your own car, it is quite
disappointing. What has happened here in Victoria is
certainly a fall from grace. I am intrigued to hear those
on the other side talk about how proud they are of this
budget when they certainly have not addressed the
number one issue in Victoria at the moment.
As I say, Victorians do not know where a safe place is
anymore — not in their homes, not in their cars, not
even in their shopping centre. We saw the horrific
Bourke Street tragedy, and again my sincere
sympathies go to the families of the victims of the
Bourke Street tragedy. But Victorians are sick and tired
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of the hollow promises and spin. They want to be able
to feel safe and be safe in their community — in their
house or in their shopping centre.
As the crime rate goes up, not another dollar has been
spent on reopening the police stations that have been
closed by this government, and nobody is surprised.
The government has literally dropped the ball on law
and order. While they continue to allow the rorting
behaviour, or fraudulent behaviour, of the former
Speaker and Deputy Speaker, this budget has done
nothing to address the thieving and corrupt behaviour
of those crooks.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member not to
make imputations against other members in this house.
Mr McCURDY — Certainly. Thank you for your
guidance, Speaker.
In this budget we see $4 billion in tax increases, we see
a $10 billion windfall from the port of Melbourne and
we see a $13 billion increase in GST receipts, yet the
state’s debt is still growing by $10 billion. So after all
this my community in Wangaratta is wondering why as
they desperately seek land for their new special school,
which has been overdue for many years, that land is not
going to be purchased and why we have missed out
again. This is an investment of only half a million to
three-quarters of a million dollars, and yet this
government wants to brag about a surplus and talk
about their financial management. At the end of the
day, my community waits for desperately needed
resources. People are desperate for those services in my
local community. I was at the special school recently,
and their numbers mean the school is already bulging at
the seams. They are talking about a 25 per cent increase
next year, which is really going to put the pressure on
that organisation.
There is also no money in the budget for Wangaratta
Secondary College. I hear those on the other side
gloating about the Education State and the money that
was invested in education in their electorates. Well,
Wangaratta Secondary College, zero; Cobram Secondary
College, no money at all; and Yarrawonga P–12, which
is only halfway through a stage development, was again
left out in the cold. While the government continues to
call this state the Education State, I think it is the
Minister for Education who needs an education in terms
of where he can invest for all of Victoria, not just
electorates that suit him. In fact $87 million was cut from
rural and regional school upgrades, and again they are
funds that are urgently needed in our communities.
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This government has again gone on about how this is a
great budget for Victoria, but every backbencher in the
government has used their valuable speaking time to
talk about Malcolm Turnbull and what he did not
deliver in the federal budget. I think they have forgotten
that they are in government here in Victoria, and if they
really want to commit, they can.
The Minister for Public Transport really needs to ask
herself where her commitments have gone in regional
Victoria, which is, as I say, where 25 per cent of
Victorians live. People are asking me, ‘Does she ever
deliver for Victoria rather than whine about what the
federal government isn’t doing for them or doing for
Victoria’ — that is, delivering for rail lines, particularly
in the north-east. I heard her contribution earlier, and
she was talking about something that I think she called
the regional rail revival. But she glossed over the northeast line very quickly, because there has been no
contribution and no investment there. Of the 87 new
trains she was talking about, none of those went to the
north-east line. If she cannot secure funds for her
portfolio, she needs to consider having a serious look at
who can represent the portfolio better.
The member for Murray Plains, the Leader of The
Nationals, spoke about the 2017–18 budget, which
includes a $9 million investment for the African wild
dogs at the zoo. I thought he was joking when he first
spoke about this. I could not believe it. We have got
issues in north-east Victoria with genuine wild dogs
that destroy sheep. They are there for the thrill kill. I
know the member for Benambra and the member for
Gippsland East are with me on the issues we face with
wild dogs in our country communities, and a whopping
$9 million gets invested in the zoo. I think that is
nothing short of embarrassing, and again: tell this to
people in my community who are seeing their sheep
mauled on a daily basis by the wild dogs.
The member for Euroa spoke about TAFE and the
enrolments that are well down. This is another broken
promise from Labor. When they were in opposition
they continued to attack the then government about
what they were not doing for TAFE. Now just look at
what is happening in TAFE since Labor has come to
government. It has been quite an embarrassment, and
they are now very silent on TAFE, certainly with regard
to enrolment numbers.
What I could not find in the budget was any line item
about rorts, because again the government has tried to
push this under the carpet and write this off. I do not
know whether it is in the capital budget or the statement
of finances, but I could not find anywhere in the budget,
or in the rural and regional information paper, anything
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about the rorts and the money that has been written off
for a so-called caravan in Ocean Grove or a beach house.
I think this government still needs to be accountable for
those actions and that money needs to be paid back,
certainly by the member for Melton. I have to go back to
my community and tell them that funding for the special
school is not forthcoming but the rorting members are
free to vote, free to speak, on full pay and not required to
pay that money back, which again is disappointing.
On a lighter note Northeast Health Wangaratta, led by
the magnificent Margaret Bennett, received muchneeded funding that I have been calling for for a couple
of years now. The Minister for Health, to her credit,
supported my request. I am delighted that $15 million
to support Northeast Health was forthcoming in this
budget because Margaret Bennett does a wonderful job.
Northeast Health services not just Wangaratta
obviously but a much broader area from Yarrawonga
and, to a certain extent, Cobram, to certainly up through
Myrtleford and Bright, and to a certain degree
Mansfield.
Then there are the issues that happen on the Hume
Highway. The Hume Highway is busy and I do not
believe there is a hospital north of Wallan until you get
to Wangaratta, so a lot of the accidents that happen on
the Hume Freeway are supported, as the first point of
service, at Wangaratta hospital or Northeast Health.
Again they do a sensational job and I encourage them
to continue in that capacity.
I ran a petition earlier this year requesting funds for the
Wangaratta State Emergency Service (SES). Wangaratta
is based near three rivers and, from time to time, in fact
too regularly sometimes, those rivers flood. I just
mentioned the Hume Highway and the accidents that
happen there, and of course normal storms and tempests
go on in our communities, yet the SES in Wangaratta
have a very, very poor building; the headquarters is very
run down. We ran a petition earlier this year, and I am
delighted that $1.6 million was forthcoming for that SES
infrastructure. It will be located close to the Country Fire
Authority (CFA) and the police station, so all the
emergency services are thereabouts.
At the same time $32 million was ripped out of the
agricultural budget in this budget in 2017. Communities
where I live in Cobram and in places like Yarrawonga,
Tungamah and Everton that are dependent on
agriculture for their prosperity are questioning the
investment, or the lack of investment, in agriculture in
our regions. We have seen some pretty tough times
recently with Murray Goulburn and what has gone on
with their pricing. I note that just yesterday they had
their opening price for the forthcoming season — it was
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well down on expectations of what farmers need,
basically the cost of production.
Again we really cannot afford for the government to be
chopping money out of the agricultural budget. It really
is a kick in the guts to those farming communities.
They are not looking for handouts but they do need
support in terms of the departments being able to guide
and support them in different areas. It is a tough
industry: you are competing against mother nature, you
are competing against world parity pricing and of
course you are competing against the Australian dollar.
They have got it all in front of them.
Government members try to talk up the budget. As I
mentioned earlier, there is an $87 million reduction in
rural education upgrades and of course the Wangaratta
special school that I talked about earlier.
On the regional rail revival that the minister talks about,
I think it needs to be called a regional rail resuscitation.
With Labor having been in government for 14 of the
past 18 years, I think it is time that they came out, were
actually honest with the community in the north-east
and said, ‘We are not going to provide any rolling stock
for you. We’ve talked about it, we’ve done sticky notes
on boards, we’ve had consultation, we’ve spoken to
people’, because at the end of the day it is clear they are
not going to deliver rolling stock.
The Labor government wants to argue with the federal
minister for infrastructure, Darren Chester. The claim
was that if the minister delivers and fixes the north-east
line, they will commit to rolling stock on the north-east
line. I stood on that line only a couple of weeks ago at
Wangaratta station with Darren Chester and he said,
‘We are committing $100 million to the north-east line
for the improvements that need to be made’. The state
minister then came out and said, ‘Well, that’s not
enough; we need more’.
At the end of the day the minister just needs to be
honest with the community and say, ‘We haven’t
delivered in over 18 years and we probably don’t intend
to’, because I think people need to hear the truth at
some stage. With 87 trains purchased by this
government in this budget and none of them going to
the north-east, I think the writing is on the wall.
The member for Pascoe Vale spoke about a Labor
budget and, yes, it is definitely a Labor budget. Only
Labor can make cuts to regional Victoria like they have
done. Only Labor can increase taxes — they said they
would not and they have — and only Labor can commit
absolutely zero dollars for rolling stock on the north-east
line. All the while the crime wave in Victoria snowballs.
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Only Labor is divisive in Victoria, only Labor is
destructive to the CFA, and only Labor is defensive of
those rorters that need to pay the money back.
The member for Geelong was starting to blame Prime
Minister Turnbull as well, saying that he did not deliver.
Again she is wrong. Turnbull and Darren Chester did
deliver on the north-east line and the regional rail sector.
They have certainly delivered. It is time for the Victorian
government to commit to their share of the public
transport fiasco in the north-east. They need to commit to
that rolling stock, not avoid the subject and blame
somebody else. There are only so many years you can
keep blaming somebody else before the time comes to
wake up to yourself and say, ‘We’re not addressing the
problem and it’s time we did’. I certainly call on the
minister to stop whining and whinging about it and
actually commit to that rolling stock.
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — In the very short
time available to me before we break for lunch, I just
want to say that I am very much looking forward to
speaking on the Appropriation (2017–18) Bill 2017, not
just because it is indeed a great Labor budget but because
it is delivering for the people of Victoria, and more
importantly to the people of regional Victoria and in
particular the people of Bendigo West. I am very proud
to be able to stand here to talk about the budget, and
when it is next before the house I hope members will be
around to hear that extraordinary contribution and what it
will mean for the good people of Bendigo West.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.02 p.m.

GRIEVANCES
The SPEAKER — Order! The question is:
That grievances be noted.

Terrorism
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) — I grieve for all who
value peace, freedom, safety and our way of life. The
latest London attacks of terrorism bring to the fore the
lengths that those who hate what we value will go to to
destroy it. This is a war. It is not a conventional war,
but it is nonetheless a war. We are under attack, and it
is an attack on the very freedoms and way of life that
our diggers fought for so that we may have those
freedoms. If those men and women could see now that
what they had fought so valiantly for is under attack,
they would want us to stand, they would want us to
fight and they would want us to hold strong to what
they fought for. That in itself means that we have an
obligation to fight just like they did for our continued
freedoms and our continued way of life, because the
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alternative cannot be countenanced. It cannot be
contemplated. If we do not, then what our diggers
fought for and died for would be in vain.
Our thoughts and prayers go out to all those affected by
the shocking act of terror in London where two
Australians were murdered by freedom-hating terrorists
and other Australians were injured. For us in Australia
the fight must not stop; more must be done. We cannot
assume that we are safe tucked away on an island
where our freedoms are protected. Our freedom of
speech — like our freedom of association, our freedom
to come and go as we like, our freedom to love and the
freedom of our way of life including our democratic
freedoms, our political freedoms, our economic
freedoms and our religious freedoms — can never be
taken for granted. People are being killed just simply
because they are living the very freedoms provided by
those who fought for them, and that reveals an
obligation to prevent terrorism in all its forms.
Andrew Hastie, the federal member for Canning, wrote
this weekend just past that since 2014, $1.5 billion has
been invested in border security and terrorist threat
protection, and he referred to federal legislation
empowering our intelligence and law enforcement
agencies that has been enacted to ‘disrupt our enemies
upstream’. ‘ASIO, our shield against unseen arrows, is
doing a superb job of disrupting terror plots in
Australia, and it works 24/7 to keep us safe’, he said.
We also need to be able to respond immediately if and
when these inhumane savages — these Islamist
jihadists, these extremists — strike.
It is reported that three terrorists were shot by London
police within 8 minutes of notification, and that
response will be reviewed and learned from, which is
standard practice for any emergency response. That
response was immediate, and should be immediate, in
relation to those attacks because you need to deal with
the imminent threats that come upon us and the
imminent threat to so many more innocent people.
That brings me to the MH128 Malaysia Airlines flight
which returned to Melbourne after a man tried to enter
the cockpit and threatened to blow up the plane. The
London attacks bring this closer to home when we
think what if that had been a terrorist incident? Reports
out of London as this most recent attack unfolded were
that they were uncertain in the initial stages as to
whether it was a terrorist event, but regardless it was
treated as such. Many including those on board MH128
have rightly stated their concern, and that was about
being left sitting on the flight on the tarmac for a period
of time while no-one really knew if the device was a
bomb or not. And who would not be concerned? I am
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not sure I would have been as calm as perhaps some of
them were in relation to being fearful of whether a
bomb was on board and just accepting the silence and
the sitting.
The point is that our lives are in the hands of those
brave and courageous people who are trained to
respond and rescue us, and if anything delays what they
know needs to happen and what they know they are
wanting to do, then we have a problem. The question
remains: did anything get in that way? That is the
question. Was standard operating procedure followed?
And if not — —
Ms Neville interjected.
Ms RYALL — I will pick up that interjection. The
Minister for Police said the standard operating
procedure was followed. If not, the question is: did that
delay place anyone at risk?
Miranda Devine, in her piece on the weekend titled ‘Inflight terror — looks like we’re on our own’ identifies
standard emergency practice. She says:
If the threat is made in the air, the pilot lands and taxis to an
isolated spot on the tarmac, to ‘deplane passengers
immediately and move them to a secure area’, as stated in Los
Angeles airport’s emergency procedures manual, the Global
Aviation Information Network’s Cabin Safety Compendium
and any number of aviation security guides.

She goes on to illustrate nine cases internationally in the
last 12 months where that very action has occurred
around the world — on two flights in Dubai, and one
each in Kuala Lumpur, Madrid, Kolkata, Bangkok,
Brisbane, Gothenburg and New York.
Today in the Herald Sun it was reported that a bomb
scare on a Virgin Australia flight from Sydney to
Albury led to a deplaning immediately upon landing.
The bomb threat was left on a note on a sick bag in the
aircraft toilet, as reported by the Herald Sun. That was
found, as reported by the Herald Sun, 15 minutes prior
to landing. It appears that flight MH128 in Victoria was
handled a bit differently, and I simply raise the point:
why would the minister, or indeed the Premier, try to
shut down anyone who might raise a question about the
delay in deplaning? I note that the minister berated the
Leader of the Opposition.
Ms Neville interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! Without the assistance of
the Minister for Police.
Ms RYALL — I just note for the record that the
Minister for Police is continually interjecting and trying
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to interrupt what I am saying. Richard Willingham
quoted the minister in a tweet as having said, ‘to
question the operational tactics are appalling’ — that is
what the minister said — and demanded that the
opposition leader apologise to staff.
Ms Neville interjected.
Ms RYALL — The thing is, Minister, he is not the
only one raising concerns or questions. I raise concerns
and questions, as do many Victorians. I think it takes a
certain type of arrogance to slam those who are
genuinely concerned, those who want to know if — just
if — the reason for leaving a plane full of passengers on
board for 90 minutes, without knowing if the bomb
threat was real — —
Ms Neville — It was not 90 minutes for a start. Get
your facts right.
Ms RYALL — Well, for an extended period of
time. They want to know if it was the right thing to do.
The Chief Commissioner of Police and the Leader of
the Opposition are as one on the necessity to review
and take any learnings from that to improve. That really
highlights the problem, like the Premier, with this
government: they are always defending the status quo,
whether it be parole, bail, sentencing or in this case
dealing with threats to safety.
As we know, the first job of any government is
protecting the safety of its residents, and when the
alternative Premier raises a concern it is because he has
the safety of Victorian residents front and centre in his
mind. When the alternative Premier asks questions, he
is asking them on behalf of all Victorians. Why?
Because in the wake of yet another attack on our way of
life in London and with the bombings we want to be
sure that if an event like MH128 were to happen
tomorrow, and if it was real — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Government members
will come to order.
Ms RYALL — If it was real, God forbid, we want
to know that those on board would have the best
possible chance of survival.
Ms Neville interjected.
Ms RYALL — I think the minister did not listen to
what I said — I said ‘if’. All Victorians want to be
certain that the risk posed to those on board by leaving
them for that extended period of time after taxiing to a
secure spot — —
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Honourable members interjecting.
Ms RYALL — Sorry, I am going to repeat myself,
Speaker, because I cannot hear myself think because of
the interjections from those opposite.
The SPEAKER — Order! Government members
will come to order.
Ms RYALL — All Victorians want to be certain that
the risk posed to those on board by leaving them on the
plane for that period of time until the critical response
members entered the plane was warranted. That is the
right thing to do. It is okay to ask questions. It is
extraordinary that those opposite are trying to shut me
down for even raising the point that questions are okay.
It is about the systems, it is about the practices that sit
behind counterterrorism preparedness and responses
and anything that might impede or compromise those.
Because the average Jo, like me — albeit I am someone
who does have risk management experience and
knowledge — is having trouble understanding what
happened. We are asking ourselves, ‘Did someone get
in the way of getting everyone off the plane in the
soonest possible time? Was the right thing done?’. If it
happened tomorrow and it was an explosive, would the
same thing happen? This is not something that can wait
for a review that takes an extended period of time.
Reviews need to happen promptly. I certainly know
from the emergency drills that we did in tunnels and on
rooftops that reviews of those were done immediately,
because you can never anticipate all of the moving parts
in an emergency.
As I said, it is not something that can wait; it needs to be
done now. Victorians need that assurance. They do not
need the how, they just need to know: were there issues?
Have they been rectified? And are we prepared? Are
they assured? As the London terror attacks unfolded, as
innocent people were mowed down on the pavement, it
felt for me like the alarm and shock that we all felt as
people were mowed down in Bourke Street. It is a
different event, but as I monitored those events in
London as they unfolded from that very first tweet, I was
so grateful that the time from notification to authorities
eliminating the three terrorists was 8 minutes. I thought,
‘Thank God it did not go on any longer’.
While members of the government will try and dissect
what I am saying, as they have, and present it out of
context, as they always do, it is incumbent on an
opposition to ask questions on behalf of Victorians.
Ms Neville interjected.
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Ms RYALL — While the Premier and the Minister
for Police may jump to attack anyone, as the Minister
for Police is now, who dares question anything, it
would be remiss of us not to ask questions. We would
not be fulfilling our duty to the Victorian people as an
opposition if we did not do this. A government that has
a decent set of values at its core, that is competent and
on top of governing and that takes seriously its primary
responsibility and obligation to keep Victorians safe
would not try to shut down debate but would try to give
answers to reassure Victorians. Given the tragic events
in Bourke Street, the loss of life, the horror, the
heartache and the ongoing trauma experienced by those
impacted, would we be able to respond in a similar time
frame to the police in London if an event like that was
carried out by an extremist?
One thing I will not resile from is asking questions.
They are hard questions, I know. They are often
difficult, but they are ones that Victorians want answers
to. Victorians have a right to be confident that, if a
violent terrorist attack happened on the scale of
London, we would be sufficiently prepared and
protected. That is a natural thing that people want to
know. Many of us have family and friends who are
police officers and who do an amazing job in incredibly
difficult circumstances. They need to be confident too
that they are not being second-guessed and that they
have the authority, the direction and at times the
discretion to do what they need to do.
Our courageous police put themselves in the line of fire,
as they did in Brighton on Monday. They are heroes.
They were ambushed by someone who should not have
been on parole. If community expectations were the
measure, that person should not have been on parole.
The criminal not only killed an innocent man but also
ambushed our police and shot three of them. This man
had a long list of crimes to his name and terrorist links.
The Premier said that the intelligence agencies have a
very close working relationship with Victoria Police.
He said that in Parliament. This man, in addition to
having terrorist links, had committed a litany of crimes
in the past, and many members of this house have gone
over those.
Why should our brave and courageous police and
counterterrorism officers sacrifice their safety and
potentially their lives when we have got a justice system
that is not up to the task of protecting them or Victorians
from those who should be locked up and not on the
streets? This is our state’s justice system, so I would
suggest that instead of blaming Canberra, if the Premier
cannot run a parole system that keeps Victorians safe, he
should resign. He should give his job up.
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In question time the Premier said that all the Callinan
reforms have been implemented, but the first has not
been implemented, and that is IT systems to enable the
Adult Parole Board of Victoria to quickly assess
relevant intelligence and understand the risk a person
poses to the community. The Premier cannot have it
both ways. On the one hand he says everything has
been implemented, and on the other hand it is clear that
it has not.
We are two and a half years into this government’s
term — more than halfway — and I come back to
where I started: our diggers, those who fought and died
for our freedoms. We owe it to them not to run up the
white flag and not to accept violent extremism as part
of contemporary Australia but to do everything we can
to protect our way of life.

Victoria Police
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — What an
absolute disgrace. The member for Ringwood has never
been a police officer, has not had a brief from Victoria
Police and has not sought one, but is willing to stand up
in this place and criticise and undermine Victoria Police.
I am grieving today for our men and women of Victoria
Police and for the fact that they continue to be
undermined by those opposite. It is shameful criticism —
historical criticism throughout their term in government
last time. They have undermined Victoria Police
historically, and the damage they are doing is ongoing. It
needs to be called out.
I want to begin by reflecting on the sacrifice and service
of all our women and men in blue. There have been
recent events, and I spoke about them today, that have
again shown just what extraordinary work they do,
running into fire and running into gunshots. They do
this every day, and most days it goes unnoticed and is
without any fanfare. The events of this week show just
how important and dangerous their work is.
As I said, we have two special operations group (SOG)
officers in hospital. Their injuries are serious. One has
undergone significant skin grafts on their hands. These
kinds of injuries can unfortunately result in ongoing
impairment. The extent to which that is going to be the
case in this situation will take some time to know.
Notwithstanding that, the surgery went well. The
second officer has pellets through his neck, his face and
his shoulder. He is unable to have one of those pellets
removed because it is sitting on a nerve and also near
his vocal chords. He will forever have that pellet lodged
in him.
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These are the officers that are being supported by the
command, supported by their families, supported by
colleagues and supported by this government. They
are receiving unwavering support, and these injuries
are a reminder of the dangers they face each and every
day and each and every week in negotiating and
intervening every single day in Victoria, saving lives
every single day.
The specialist squads are absolutely true professionals.
They are constantly training. I watch them out at the
academy. They are constantly training. They are
relentless in their work, and we are supporting them.
We are supporting them with a new specialist training
facility. We have expanded the SOG team by
30 positions. They have never had a greater capacity
than under this government.
We are purchasing new equipment for them and the
bomb squad. We have got a new specialist
counterterrorism team — $63 million — the best
resourced and the best structured team in this country. It
is all part of our $3 billion uplift for Victoria Police —
no more boom and bust — just signed up to by the
Police Association Victoria, this government and
Victoria Police. Protective services officers are freeing
up police on the front line. We have new technology to
make sure we are ahead of the game and ahead of the
criminals. Of course as part of the comprehensive
community safety statement there is $2 billion for a
strategic approach to bringing down crime, improving
safety in our community.
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The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Ms NEVILLE — I can provide the member across
the table with the actual quotes from the opposition
leader which again go to the heart of those attacks that
they are making. Seven years they waged a war against
Victoria Police, and they continue — —
Mr Burgess — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister said that we were attacking frontline police.
She is now going to provide the quotes that prove that,
and this side of the chamber is waiting to hear those.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Ms NEVILLE — For seven years they waged a
war. Let us look at the record in detail. In government
their first police minister, a dud, did not even know
what was going on in his own office. ‘I know nothing,
Speaker’, is what he kept saying. It was his constant
response when he had a staff member undermining the
chief commissioner. The police minister was saying
one thing to the then chief commissioner while his
police adviser — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms NEVILLE — I said I would provide the quotes
to the house, and I will do that. This police minister was
saying one thing to the then — —
Honourable members interjecting.

What an absolutely stark contrast to those opposite. In
government they compromised the operational
independence of Victoria Police every single step of the
way. If you have a look at when the crime wave started
to increase in this state, it coincided completely with
them undermining a police commissioner and with
them undermining Victoria Police men and women.
That is when we started to see it. They continue now
their baseless attacks on frontline officers, on our
specialist officers and on our senior commanders
responsible for Victoria Police.
Mr Burgess — On a point of order, Speaker, there
has got to be some rule against misleading the
Parliament like this minister is doing right now,
absolutely going on with this load of rubbish. She
should be brought to heel right now.
Ms Ward — Further to the point of order, Speaker,
if you want to talk about misleading the Parliament,
how about the shadow Minister for Emergency
Services apologise for misleading the Parliament over
Black Saturday?

Ms NEVILLE — I am going through the constant
seven years of undermining, and those opposite may
not like it. They had a police adviser conspiring against
a senior commander, a recipe for disaster, and that is
exactly what happened. You had the government’s lead
policy adviser — —
Mr Burgess — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister clearly said she was about to provide the proof,
the quotes, that we were attacking frontline police. She
said she was going to provide them, so we are now
waiting for them. Minister, are you going to provide
them, or are you lying, as you always do?
The SPEAKER — Order! I have warned members
today already — at least one member today — that the
use of the word ‘lying’ in this place is out of order. I
remind all honourable members of that fact.
There is no point of order. The issues you are raising as
points of order are entirely appropriate for members to
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raise in the rest of this grievances debate, not as a point
of order.
Mr Burgess — On a further point of order, Speaker,
I asked the question of whether she was lying. I did not
call her a liar. I said, ‘Were you lying?’. There is no
need for me to withdraw that.
The SPEAKER — Order! I have just warned the
member not to use that word. The minister has asked
for a withdrawal. I ask the member to withdraw.
Mr Burgess interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member to
withdraw his comments.
Mr Burgess — I withdraw.
Ms NEVILLE — This is a recipe for disaster. That
is exactly what happened — the active undermining of
a chief commissioner. They then had a parliamentary
secretary secretly taping conversations with the police
minister and the Deputy Premier. That is the level of
dysfunction there was. Gee, what a surprise crime may
have gone up, and what a surprise there was potential
criminal activity happening in the police minister’s
office, let alone what was happening in the community
at that time.
There were senior police resigning, being sacked or
walking away. In fact they had one of the highest
attrition rates in Victoria Police’s history. We now have
one of the lowest in Victoria Police’s history. Right
now we do have the lowest, and it is all there in the
public reports. There was the Rush inquiry, the
Crossing the Line report, the Ombudsman’s report —
three inquiries. And guess what they found: political
interference at the highest level and bungling that
would have an impact on the real world. While they
have been concerned about whether Victoria Police can
respond, they were the ones time after time, year after
year, undermining Victoria Police and its officers.
There was no new investment, there were zero frontline
police added, there was no leadership and there was no
credibility. Then what did we have? We then had
another useless police minister appointed — he was
another dud — the member for Scoresby. He was the
Treasurer for the first two years when they did not fund
any new police. Again, there were no new police added,
so he was even less effective. The ‘Do not disturb’ sign
was put up on his door. He sleepwalked through that
two-year term. There were no new police, no leadership
and no credibility, but some good tennis games were
watched along the way.
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The four years of Liberal government were wasted
years. There were no new police, and the leadership
team was in crisis. Members on the other side criticised
local commanders about operational directions. The
member for South Barwon misled his constituents back
in the day when he said he was going to build a 24-hour
police station, but guess what? That never happened,
and he has the gall to lecture us. His government did
not bring in any new police. There were zero extra
police, but we are getting on with delivering
3135 police.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member for
Hastings to cease his interjecting across the table.
Ms NEVILLE — They made false promises. Even
this morning the member for Croydon got up in this
house and said that the Mooroolbark police station is
not open 24 hours anymore. That is wrong. It is open
24 hours. I spoke to the chief commissioner’s office. It
is open. So again that is incorrect and misleading.
We have a Deputy Leader of the Opposition who has
come out in his local paper actively attacking his local
police. The shadow Minister for Police is a flip-flopper.
At one stage he quoted section 10 but then wanted me
to intervene. Section 10 does not allow me to intervene,
but then he wants me to intervene. He poses with
police, smiles at them, says that he loves them and nods
his head when he is briefed by the police command, but
then he undermines the police. He goes out and tells
people that there is something wrong with Victoria
Police. He encourages vigilantism.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member for
Hastings and the member for Mordialloc to cease their
conversation across the floor.
Ms NEVILLE — He called for political
interventions in police operations. He goes out and
supports people who have an active vendetta against
Victoria Police. He stands next to them, and he stands
up for an era of police officers when the treatment of
women was appalling. He stands next to them and
holds that up as a card and as a way forward for
Victoria. Can you imagine that?
He backs a former New South Wales police officer and
a state that has had a long history of police corruption.
He likes to compare our state with New South Wales.
Let us have a look at that. Let us compare us with New
South Wales. New South Wales crime reporting is
completely different to ours. We record every single
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incident. They do not do that. They record some
offences, but then others they do not report on at all. Let
us look at the National Motor Vehicle Theft Reduction
Council that the shadow minister recently referred to in
saying that motor vehicle theft was going up. Let us
have a look at the data on their website. In the first three
months of 2017 motor vehicle theft in Victoria was
down by 13 per cent, whereas New South Wales in the
same period was up by 6 per cent, so again that is
incorrect information. These are the facts, and the
shadow minister needs to get with the facts. More than
that, he has actually come out and proven that when it
comes to police officers he has not got their backs.
We have also heard outrageous slurs from the shadow
Treasurer in relation to our police on a range of matters
that have been referred to him. The shadow Treasurer
has attacked the integrity of hard-nosed detectives in
crime command. He went out and said that they are
making decisions on a political basis. That is an
outrageous claim and an outrageous comment. These
are the detectives that are on the front line of fighting
crime in our state, and what they see from the shadow
Treasurer, the shadow Minister for Police, those
opposite and those on the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee is a constant undermining of their
expertise and skills.
Let me come to the Leader of the Opposition, a man we
now know clearly is not fit for office, a man who has
already demonstrated that he thinks family violence is a
second-order issue. Apparently $2 billion does not
equate to any investment in law and order. He is a man
who has demonstrated his thoughts on gender and
diversity by the character of the people he stands with,
and he is a man who has got the gall to criticise our
specialist police officers. He did not seek a briefing on
the Malaysia — —
Mr M. O’Brien — On a point of order, Speaker, I
heard the minister slur me and make false imputations
against me.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for
Housing, Disability and Ageing!
Mr M. O’Brien — The minister made it clear. She
said that I had slurred the integrity of police — —
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Mr M. O’Brien — She said that I had slurred the
integrity of police in relation to investigations by saying
they were making decisions based on political factors. I
did not say that, and the minister cannot refer to any
quote where I have said that. I find it offensive, and I
ask for it to be withdrawn.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister to
withdraw.
Ms NEVILLE — I withdraw.
The SPEAKER — The minister has concluded her
contribution.

Government performance
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I am pleased in one
way to rise to make a contribution to the grievance
debate today but saddened in another way. Currently in
Victoria there is an enormous amount to grieve about.
What a sad situation for all of us. We currently have a
government that totally lacks integrity, and this is a
dreadful situation for Victorians to be in. We also have
a Premier who is a blatant hypocrite and who lacks
character, and I will illustrate that in detail later on.
Under the hopeless leadership of the government here
in Victoria we have many areas which are causing
significant grief to Victorians, and I want to give some
examples. We have rampaging crime rates, including
almost daily violent attacks on innocent people and
businesses such as home invasions, carjackings, ram
raids and jewellery shop robberies, just to mention a
few. We have got a justice system in crisis, with youth
offenders in custody still behaving totally lawlessly. As
I have discussed with many constituents in recent
months, what hope have we got when the young
offenders inside the prison system are still behaving in a
violent and lawless manner and destroying other
people’s property? They will not even behave when
they are incarcerated.
We have got a cloud over the sentencing and parole
systems, especially given recent events. We have got
record levels of taxation and government spending. We
have got government policy that adds to cost-of-living
pressures and drives up utility prices. And we have got
the rorting and dishonesty of government members. So
all Victorians have plenty to grieve about under this
dishonest and clueless government.

Mr Richardson interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Mordialloc is warned.

I want to start my contribution by looking at just a few
examples of the lack of integrity, the dishonesty and the
rorting by the government and its members. Any one of
these examples is enough on its own, but sadly for all
Victorians there is an ever-growing list of examples of
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why this government is unfit to govern. I want to have a
look at just a few of those.

The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order. The grievance debate is a wideranging debate.

Firstly, we had the infamous dictaphone affair in July
2014. We can have a quick look at the timetable on that
just to refresh our memories. On 17 May 2014 a tape
recorder owned by a journalist or a journalist’s
employer was lost at an ALP conference. On 6 June
2014, after getting legal advice, senior ALP figures
decided not to release the tape — in other words, the
contents of the dictaphone. On 25 July 2014 the then
Leader of the Opposition and now Premier denied any
involvement in the theft, and on 28 July 2014 he
conceded he was wrong. Let us just have a look at some
of the material in relation to that.

Mr ANGUS — Thank you, Speaker, and I take that
as a compliment because I can see members opposite
trying to waste my time and being afraid to hear what
the truth is in relation to these matters. To return to the
interview:

We can turn to a media transcript from ABC Central
Victoria’s Mornings program on 25 July 2014 when
Fiona Parker was interviewing the now Premier:
FIONA PARKER: Were your staff involved in the theft of
this dictaphone?
DANIEL ANDREWS: No, and I want to be very clear about
this …
…
FIONA PARKER: So you can categorically say —

DANIEL ANDREWS: Absolutely, crystal clear. Absolutely.
FIONA PARKER: There’s not going to be a smoking gun
found?
DANIEL ANDREWS: Well, I’ve been very clear, Fiona.
Absolutely, there’s no involvement.

A very short time later, on 28 July 2014, on Neil
Mitchell’s morning program on 3AW:
NEIL MITCHELL: You said this was nothing to do with
Labor — you were wrong, aren’t you?
DANIEL ANDREWS: Neil, I want to be very clear with you
that I had no involvement in this matter, but I accept full
responsibility.
…
NEIL MITCHELL: We’re judging you as a leader here and
you came out and said, ‘This is nothing to do with Labor’.
You were wrong, weren’t you?

…
FIONA PARKER: that no-one from your office had anything
to do with the theft of this recording device at Labor’s state
conference in May?
DANIEL ANDREWS: Absolutely, crystal clear. Absolutely.
FIONA PARKER: There’s not going to be — —

Mr Carroll — On a point of order, Speaker, I do not
see how this is relevant to the ALP. This is about as
relevant as talking about porn-gate in the Premier’s
office and the USBs. If this is going to be allowed, I
think the Speaker should be aware that there will be a
full history of what happened in the last term of the
previous government under Don Coulson.
Mr Burgess — On the point of order, Speaker, of
course this debate has been very wideranging. In fact if
you look at the speech from the Minister for Police, she
went all over the place. I would suggest that this debate
has been wideranging enough to allow this speech.
Ms Ward — Further to the point of order, Speaker,
if it is a wideranging debate, then we can discuss all
sorts of things that can come up, but I do suggest that
those opposite have actually run out of ideas in terms of
things to discuss that are relevant to this debate.

DANIEL ANDREWS: Let’s be clear. I made it abundantly
clear on Friday …

and then he goes on. Later in the interview:
NEIL MITCHELL: I just want to see what sort of leader you
are — will you admit that you were wrong?
DANIEL ANDREWS: I am prepared — and I understand
and I’ve taken full responsibility — that it is my
responsibility …

and then he goes on. We can see straightaway that that
goes to the very heart of the man who is now the
Premier of Victoria.
Secondly, we have got the systemic and organised
rorting by various MPs of electorate allowances
through paying people for electorate work that was not
done. This is the infamous red shirt rort which occurred
in the lead-up to the 2014 state election. The Premier
said, ‘There’s nothing to see here. Nothing’s been done
wrong. It’s no big deal’. Then when the Legislative
Council resolved to have this matter looked into, the
government took the unprecedented step of taking
action in the Supreme Court in an attempt to stop the
Legislative Council and the Ombudsman from
investigating this rort. When the government lost that
action they appealed the ruling and ended up in the
appeal court of the Supreme Court. When the
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government lost that hearing they again appealed and
sought leave to have the case heard in the High Court of
Australia. Thankfully that application was also lost,
leaving the Ombudsman free to conduct the
investigations that Victorians are calling out for.
In the meantime the legal costs incurred by this
government in order to try to avoid this matter being
properly investigated are huge — more waste from this
government that is desperately trying to cover up its
wrongdoing. I note also that this government will do
anything to cover up its grubby deals and avoid scrutiny.
The third area I want to grieve about today on behalf of
Victorians concerns the 21 members of the government
who treat their constituents with such disdain that they
do not even live in, or in some cases anywhere near,
their electorates. Shamefully, this list of 21 government
members includes 10 ministers and four parliamentary
secretaries. Talk about treating the people who put them
in this place with complete disdain and disrespect. I
note that the Age of 21 February had a table which
identified a range of members of Parliament who lived
up to 80 kilometres away from their electorate. That is a
disgraceful situation.
Finally, I grieve for Victorians when the state is led by
a man who accepts rorting. Let us look at the welldocumented rorting undertaken by the members for
Melton and Tarneit. There has been a three-part
independent review conducted in relation to members’
second residence allowance payments. What were the
findings of that? The findings were that 34 current
members had received a second residence allowance,
that 32 members had complied with the requirements
and that two members, both Labor members, had rorted
the system and incorrectly claimed this allowance —
the member for Melton for almost $175 000, and the
member for Tarneit for almost $38 000. We had the
Premier say, ‘There is nothing to see here’. That
illustrates the absolute hypocrisy of the Premier.
It is very interesting and informative for all of us in this
place, and particularly for members who were not here
in the last Parliament, to see the reaction of the now
Premier, then the Leader of the Opposition, when the
previous Parliament was dealing with the former
member for Frankston. I note that in that instance the
allegations against the former member for Frankston
were in relation to an amount, as I recall it, in the
approximate quantum of $1200. So what were the
former Leader of the Opposition’s comments then? Let
us turn to Hansard of 24 October 2012. The then
Leader of the Opposition said, and I quote:
The member for Frankston stands condemned today by what
is in the Ombudsman’s report. I conclude by simply saying
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this: those who stand shoulder to shoulder with the rorting
member for Frankston stand equally condemned. They will
need to live with the indelible mark that they failed the test of
leadership.

He also said on that same day:
The Premier of this state has a rorter in his ranks, and instead
of doing the right thing — instead of reading the
Ombudsman’s report and then coming to the only reasonable
conclusion: that the behaviour of the member for Frankston
cannot be excused in any way — the greatest shame in all this
is that the Premier tolerates it.

He went on:
The fact that the Premier continues to stand shoulder to
shoulder with the rorter for Frankston simply makes the point
time and again that the member for Frankston and his
appalling conduct are an indelible stain on this Premier’s
claim to be someone of high standards and integrity.

We can see right there that the now Premier is
condemned by his own words in relation to another
matter which some would argue was relatively minor in
the context of the matters that are currently under
investigation.
If we turn to Hansard of 11 June 2014, the Premier,
then the Leader of the Opposition, said, and I quote:
If anyone wants to know why ours is regarded as the lowest
profession, then simply look at the conduct of the member for
Frankston and the Premier’s protection of him. If anyone in
this chamber wants to know why we are regarded as being for
the public purse instead of the public good, if anyone in this
chamber wants to know why we are held in such low regard
by the hardworking people of this great state, then look no
further than the conduct of the member for Frankston and the
Premier’s protection of him via this motion.

How those words echo the situation right now but also
how they so drastically differ from the words we have
heard from the same person in his new role as Premier
of Victoria. On the same day he went on to say:
It is this sort of conduct, this sort of weakness, this
apologising for the member for Frankston that sums up this
Premier, sums up this government and sums up, sadly, why
the community has lost faith in us as a class of person … and,
what is more, lost faith in this chamber and the institution of
this Parliament.

He went on:
If the member for Frankston were appropriately punished and
an appropriate penalty were levied upon him — that is to say,
if he were expelled from this house, which is exactly what
should occur, for his completely inappropriate behaviour and
for putting his private interests and profits ahead of his public
duty and the public trust placed in him by the good people of
Frankston — there would be every expectation that a byelection would be held.
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Where has the current Premier been both today and in
recent weeks and months in relation to the matters that
are currently under investigation? He has been
absolutely silent, and on that case alone he is
condemned as an absolute hypocrite.

then they condemned the former member for
Frankston, yet here we are, when there has been
systemic and much more significant rorting going on,
and they have remained silent. All Victorians should be
well aware of that.

I turn now to further extracts from Hansard. I want to
quote the member for Melton from Hansard of 11 June
2014. He said:

In conclusion, I grieve for all Victorians about the
current government that we have in Victoria and about
the adverse consequences of this for Victorians. I grieve
because we have a government that is led by a man
with no integrity when it really counts, a man who will
do and say anything to stay in power and a man who
turns a blind eye to the systemic rorting by some of his
members. What sort of example does this set for all
law-abiding Victorians when the Premier does not
come out and deal with rorting in his midst?

As members of Parliament we are here not only to represent
our constituents but to uphold the dignity of this house and
the things that are important — those things that distinguish
us from other Westminster parliaments and from other
parliaments and keep us from doing the wrong thing.

He went on:
I put it to you, Speaker, that if an apology is what this house
requires, then that apology should be made immediately to
this house … because the member for Frankston has brought
this house and every member in this house into disrepute.
For that he needs to come in here today, after this debate is
concluded, and apologise to every single member of this
house and to the people of Victoria. He has rorted his
privileges … for his personal benefit.
That should not be allowed.

That is absolutely true. The member for Melton went on:
We should not allow any member of Parliament on either side
of the house, whether they are Labor, Liberal, Nationals or
Independent, to rort their entitlements. That is not what we are
here for. We are here to represent our constituents. We are
here to pass laws and to make sure that what we leave as a
legacy in this house is for the betterment of all Victorians and
not to line pockets or to bring this house and all its members
into disrepute. This is about decency. This is about not having
one of our own let off the hook.

We can see right there that if the member for Melton
meant what he said back then, he would have acted
upon his own words all these years later.
If we look at Hansard of 24 October 2012, we see what
the member for Monbulk and now Deputy Premier said:
The member for Frankston chronically rorted the system
using taxpayers dollars for private profit. He has shamed
everyone else in this chamber, and he knew it was wrong.

There we have it. We see the blatant hypocrisy of many
members on the other side of this place, but
particularly, and most damningly, by the Leader of the
Government and the Deputy Leader of the
Government, the Premier and the Deputy Premier. By
their own words they are condemned by their behaviour
today. They are so two-faced.
I am not defending it, but this was a relatively minor
amount in the overall context of today’s events. Back

Opposition performance
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — I actually grieve for
Liberal Party members after that splurge. I now
understand fully why Michael Kroger has let
preselections go a little bit longer. It is because of the
complete policy vacuum over there. We have a
grievance on law and order and all we have heard about
is why they preselected the former member for
Frankston. I cannot get over them. It is a complete
policy-free zone. If there was a fifth, sixth, seventh,
eighth or ninth row, they would all be on it. There is no
doubt about it. It is great to have the current member for
Frankston here. He will be here for several terms and he
is going to be part of a longstanding Labor government.
I will get to the grievance because I think this is a very
important subject to talk about. I just want to say that
this has been a year in which our justice and our police
resources have been tested. We had the Bourke Street
tragedy occur on 20 January. Then, very close to my
own home, we had the Essendon Airport plane crash.
More recently we had the tragic terrorism incident in
Brighton. I must say, though, through this grievance
debate that we need to make sure that our police are
given all the resources they require. I am proud to be
part of a government and under a Minister for Police
that has — —
Mr Wynne — Record investment.
Mr CARROLL — Record investment. Most
importantly, earlier today I was in a meeting with one
of the deputy commissioners of Victoria Police. They
do an excellent job. We were talking about the record
investment in our community safety statement and the
second tranche that will make sure all Victorians are
kept safe. They have done an outstanding job. At the
announcement the secretary of the Police Association
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Victoria said that the Andrews government not only
talks the talk but walks the walk. I think that is very
important, and that is what we are doing.
It is very important to note in this grievance debate
that this government came in after a four-year
government that did not do much. We have updated
the statute book with carjacking legislation and home
invasion legislation. This week we are debating
further parole reform. It is very important that our
statute book reflects that the necessary laws are fully
up-to-date. As parliamentary secretary for justice I am
at the police academy regularly, and it is pretty much
going 24/7 — —
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, I have
been listening intently in my office. The member seems
confused. There is not a motion about law and order in
front of the house at the moment; it is the grievance
debate. It shows a complete lack of knowledge of what
is going on in this place that the member thinks there is
a motion about law and order before the house at the
moment. It shows a complete lack of — —
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Mr CARROLL — That is why I think it is a
grievance debate, and if you go to the Herald Sun of
19 August — ‘Opposition frontbench hiding in the
shadows’ by James Campbell — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr CARROLL — There is one of the key culprits
right there. That is why you have got Michael Kroger
setting preselections, and that is why you have got
Michael Kroger trying to get money back from the
Cormack Foundation.
Mr Burgess — Speaker, I draw your attention to the
state of the house.
Quorum formed.
Mr CARROLL — I do grieve because under this
government we are making record investment in police
resources, and if you do go to the budget, you can see
that we have got our record investments in family
violence. We have invested more. The opposition like
to talk tough on law and order, but when it actually
comes to putting the resources in there and the funding,
they have a record there where there were no sworn
police. You go back 20 years and you will see that it
has been Labor governments, through and through, that
have put through record investments in Victoria Police.
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At the unlosable election in 1999 of Jeff Kennett, Steve
Bracks had great policy on police in the regions and
central Victoria, and that is what has helped them do so
much. The member for Essendon helped write that
policy, and I know he is very proud of that policy, as he
should be, because he did a great job. We know more
about police, and we are making sure that they are
being delivered. We have got our new model that the
opposition should support because it is making sure that
police are allocated where they need to be.
I was very fortunate to have the police minister in my
electorate only a month ago, and we visited the
Avondale Heights police station, which is part of the
Moonee Ponds and Moonee Valley service area. We
also visited Essendon Airport, where we are making
record investments. Even John Silvester, I must say,
wondered when we handed down our budget whether
or not the Treasurer listened to him on Mornings with
Neil Mitchell on 3AW, because he had been calling for
police resources to go into a new police helicopter fleet
for the 21st century to make sure that we do everything
we need to do to combat crime, and that is what we
delivered in the last budget. So you have your
helicopters. Everything that the Chief Commissioner of
Police has asked for is being done.
I think it would be remiss of me not to say there is also
the issue of underlying causes of crime, and no more
prevalent in the community is that than crystal
methamphetamine — the drug ice. Under the former
government there was a fantastic two-volume report
that had a range of recommendations, beginning with
the Premier setting up a ministerial task force. It was
recommended to Premier Napthine; what did he do?
Twelve new sniffer dogs was his answer to more than
80 recommendations to combat the drug ice. In
opposition, the now Premier led the debate on crystal
methamphetamine, and you guys have done nothing.
We have an Ice Action Taskforce, and even the Liberal
champion Tony Abbott could not wait to get his hands
on what we were doing, but then we had a change of
Prime Minister and nothing happened federally.
Mr Burgess interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hastings will come to order.
Mr CARROLL — But we are doing everything we
can. I do want to say it would be remiss of me not to
say that the member for Forest Hill very much did
stray. We all appreciated him giving us a rundown of
the qualities of the former member for Frankston and
why they preselected him. We were happy he was here
for a short time, and he is no longer here because a
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better quality, harder-working member for Frankston is
in that seat now. He is delivering, not representing
Victoria overseas in a pair of thongs, and actually doing
things that need to be done in Frankston, and we are
very proud to have him.

You saw what happened when they introduced their
baseline sentencing legislation. When you are drafting
legislation, particularly in justice, it is technical, it is
difficult, and you have to do everything you can to
make sure it is right. But the Court of Appeal said:

But let us not stop there. I am the Parliamentary
Secretary for Justice. Do you think I ring up the police
minister and say, ‘I might just record her to make sure
I’ve got the full story’, and then give it to the media?
That is what happened under the former government.
You had a parliamentary secretary for police recording
the minister. That was the level of trust. But it did not
stop there. You had their FOI officer running a porn
ring in the Premier’s office through USBs. I do not
know where it ends. I think it is very important that the
full story of what happened in the previous term is in
Hansard, because it is very important that we have a
full account of why a first-term Liberal government
was given the nail by the public.

The baseline provisions are … incapable of being given any
practical operation. As we have explained, that is the
consequence of the legislature having expressed its intention
not by reference to a starting point …

Credit where it is due. Michael Kroger is aware of it, he
has seen the CVs and he said we have got no hope with
this lot — out we go. The articles and the adverts have
gone into the local papers. If you believe in cutting
funding for education, if you believe in cutting police
resources, if you do not support your ambos, if you
want to see another crisis, nominate for Liberal Party
preselection — ‘We’re your party’! So that is what they
are doing.
We are doing everything we can to make sure that our
police resources are there. I am very proud. We have
got an Attorney-General making sure our home
invasion legislation is up to speed and making sure that
our youth justice system is getting the investment that it
needs. The previous government sat on an
Ombudsman’s report on youth justice and did nothing
with it for four years, and here we are now making sure
that we do everything we can.
Mr Burgess interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hastings!
Mr CARROLL — We also listen to the police. We
are putting 400 police custody officers into police
stations to make sure that we have more police on the
beat doing the job that they are trained to do and doing
the job that they are resourced to do by the taxpayer,
and that is a very important thing.
I think it is also important, though, to really just show
the magnitude of the work going on in the justice
portfolio. I work across the Attorney-General, the
Minister for Corrections and the Minister for Police.

As the government of the day, we referred that
legislation to the Sentencing Advisory Council — Arie
Freiberg at Monash University. He is coming back, and
we are looking at a new regime of standardised
sentencing. We will do everything we can to make sure
that we have our laws in place and that our justice
system is everything that it needs to be.
I do want to say — —
Mr Burgess interjected.
Mr CARROLL — We have got an audition here
for the frontbench, and I think that is very important
because if we go to 25 May 2016, we see an article
headed, ‘Opposition leader Matthew Guy’s attack dogs
more like lapdogs’. I like this one too: ‘Opposition
frontbench hiding in the shadows’. I love that when you
go into the parliamentary library and you put in the
member for Hastings’s name and do a search, you see
no contributions. But we welcome him. I think he
should not be at the bookend; he should be more in the
centre. I reckon the emergency services portfolio would
suit him very well, because until there is an apology on
emergency services to our firefighters over those
insensitive comments on Black Saturday there will be
an albatross around the member for Gembrook’s neck
right to the next election —
Mr Edbrooke — And beyond.
Mr CARROLL — and beyond. We are doing
everything we can. Another article, by Matt Johnston, is
titled, ‘Opposition needs to find some depth’. The
articles just keep coming. I think it is very important,
though, to look at the third-party endorsements. If I go
to the Police Association Victoria’s own media release,
it is headed ‘State budget delivers on pre-election
promises sought by the Police Association’. It says:
Sen-Sgt Iddles says the Police Association is pleased that the
government has seen fit to fix a number of problem areas
which the association had previously identified.
‘We congratulate Police Minister Noonan for his leadership
in listening to our concerns and acting on them at the earliest
possible opportunity — the government’s first budget …
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We are doing everything we can to make sure that we
get the record investments. There was an Age editorial
headed ‘Ice report must spark comprehensive action’.
Eleven new sniffer dogs is not comprehensive action.
In conclusion, I want to say that under the Andrews
Labor government you are seeing record investments in
police resources. You are seeing world-first new
initiatives in community safety, but you are also seeing
us tackle some of the drivers of crime too: we are
working with Jesuit Social Services, and there is the
work the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing
is doing, the work the Minister for Planning is doing
and the work the Minister for Industry and
Employment is doing. We are rebuilding TAFE to
make sure that we actually stop people getting into our
prison system and that we have an adequate pathway
from education to TAFE to jobs.
We want to make sure that we give every Victorian the
right to make a strong contribution and to make a great
contribution in what is arguably and without doubt the
most progressive state, Victoria — a state that has got a
proud history and without a doubt the greatest police
force in Australia. I will just mention some of the issues
that we have had. We have had an airport tragedy, we
have had Bourke Street and we have had the terrorism
incident this week in Brighton. Our police force is first
class. We are giving every resource to the chief
commissioner. It is a great appointment, and we are
going to make sure that under our government
Victorians feel safe. We will not just talk tough on
crime and then not fund our police force or, even
worse, cut its funding. We will not go to the tennis. We
will make sure that our police force is given everything
it needs. I grieve again for the Liberal Party, and I wish
Michael Kroger all the best with the preselections.

Government performance
Mr WATT (Burwood) — I rise to grieve for the
state of Victoria. I grieve because of the direction we
are heading under the Andrews Labor government.
Recently I was walking through the halls of Parliament
and I noticed just outside there was a new exhibition
which pays tribute to, or has a display of, The Forgotten
People, a speech delivered by Sir Robert Menzies just
over 75 years ago on 22 May 1942. The speech is one
of the most significant delivered in our nation’s history
and one that I recommend every Victorian and every
Australian read.
While marking the 75th anniversary of this radio
address, I also came upon further radio addresses that
Sir Robert made in the following weeks. Specifically I
want to address the radio addresses around Franklin
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D. Roosevelt’s (FDR) four freedoms, those four
freedoms being freedom of speech and expression,
freedom of worship, freedom from want and freedom
from fear. Unfortunately I believe that here in Victoria
the government is failing to uphold those freedoms.
These four freedoms were explicitly incorporated into
the United Nations Universal Declaration of Human
Rights in 1948, some seven years after FDR proclaimed
them and some six years after Sir Robert talked of them
in his radio addresses. The Universal Declaration of
Human Rights reads:
Whereas disregard and contempt for human rights have
resulted in barbarous acts which have outraged the conscience
of mankind, and the advent of a world in which human beings
shall enjoy freedom of speech and belief and freedom from
fear and want has been proclaimed as the highest aspiration of
the common people …

During the radio address of 19 June 1942 Sir Robert
said:
… the whole essence of freedom is that it is freedom for
others as well as for ourselves: freedom for people who
disagree with us as well as for our supporters; freedom for
minorities as well as for majorities.

I reflect on that and I reflect on the direction we are
travelling here in Victoria and I do not see that the
government here has any want or regard for the
freedom of speech or expression.
During that radio address, Menzies quoted John Stuart
Mill’s famous essay on liberty. In that essay Mill says:
That the only purpose for which power can be rightfully
exercised over any member of a civilized community, against
his will, is to prevent harm to others.

I do not see that from this government. I see this
government interfering in people’s lives and trying to
stop people from doing things that the government does
not like, something which many of us on this side find
reprehensible.
Menzies put it this way:
… it is a poorly founded and weakly held belief which cannot
resist the onset of another man’s critical mind.

Think about the quote which is often attributed to
Voltaire but which was actually not by Voltaire but
by Evelyn Beatrice Hall paraphrasing Voltaire,
where she says:
I disapprove of what you say, but will defend to the death
your right to say it.

I am simply thinking about freedom of speech and
thinking about a debate that I read in the upper house
where Mrs Peulich, a member for South Eastern
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Metropolitan region, said that Ms Shing’s
contributions and her attitudes were frightening. This
then led Ms Shing to try to stand up and have
Mrs Peulich withdraw that particular comment. I
found that interesting because I thought if I find
somebody’s views frightening, should I then have to
recant from that and say ‘Actually, I am sorry that I
said that to you’?
Houses of Parliament are a place for debate. It is a
debate of ideas and if somebody says that your ideas
are frightening — and when I say ‘your’ I particularly
mean the Labor Party because I do find Labor Party
views particularly frightening and scary — I should not
have to recant from that because, quite frankly, some of
the things I have seen happen in this state over the last
two and a half years I do find frightening.
In Menzies’s radio address of 3 July 1942 when he
talked of freedom of worship he said:
… freedom, if it is to mean anything, must mean freedom for
my neighbour as well as for myself.
…
When we claim freedom of worship we claim room and
respect for all.

I was thinking about all of these things, particularly the
freedom of worship, and I come back to some of the
changes that this government has made and some of the
things this government has tried to enforce on not only
me and my constituency but my constituency and their
children. I am thinking particularly of the changes to
the Equal Opportunity Amendment (Religious
Exemptions) Bill 2016, the changes that the
government tried to force people to believe, effectively.
This bill would have said, ‘You can no longer associate
with people that believe the things that you believe.
You can no longer employ a person who believes the
things that your organisation believes, based on the fact
that they believe that’. I find this ludicrous in the
extreme.
It would be like saying that members of the Labor
Party could not hire somebody because they believe in
the values of the Labor Party. This blows my mind. I
think about something like the Safe Schools Coalition.
Many people in my community — and I must say I
have about 7000 signatures on a petition, and it is
growing — are calling for the government to remove
the Safe Schools program from our schools. The
biggest problem with this program is the fact that
parents do not get a choice. Parents have a particular
view and a particular expression. They believe certain
things — many parents have a particular belief — and
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under FDR’s four freedoms they are entitled to that.
They are entitled to actually share that with their
children.
But not under an Andrews Labor government. Under
an Andrews Labor government you are not allowed to
share your views, your beliefs and your thoughts with
your children because the government is going to come
and educate them in all things of the world — —
Mr Angus — The thought police.
Mr WATT — I will get onto the thought police.
The problem is that we have a government who wants
to tell us how to think. That is the big problem.
On 10 July 1942, Robert Menzies gave an address
about the freedom from want. I look at that particular
freedom and I see it through the prism of opportunity. It
does not mean that everybody gets everything that they
want; it just means that if you want and you try, then
you have the opportunity. It is up to the government to
make sure that you are not precluded from that
opportunity and to make sure that you have the
opportunity.
The difference between the Labor Party and the Liberal
Party on these types of things is quite vast. It is vast
because the Labor Party does not believe in the equality
of opportunity. The Labor Party believes in the equality
of outcomes. If you have a horizon and you have
mountains on the horizon, the only way to make the
horizon flat is to cut the mountains down, dig them up
and throw them away. That is the only way. You
cannot actually raise everybody up to the same level.
The only way you can do that is to bring everybody
down to the base, and that is the problem with the
Labor Party. It is the fact that they do not understand
that freedom from want is not about making sure
everybody is equal in what they receive but that
everybody is equal in the opportunity to try and
achieve. That is the problem I see under this
government with Daniel Andrews as Premier.
In the time I have available I want to concentrate a bit
on the freedom from fear. Menzies talked about
freedom from fear as members of Parliament not being
fearful of doing the right thing. He gave two addresses
on freedom from fear. One was about international
concerns and the war, and the other was about members
of Parliament standing for the right thing and doing the
right thing. In his address he specifically says:
If I have honestly and thoughtfully arrived at a certain
conclusion on a public question and my electors disagree with
me, my first duty is to endeavour to persuade them that my
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view is right. If I fail in this, my second duty will be to accept
the electoral consequences and not to run away from them.

The problem that I see with this particular government
is that they are poll driven. They are poll driven, and
that is the problem. They do not do the right things;
they do the easy things.
Mr Angus — They’re opportunistic.
Mr WATT — They are opportunistic. In his
forgotten people speech on 22 May 1942 Menzies said
that:
The moment a man seeks moral and intellectual refuge in the
emotions of a crowd, he ceases to be a human being and
becomes a cipher.

When we are talking about freedom from fear and what
Menzies talked about, we are talking about ‘Stand up
and do the right thing’. There is an old adage that a man
who stands for nothing will fall for anything. I see that
from this government. I see that they have no real
values base except that of looking after their mates —
look after your mates and do whatever you can to stay
in power.
I also want to talk about the contemporary context of
freedom from fear. We talk about law and order. In
Victoria now there are many people who are extremely
fearful. People are fearful in their own homes. They are
fearful driving down their streets. They are fearful of
people coming into their homes at 3 o’clock in the
morning with machetes. As I have said in this place
previously, the only things that should wake a person
up in the morning are either their children or their alarm
clock, not some big burly bloke with a machete trying
to take their car keys. Unfortunately what we have seen
from this government is a lack of interest in freedom
from fear.
At the end of November 2015 the government
introduced changes to the bail laws. They introduced
changes to bail which meant that minors could
effectively get off scot-free if they breached their bail
conditions — they removed the offence of contravening
bail conditions for children. The effect of this was to
send a signal to many minors that it is okay to breach
your bail. Not only did we see this through 2016 but we
saw an increase in crime generally. I think my stats
show that the increase in crime was 10.2 per cent
through 2016 right across the state. We saw assaults up
by 11.8 cent. We saw robbery up 24.4 per cent. I would
say that you do not even need to know these numbers to
know that this is a problem. We see it on our screens
regularly. When I go to the local footy this is what
people are talking about — people are talking about
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real fear. What they deserve is freedom from fear, and
they are not getting that from this government.
If you look at the changes that were made, you can then
follow them to Moomba in March 2016. The Premier
said he was going to crush the rioters. He said he was
going to deal with the problem. What we saw was
nothing — well, we saw more crime.
Mr Angus — Business as usual.
Mr WATT — We saw business as usual from the
crooks. We saw people fearful of going into the city.
We saw people fearful of driving their cars. It is not that
long ago that people could actually drive their cars and
not have to worry about locking them up because noone was going to bump into them and steal their car.
The police now say, ‘If you get bumped from behind,
go to the police station’. In my electorate there is just
one problem with that statement: the police stations are
not open. The Ashburton police station is open two
days a week. Burwood is closed. Burwood is constantly
graffitied; it is graffitied regularly.
We have a major problem because not only has the
government introduced changes to bail laws and
changes to move-on laws but the government has also
cut the number of protective services officers (PSOs).
Earlier today the member for Mount Waverley talked
about a 50 per cent cut in PSOs on train stations in his
electorate. The government has cut PSOs. The
government has cut police numbers per capita.
I am reminded of one more quote that I wanted to
mention. Reagan said in 1981 that:
Government’s first duty is to protect the people, not run their
lives.

What I have to say is that the Andrews Labor
government has failed on both counts. They have failed
to protect the people and they have failed to let people
live their own lives. Let people live their own lives.

Opposition performance
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — I grieve for the
people of Victoria who have such a negative, carping,
angry, loose with the truth opposition and specifically
the way those in the Liberal Party treat our emergency
services workers. It is a pattern. The shadow Minister
for Emergency Services, the member for Gembrook,
said that career firefighters were not on duty for the first
6 hours on Black Saturday. That is absolute, utter
garbage. It was not the first time he had said that either,
as we heard. Last June he twice laid blame on paid
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firefighters about Black Saturday. He only apologised
last month and only on Facebook.
I would like to read out parts of some correspondence
which I received from a firefighter:
… I read in absolute disgust the comments made by Brad
Battin … I, along with many of my colleagues, attended a
number of fires and incidents during that time and what he
said has left me feeling gutted and a strong sense of
helplessness and worthlessness. You have no idea what me
and my crew saw and felt on that day and following days …
one of the tasks we had was to check for spot fires and locate
deceased persons. Needless to say, we found both. Those
horrid memories will stay with me until the day that I die.
I simply cannot believe that he made these comments
erroneously and think that they were made out of the hatred
that he feels for professional firefighters and a willingness to
say and do whatever it takes to score political points. He will
never have my respect.

They fought fires that weekend. They were tasked with
locating dead bodies as well. Can you imagine doing
that? Can you imagine being told that you have to go
and find dead bodies after you have fought fires and
then to be told by someone in Parliament that you were
not even there? How low do you have to go to score
such cheap political points?
The opposition failed to provide context and
background to these important matters because it does
not suit their argument. We never hear from them about
all the excellent work that career firefighters do. We do
not hear from them about the over 5000 emergency
medical response calls the career firefighters take every
year. We do not hear from them about firefighters
finding people in life-threatening situations, finding
people deceased due to self-harm or suicide, or finding
themselves in all sorts of awful and horrific situations
every day, every week, every year, year in and year out.
While those opposite sit on their comfortable green
leather seats and go back to their comfortable offices in
their comfortable cars, they point the finger at those
very, very fine first responders, those very, very fine
firefighters, those very fine Victorians.
How is the view from the cheap seats of Victorian
politics? How is the view from the all care and no
responsibility opposition benches? That group, that
party, is not fit to govern. The loose Leader of the
Opposition is about as far away from being ready to
govern as anyone could be. He has proven himself unfit
to be the head of government of this great state of
Victoria. We get it that you disagree with what we are
actually doing. You disagree with our agenda — we get
that. But your argument should be with us — not with
firefighters and not with emergency services workers.
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But it did not stop there with the lies about Black
Saturday. Within hours of an incident at Melbourne
Airport, as the Minister for Police said in her grievance,
and not knowing any details, the opposition leader was
out to make a point. He had had no briefing; he had not
even requested one. He was on the warpath. You know
how he gets: grinding his teeth, face going red,
shouting, loose and all that.
Mr Edbrooke — I do know.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — That is right; the member
for Frankston does know. The opposition leader found
another issue on which to make a political point. This
was not against Labor though; it was against Victoria
Police. Within hours of the incident happening he had
attacked the conduct of police officers, those people who
put their lives on the line for us every day. You need
look no further than what happened at Brighton on
Monday night. Those officers he had bagged and
criticised at the Melbourne Airport incident were the
same ones who turned up at Brighton to take a bullet and
take fire on Monday night. Again, how low can you go?
What an absolute disgrace! Three officers were shot, and
less than a week earlier the Leader of the Opposition and
his entire team were criticising Victoria Police.
Then you have got Prime Minister Turnbull in
Canberra who offers his remote analysis of any
situation well behind the front line. Do not worry about
the police who train for these incidents every day.
Apparently the Leader of the Opposition and Malcolm
Turnbull have it under control.
Mr Edbrooke — They are qualified.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — They are qualified.
Imagine that you are in the middle of a crisis incident
and consider the horror when instead of the best and
brightest of emergency responders, police and
firefighters, coming up to assist in that situation, up
comes the Leader of the Opposition and his frontbench
to solve the problem. They roll up their sleeves, and he
would have made sure the cameras were there to
capture his red-hot anger, like he does at the back of the
Parliament building, and with all his ranting he would
make a bad problem worse.
Mr Edbrooke interjected.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — He would be, as the
member for Frankston says. The Leader of the
Opposition does not have solutions. He has
problems — that is all he ever has. So thanks, but in
times of crisis I will trust the experts and the expertise
of our emergency services and not the armchair
buffoons across the chamber.
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Mr J. Bull — Armchair experts.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — Armchair experts. But who
would be the Liberals’ best and brightest in a crisis?
The member for Warrandyte perhaps? He would be
turfed out in 5 minutes for being disruptive. Then there
is the member for Burwood. The member for Burwood
would delay the response to an emergency with
pointless points of order. You can tell that that party is
in demise when the best they have got to bring up as a
shining example is all the way back to Menzies. When
they have run out of any fresh ideas, they go back to
Menzies. Or maybe it is the member for Mount
Waverley, who thinks it is okay to intimidate young
women who disagree with him politically.
Ms Spence interjected.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — Exactly, they have a right
to hand out material about their political beliefs. He
went past them at the station and intimidated them. He
started taking photographs of them.
Ms Spence — Bullying behaviour.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — Bullying behaviour, as the
member for Yuroke said. Or is it the member for
Malvern? He had already signed the side letter to make
sure that if things did not work out so well, they would
be okay. But there is one member who has all the
qualities for a crisis: Mr Davis, a member for Southern
Metropolitan Region in the other place. He would be a
world leader because he has such a talent in playing
everybody.
Mr J. Bull — Disco Dave.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — Disco Dave, lending
his — —
Ms Williams — He does his best work in
opposition.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — As the member for
Dandenong reminds me, he does his best work in the
opposition. A journalist I was speaking to the other day
about Mr Davis said something very similar. The
journalist said Mr Davis was not anywhere near as
active when he was a minister. He lends his
sympathetic ear or shoulder to those who have a
problem with anything. Honestly, Mr Davis is the Iago
of Australian politics — that sneaky, snivelling, bitter
character from Shakespeare’s Othello. There is nothing
genuine about his concerns. It does not matter what the
protest is or what problem his government has created,
Mr Davis is there to offer his leech-like services,
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preying on the misery and anxiety of different groups in
Victoria.
He has done it with taxis. He protested outside the
Oakleigh electorate office last Saturday, despite the fact
that his government created many of the issues that are
now plaguing the taxi industry. He is playing taxi
licence owners and he knows it. On Saturday, with
Mr Davis present — —
Mr Gidley — On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I
take offence at the mistruths put by the member for
Oakleigh when he named me, and I ask for them to be
withdrawn immediately.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines) —
Order! The member has asked the member for
Oakleigh to withdraw.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — I withdraw. I am happy to
refer people to an Age article of 30 June 2011 titled
‘Questions raised over MP’s station clash’, and the
record can read for itself.
Ms Williams — People can make their own
determination.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — They can make their own
determination. On Saturday, with Mr Davis present at
the Oakleigh electorate office, the office was
vandalised. I am led to believe that it was a protest
organised by Mr Davis himself. I have therefore written
to Victoria Police today asking for an investigation into
the conduct of Mr Davis in either being complicit in,
promoting or condoning vandalism of a government
office. He may not be aware of it, but there are laws
against this stuff.
Mr J. Bull — It was outrageous.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — Absolutely outrageous.
Mr Davis himself took photos of individuals
vandalising the office and even posted these photos to
social media. Imagine that, an elected member of
Parliament standing by at a rally he has organised and
taking photos of people vandalising a parliamentary
office and not stopping it, instead grinning and posting
the picture on social media. This is the quality of the
Leader of the Opposition’s frontbench. This is the
quality of the alternative government of Victoria. These
are matters that are now in the hands of Victoria Police,
and I will leave it for them to investigate.
I am not so petty as to worry about Mr Davis’s use of
indecent language against me in a public place. I would,
however, refer him to the Justice Legislation
Amendment (Infringement Offences) Bill 2011, a bill I
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understand he supported. The law sets a fine, currently
at $310.96, that can be issued on the spot by police to
those using indecent language.
But back to Mr Davis’s conduct. He has been spending
time with members of the No Skyrail team, despite his
government doing nothing about level crossings in my
community — not one thing. He joined with the No
Skyrail team and was spreading mistruths like Labor
was going to build 20-storey buildings and was going
to merge all the stations at one super-station. Any
stupid, ignorant, uninformed idea you could possibly
think of was spread by Mr Davis. And not once has he
come back in any forum, not once has he come back to
Parliament, on social media or even in a foulmouthed
rant on Facebook, like he did the other day, to say,
‘Sorry, I was actually wrong. I was wrong about superstations. I was wrong about 20-storey car parks. I was
wrong about a whole range of these things’. Not once
has he had the decency to come back and say, ‘No, I
made a mistake’, or, ‘I was wrong’.
He had organised meetings about planning in Glen Eira
up until a few weeks ago, letterboxing my community
to say, ‘Please come and discuss planning because it’s
out of control’, despite the disastrous changes made by
his government, under the now Leader of the
Opposition when he was planning minister, with the
botched residential zone changes that precipitated the
largest ever increase in apartment development in Glen
Eira and in Carnegie in my community. But like a leech
with amnesia and with the memory of a goldfish,
Mr Davis will attend every protest he can find, even if
his own record is inconsistent with the very cause that
he is pretending to sympathise with at that time. Not
once does he offer a solution. All he does is prey on and
inflame vulnerable people, as I have said, and play on
their anxieties.
How does this relate to emergency services? There is a
pattern here. The coalition have attacked firefighters
and police. What about our ambulance officers?
Remember the ambulance crisis? It was not just the
ramping at hospitals and the terrible emergency
response times, it was a minister who was not on the
side of the paramedics who work long hours, who see
some truly awful things, and who are there at life and
death moments for many of us. They are there to take
the calls and take on the situations that we ourselves are
not willing to take on. How did Mr Davis describe
them? He described them as money grubbers. You are
overworked because the government will not invest in
your service, and this imbecile just called you a money
grubber. Rather than taking some responsibility about
the lack of funding for ambulance services in
Victoria — —
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Ms Victoria — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
the member is not in the chamber to defend himself, but
I believe the use of a word like ‘imbecile’ is fairly
unparliamentary. I would ask you to bring the member
back to using parliamentary language in this place.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines) — Order!
I ask the member to continue his contribution and be
mindful of the terminology that he chooses to use in his
contribution given the comments from other members,
but I will not uphold the point of order this time. I just
call on the member to reflect on that comment and
continue his contribution.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — I will give Mr Davis far
more respect and regard than he has given me, and that
is not a reflection on him; it is a reflection on my ethics
and my conduct. No wonder the ambulance service was
in crisis — no wonder. Not only because Mr Davis, as
the Minister for Health, did not invest but also because
he denied there was a problem. In fact he attributed
blame and went straight to the heart of the character of
ambulance officers by calling them money-grubbers.
The fact that they were underpaid to the tune of 25 per
cent less than the services provided in other
jurisdictions of Australia did not worry him. So the
Liberals have achieved a trifecta, which is rare in
Victorian political history. They have gone after
paramedics, they have gone after firefighters and now
police. That is their style — cheap political points. They
do not have solutions; they just have problems. They
come in here and profess to diagnose the tactics and the
operational expertise of our emergency services across
those three branches as if they have some special
knowledge that is beyond any knowledge that training
and experience — —
Mr J. Bull interjected.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — All those years of training,
as the member for Sunbury says, all those years of
corporate knowledge built up in those three arms of the
emergency services, they discount that to nought. They
come in here and look for the next crisis, look for the
next opportunity, just to wave around their brand of
fear, their brand of politics that is so unconscionable. It
is a brand of politics that I am sure the Victorian people
do not support, and I am sure they will not see fit to
support this group in 18 months time.
I grieve for Victoria and our emergency services
workers should that ragtag opposition ever get elected
again.
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Latrobe Valley employment
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — I rise today to grieve
for the workers and businesses within the Latrobe
Valley and the lack of effort from this government to
save and retain jobs in our community. Next door right
now we have an exhibition that I am hosting called the
Love Latrobe exhibition, and I encourage all members
to go in there and talk to the stallholders and experience
some of the great opportunities that we have in the
Latrobe Valley. The reason I am doing that is that while
we are going through some very difficult and
challenging times in our region, I am very cognisant
that at the same time we have to promote what we have
in our own backyard, and we do have some amazing
businesses and organisations — very diverse and
skilled — who are not only great contributors to the
Latrobe Valley but also throughout Victoria and
Australia and internationally as well.
When you have a look next door, you will find
organisations such as Gippsland Trade Printers, who do
a wonderful job not only in terms of employing a
number of people but also in their community
contributions. We have the SES in there, and the
Morwell SES is just one of a number of volunteer
organisations who contribute so much to our
community but also across other communities in the
state of Victoria. In the corner over there we have got
Australian Paper, the largest manufacturer of white
paper in Australia, and something that all of us,
including government departments and agencies,
should be supporting through our procurement
practices. There are a number of challenges of course
within the timber industry at the moment. We have
Narkoojee Winery — get in there and have a taste of
some of those beautiful award-winning wines. We also
have the Latrobe Visitor Information Centre to
showcase what we have in our community. We have
Mahindra Aerospace, Australia’s only manufacturer of
aircraft, in Queen’s Hall today, and The View From
Here, a local organisation producing a local newspaper.
The reason I raise all of those is it does demonstrate
what wonderful business organisations we have in our
community, but at the same time we have to face up to
reality and the facts, and the facts are that we have seen
a significant loss of employment within the region. We
have seen a number of businesses close, and despite all
that positivity in what I have just mentioned we need
government support at all levels to make sure that our
community and our business community are being
appropriately supported. It appears to me that whenever
the Premier has been questioned about the Latrobe
Valley, he has wanted to talk positively. That is fine,
but that does not mean that in reality that positivity is
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there. We have to face up to the facts. I know the
Minister for Industry and Employment is sitting at the
table today, and I do want to mention the minister for
employment. I actually can sincerely say that I think he
is trying to do his absolute best. I know we have had a
number of conversations about Latrobe Valley, and I
think he is genuine. However, there are a number of
state government policies and budget settings that were
made prior to the minister being appointed to his
position, and he has now been left to carry the bag in
many respects and pick up the pieces.
These are the facts. When there was a change of
government in 2014 one of the first things that the
current government did was abolish the Latrobe Valley
Industry and Infrastructure Fund. There was no reason
at all for that fund to be abolished. Fifteen million
dollars was allocated to local businesses, more than 40,
in their capacity to grow, expand and create new
employment within the Latrobe Valley. In total there
were around 1100 new positions created through that
fund. So to come to government and then abolish that
in the blink of an eye was a massive kick in the guts to
our community.
One of the other programs that was very successful
locally was the Putting Locals First program, and whilst
it was primarily put in place to support community
facilities and development — and I might say the City
of Latrobe was very successful in a number of their
applications — further to that it enabled a number of
local businesses and organisations to do some of that
construction work, some of it ongoing employment
work, and it was a very important program. But again
as soon as there was a change of government that
program was abolished.
As we move forward the policy to close Hazelwood
and do it gradually is a massive kick in the guts for our
community. I acknowledge that the company, Engie,
had made a decision; however, one should never forget
the fact, dating back to 2010, that Labor wanted to close
Hazelwood, and they wanted to do it gradually.
Mr Noonan interjected.
Mr NORTHE — I said the Labor Party. The Labor
Party wanted to close Hazelwood and do it gradually.
They got their first wish, but even the second wish
could not be accommodated. I do not call five months a
gradual closure. We know the fallout from that, and
there are many people still hurting in our community.
That is the reality. They are the facts. Indeed just over
the weekend I had two phone calls from ex-Hazelwood
workers who are still not employed. They had not been
at Hazelwood for a long period of time, but the fact is
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they are now actively looking interstate for work to suit
their skills because there is simply not the employment
in our local community for them. I know the
government, the union and others talk about the worker
transfer scheme, and there may have legitimately been a
couple of people form part of that program, but — —
Mr Noonan — You supported it.
Mr NORTHE — I should not take up
interjections, but the minister is saying I support it. I
do support a worker transfer scheme, but it does
appear when you talk to workers and contractors that
the goalposts have moved — the criteria has
changed — from what was initially announced. The
reality is people cannot wait months and months to be
part of that program because they have this
uncertainty at the moment about whether they might
have employment locally or not. That fallout is still
being felt. I can be absolutely categorical about that.
Of course in recent times we have seen Carter Holt
Harvey announce the closure or possible closure of
their sawmill in Morwell. We have got 160 employees
who will be directly impacted. Many of the people who
work there do not have a vast array of skills. They are
production workers, and you cannot simply transfer
these people into other jobs locally because the jobs are
not there at the moment. It is as simple as that. I know
of a situation in which four members of the one family
work at Carter Holt Harvey Morwell. What the hell are
they going to do? If there are no job opportunities
locally, they will have to look elsewhere — to places
they do not want to go or relocate to. They simply
cannot afford to relocate. We need jobs for these
people, and we need them now.
One of the other things that the state government did
last year still defies logic and belief: to tax our
generators an extra $252 million through coal royalties
absolutely defies belief and logic in a period when the
Latrobe Valley, which is well known to all in this
chamber, is going through an already difficult time with
rising unemployment. What happened with that budget
decision last year is just insane.
On top of that unfortunately we have seen a number of
other businesses and organisations close. Johnson
Health Tech Australia is now in the middle of
relocating their premises to the south-east of
Melbourne. This was known for some time. I
personally approached a number of people within
government departments and agencies to say, ‘Hey, you
guys need to go and talk to these people. We can’t
afford to let them go’. But my understanding is that
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very little or nothing was done to try to persuade that
company to stay in Morwell.
We are seeing one of the local pubs, the Latrobe Valley
Hotel Morwell, which is right across from the Morwell
railway station, close its doors. We are seeing Alternate
Dwellings and BOC Gas in Morwell close their doors. I
am not saying all of that is due to the government, but
the point I am making is that the state government
should be doing all it can to retain existing businesses
and jobs in the Latrobe Valley.
I am sorry, but I simply do not see that happening. I
know there is a focus on trying to attract new
investment and jobs to the valley. I appreciate that, I
accept that, I agree with that. However, we just cannot
afford to let major companies leave our region, and we
cannot afford to allow smaller businesses to close their
doors either. Some might say — —
Mr Noonan interjected.
Mr NORTHE — Yes, it is Latrobe Valley
Enterprises. They are next door as well today. They are
a major employer of local people with disability. They
have been supported by successive governments. Of
course they have.
I go now to the facts — the unemployment rate for
Latrobe City. These are not my figures, these are
Department of Economic Development, Jobs,
Transport and Resources figures. In December 2010 the
unemployment rate for Latrobe City was 7.6 per cent.
In December 2014 it had reduced to 7.3 per cent. That
is absolutely still too high, but the point is that under the
coalition government the unemployment rate reduced
in Latrobe City. In December 2016 that rate had risen
from 7.3 per cent to the current 11.2 per cent — a
50 per cent increase in two years. That is completely
unacceptable, and we have to be mindful of the fact that
those figures are before Hazelwood power station
closed and before Carter Holt Harvey closes its doors.
I wish to reinforce the point that we all talk about
statistics, and I just raised some then. These are real
people with real families, and we cannot forget that.
Each of those people is a real person, in many cases
with a family — with children — and they need that
support. Jobs are absolutely critical. One wonders why
we have seen the state government intervene and talk
about the importance of jobs at Alcoa, Portland, and
say, ‘We’re going to buy Australian Sustainable
Hardwood timber mill at Heyfield’. Well, good! Of
course they are important — absolutely, I could not
agree more.
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But people in our community are saying, ‘Why is there
not the same intervention for some of our major
companies such as Hazelwood and Carter Holt
Harvey?’. You cannot simply throw your hands in the
air and say, ‘Oh, well, that’s too bad’.
I have raised in this place before a number of quotes
from the Premier and the Treasurer. I quote the
Premier:
The Labor government will get our state back to work,
because every job is worth fighting for.

I agree. The Premier again:
I can sum up our jobs and industry policy in six words: make
Victorian, buy Victorian, hire Victorian.

I agree again. In his budget speech the Treasurer said
this:
This government is creating jobs, but we’re also focused on
protecting jobs.

I am sorry, but they are nothing but hollow words to
many of the workers within our community. An ABC
news article on 16 May under the heading ‘Morwell
timber mill jobs to go just weeks after Hazelwood
power station closes’ states:
It is another blow to the Latrobe Valley, which is already
dealing with the loss of about 700 local jobs after the
Hazelwood power station shut down last month.

The article contains quotes from some of the workers,
and they are quite compelling:
Chris Jackson, who has worked at the mill for two years, said
he would look for work in Gippsland, even though it would
be hard to find so soon after Hazelwood’s closure.
‘Everyone’s got bills they’ve got to pay, houses to pay off,’
he said.
‘I’ll do anything really, but I don’t think there’s any work
around here. You’ve got to face the facts.’

What Chris Jackson has said is the point I make to the
government. The government has to face up to the fact
that we have a jobs crisis — an unemployment crisis —
in the Latrobe Valley. The government has allowed
major employers such as Hazelwood power station to
close. Having that as your policy is outrageous. To
allow Carter Holt Harvey to simply close its doors
without any intervention from the state government,
despite it intervening for other businesses, is
outrageous. The government said it would look at
opportunities to see how it might be able to help Carter
Holt Harvey. Since that initial announcement there has
been absolutely nothing — silence — from the Premier
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and his government about what he might do with Carter
Holt Harvey and its workers.
I grieve on behalf of the workers and businesses in the
Latrobe Valley today.

Gender identity and sexuality
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Equality) — I grieve for
LGBTI Victorians who were promised a Leader of the
Opposition and an opposition party that would be
LGBTI friendly, if not progressive, but instead we find
ourselves with an opposition that has morphed into a
divisive and harmful outfit that is intent on denying the
goal of equality of rights and outcomes for all
Victorians based on nothing else than who they are.
What we have is an opposition intent on condemning
Victorians and their right to express their sexuality or
gender identity as freely as they exercise all their other
rights in Australia’s progressive capital of Victoria.
If we needed any more evidence of this, it is in the
Liberal Party’s decision to profit from the offensive,
divisive — and let us call it for what it is —
homophobic and transphobic comments of a once-great
tennis player who is now accommodated in the recesses
of the far, extreme right-wing corners of the Victorian
Liberal Party under the willing captive of the Leader of
the Opposition. Let us be clear. Margaret Court and her
offensive comments are one level of hurt and
disrespect, and that is something that this side of the
house calls out, but it is the Liberal Party’s decision to
profit from those remarks that shows a level of
deliberate provocation to our diverse LGBTI
community that should not go unanswered.
What we have seen in the decision of the Victoria
Liberal Party to host Ms Court at a fundraising
attraction is a deliberate, harmful and malicious
message to the LGBTI Victorian community that they
have no place in a liberal, alt-conservative, Trumpesque Victoria. If the Leader of the Opposition had any
decency and any commitment to LGBTI Victorians, he
would disassociate himself from Ms Court’s remarks,
he would close down this fundraising effort and he
would apologise, and if his shadow minister had any go
in him — when he is not actively undermining his own
leader, that is — he would call this out. But we all
know that those opposite will not do this, because they
are actually beholden to a cabal of conservative
extremists in their own party.
The Leader of the Opposition sits by and allows his
party to be dictated to by a small but rising tide of
Trump-admiring conservatives who plunged this oncegreat party of the forgotten people into running the risk
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of actually forgetting what it means to be a mainstream
Victorian political party. The Leader of the Opposition
says that he wants, ‘a mature and respectful debate on
same-sex marriage’, yet he refuses to close down a
fundraiser attended by people with views that are
neither respectful nor mature on this very issue.
Let us consider the views of the people that will be
appearing at the Liberal Party’s fundraising star gala
and let us ponder their implications. Let me be clear.
Having the right to hold the view that someone is out of
step with the majority of Australians on marriage
equality is one thing. We accept that there is a declining
number of Australians who hold these views, but we
also know that these people seemingly hold both the
Leader of the Opposition in this state and the Prime
Minister of the nation in their iron grasp of control in
terms of their refusal to break out and support a
measure that would allow this issue to be resolved —
that being a vote of the federal Parliament by
conscience on marriage equality. However, it is a whole
other thing to take the next step and fall into hateful,
wrong, conspiratorial views that cross the line of
homophobia and transphobia.
For Ms Court to describe trans people, both young and
old, as having made ‘a choice’ is wrong. When
Ms Court is in Melbourne — presumably having
walked here as two of the major airlines support
marriage equality — I would urge her to pop down to
the Royal Children’s Hospital gender dysphoria unit.
Here the really hard work of saving young people’s
lives is happening every day. When the unit was
established 17 years ago it had less than a handful of
clients every year. Now it has over 200 young people in
its care and a waitlist that continues to grow of young
people from right around the state and from every
electorate represented in this house. They are young
people seeking to resolve their gender identity issues.
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an event that used to be a bipartisan-supported event
that all major parties attended but that for the last three
years has been boycotted by the Liberal Party, despite
invitations from Minus18, as they seek to demonise
leaders in the young LGBTI community.
What does the Liberal Party’s star attraction have to say
about such efforts for inclusion and wellbeing? What
does she say about efforts to tell LGBTI people — but
particularly young people — the messages of
empowerment and support that this government
promotes? She tells them that trans identity is a matter
of choice. She says that the world that young people
now are subject to is a world of an LGBTI international
conspiracy of harm. She said:
That’s what Hitler did. That’s what communism did — get in
the minds of the children. There’s a whole plot in our nation
and in the nations of the world to get in the minds of the
children.

This is the kind of contribution we can expect at the
Liberal Party all-star fundraiser. It is offensive at so
many levels. Let us call it out for what it is. It is
deliberately offensive, hurtful and wrong, yes, but if the
adjective homophobic is defined as having a dislike or
prejudice against homosexual people, let us call it for
what it is. It is clearly disrespectful and it clearly shows
a fundamental misunderstanding, dislike and prejudice
for LGBTI people. It is homophobic, and it is
transphobic.

Perhaps she could visit the numerous community
health organisations dealing with trans issues and the
daily hurt, discrimination and harm that these people
are subjected to. This affects their health and
wellbeing, and they are over-represented in both selfharm and suicide rates, which are some of the highest
in the state. Perhaps she could visit Monash Health
and see the work being done there on gender and trans
issues in adults not just from Victoria but from right
around Australia.

Besides that I think Ms Court, and by association the
Liberal Party, also owes an apology to the victims of
the Nazis, not just the 6 million Jewish souls lost to the
death camps but the thousands of LGBTI people wiped
out alongside them by the Nazi regime. She equates
LGBTI leaders to the Nazis. She needs to apologise for
that, but before she apologises to the victims of the Nazi
purges, perhaps she could add the Communist purges
and the pogroms against the people of the Ukraine and
others who were so similarly dealt with apparently
under mind control techniques that Ms Court seeks to
allege. If they were just the views of an obscure 74year-old fringe church minister, that would be one
thing, but when those homophobic views are promoted
and celebrated as a point where the Liberal Party will
profit from them and where those who aspire to
represent all people in their community lend their
legitimacy to such wacky, antediluvian views, that is
taking things to an entirely new level.

Perhaps she could join me at the next Minus18 samesex formal, where young people from gender-diverse
backgrounds and same-sex attracted or questioning
backgrounds come together in a safe, supportive
environment. There were over 600 at this year’s event,

This is an opposition where candidates for safe seats run
extremely offensive, hurtful and wrong campaigns to
attack members of their very own community, the
community that they want to represent. Or perhaps in
some Katteresque other world the candidate for the
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Liberal opposition thinks that Sandringham is some
LGBTI-free zone, a world that no longer exists, a world
in the 50s and beyond where many subscribed to the
view that LGBTI people were invisible, that they did not
exist, that gender identity differences were denied and
that same-sex attracted people had to deny and hide who
they were, where bigotry and hurt as a result became
entrenched and accepted, where those who did not
identify with the mainstream views of the world were
marginalised, alienated and demonised and suffered
isolation, greater rates of self-harm, higher levels of
mental health challenges and ultimately even worse
outcomes. I am really sure everyone in this house,
regardless of their political affiliation, comes together to
make sure that we drive down our suicide rates.
Those opposite can try to cloak themselves in some sort
of Edmund Burke-esque championship of liberty and
free speech or, even more oddly, in the quasireligious
hairy-shirt version of Sir Thomas More, under whose
name this fundraiser is being carried out, claim to stand
up for what is right, but this veneer vanishes with just
the most cursory of examinations. It becomes what it is
when you look at it: a nasty, divisive, hurtful, dogwhistling campaign rounded up by extremists more
worried about countering Hansonism and One Nation
than being an inclusive state.
The Liberal Party leadership, by its failure to move in
and close down this extremist fringe-dwelling effort of
troglodytes in its own ranks, is sending a very clear
message. They do not support equality. They do not
support efforts to undo the harm of discrimination and
stigma against generations of LGBTI people. Their
leader’s words in support of diversity and inclusion ring
hollow. He attacks the programs that are supporting
young LGBTI people to make sure that their schools
are safe. He calls them mind control, as indeed does
Ms Court. He votes down measures to give families the
rights to have their children recognised on birth
certificates. He goes physically missing from this
chamber on key votes when it comes to conscience
votes on LGBTI issues. His commitment to LGBTI
equality is shallow.
What he needs to do is take this opportunity to
reinvigorate his declining standards in this space. He
needs to take a tough decision to stare down those who
will take us all back to a world that has rightly ended —
one of oppression, of denial, of hurt. Let that not be this
once great Liberal Party’s vision. But indeed if you
leave it to the candidate for Sandringham and his rising
cabal of extremists, they know what they will be getting
when they attend that fundraising effort. They will be
attending a gathering of haters at their upcoming event.
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I say to the Leader of the Opposition: close down this
event. Send a decent, supportive message to diverse
Victorian LGBTI communities. Support love and
difference in all its glorious, irreverent diversity,
stultifying uniformity where we lead to conformity that
refuses to allow people to be who they are. Free the
Liberal Party, this once great champion of the
individual and of rights, from the increasingly tight
grasp of extremists or be condemned to occupy the
isolated fringes of the hillbilly backwaters of deniers
and haters loaded up on the back of their SUVs with the
good old boys from Sandringham heading headlong
into the badlands of political obscurity.
So I grieve for the once almost mainstream Liberal
Party and its quickly disappearing memory off the
Victorian political landscape, and in contrast I celebrate
a diverse, inclusive Victoria in which we are big
enough and brave enough to not just call out hurtful
homophobia but make sure that in its place there is a
place for us all in a rainbow state in all its glorious
diversity where we celebrate and embrace difference —
where we make sure that every Victorian, regardless of
their gender identity, their same-sex attraction or their
place on the entire views of gender identity, may have a
place in Victoria. There is an opportunity for the Leader
of the Opposition to show some leadership, intervene
with this cabal of extremists, close down this fundraiser
and call it out for what it is: homophobic nonsense.
Question agreed to.

BUDGET PAPERS 2017–18
Debate resumed.
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — I am pleased to
continue my contribution on the motion to take note of
the budget papers for 2017–18. When I was interrupted
I was talking about how important this budget is for
regional Victoria, in particular my electorate of
Bendigo West, and indeed how well it has been
received, particularly by schools in my electorate which
have been enormous beneficiaries of the government’s
budget. I will just mention a few.
One allocation that is particularly close to my heart is
the $10.1 million in funding for Kalianna School.
This is in addition to the $5 million that was allocated
to the school in last year’s budget for stage 1. This
additional $10.1 million means an enormous amount to
this school, it means an enormous amount to the
students who attend that school and it means an
enormous amount to the parents, the carers, the
grandparents and, of course, the teachers. We will now
see a redeveloped school at Kalianna.
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The Premier visited the school just after the budget,
along with the member for Bendigo East and me, to
announce the additional $10.1 million. A comment made
by the local paper was along the lines that the Premier
had never received such a resounding welcome or
applause from a school community. They were just so
excited to know that their whole school is now going to
be rebuilt, and we will get on with that very quickly
because we do not want to see any delays now that they
have the full funding for a full school rebuild.
This funding is in no small part due to the contribution of
the many parents and carers at that school, as well as the
principal, who ran a very strong campaign to make sure
that they could get the funding for the rebuild. They put
together an enormous petition that was tabled here in
Parliament in 2014 to encourage the government to
provide the funding. We listened to what they were
saying. We knew the school was in desperate need. It is a
very run-down school. The students with disabilities at
the school desperately need new accommodation. I am
very excited and very proud and pleased to have been
part of that campaign. I cannot explain in words what
this means to this school community.
Over the last couple of weeks I have been able to visit
some of the other local schools in my electorate that
also received funding in the budget. They are very
excited as well. Big Hill Primary School received
$2 million for an upgrade. Baringup Primary School, a
school with just over 20 students in a very peaceful
rural setting and which produces some outstanding
students, received $63 000. Castlemaine Primary
School received $1.2 million. Castlemaine North
Primary School received $502 000. Lockwood Primary
School received $613 000 and Newstead Primary
School received planning funding of $151 000.
What this says about this government is how important
education is for us. We said when we came to
government that we would make this the Education
State. This has been a priority for the government since
then. This significant investment in schools and school
upgrades this year builds on our investments over the last
couple of years and has just been outstanding. What we
now see is that schools in regional communities which
had been left behind, I would have to say, by the cuts to
maintenance funding under the previous government are
now seeing their schools about to be upgraded.
When I was doing some radio interviews about some of
the outcomes of the budget I mentioned the doubling of
the regional first home owner grant from $10 000 to
$20 000 for people in regional communities. The young
lass who was interviewing me on radio at the time was
so excited that she said to me, ‘When does that start and
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how can I get the money because me and my partner
are very keen to build a house and settle down in
Bendigo’. So already people are excited about that. On
top of that is the abolition of stamp duty for eligible
first home owners.
The other announcement that has been extremely well
received across my electorate, particularly because it is
focused on regional Victoria, is the 25 per cent cut to
payroll tax for businesses in regional communities.
Again, I cannot explain what this means to many of our
small businesses, some of which have been doing it a
little bit tough but all of whom have been calling over the
years for a reduction in payroll tax, and we will have
finally delivered that 25 per cent cut for them as of
1 July.
On top of that in my electorate alone we have an
investment of $531 million for maintaining and
upgrading our regional roads and bridges. We have an
unprecedented investment to end family violence across
the state, as many members have mentioned, with
$1.9 billion. There is funding of $311 million for an extra
39 VLocity carriages made right here in Victoria. There
is also rail maintenance funding of $316 million to
support reliability and punctuality. These are all
significant investments in regional communities.
If I may, I would like to touch on the prevention of
family violence funding, which is such a significant part
of the budget. When you say ‘$1.9 billion’ it does not
sound like much, but it is such a significant amount of
money and it will go a very long way to making sure that
women and children across Victoria are protected from
family violence.
I have heard many members on the opposite side
comment in this place about law and order issues over
the last little while. I say to them the biggest law and
order issue we have — and if they do not get it now, then
they never will — is family violence; without a doubt it
is a family violence. To this day I still have women come
into my office who have been victims of family violence
and who say to me that they are so grateful to this
government for what we are doing in this area. Of the
$1.9 billion there is $38.7 million for primary prevention
initiatives which will reach the whole of our community,
including behavioural change campaigns, testing new
approaches in workplaces and building on what we
know works by continuing community prevention
partnerships.
This government’s approach to preventing family
violence is not dissimilar to other world-leading
Victorian prevention initiatives, such as the antismoking campaign led by VicHealth and the Transport
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Accident Commission’s work to make our roads safer.
We are also investing an extra $5.9 million to support
the implementation of Safe and Strong, Victoria’s first
gender equality strategy, which was launched in
December last year. This investment also builds on the
$9 million in funding for gender equality in last year’s
budget, which included support for a new social
entrepreneurs program that aims to help women address
gender inequality in their own communities and focuses
on the financial security of women.
I cannot tell you how important this is. What we will
see as a result of this investment over the coming years
is a reduction in the number of women and children
who are victims of family violence. What we will see
over the coming years as a result of this investment is
men, through behaviour change programs and
awareness raising, starting to address what we need —
that is, a cultural change and a cultural change
particularly in attitudes towards women. This funding is
just the start. It will make such a big difference.
In regional Victoria we have made so much investment
I think those opposite cannot even keep up sometimes.
Obviously the $4 billion specifically dedicated to our
regions makes sure that regional communities have the
schools, the hospitals, the roads, the transport and the
jobs that they need. As I said, the budget includes
$1.2 billion for regional public transport, $530.6 million
to maintain and upgrade regional roads and bridges
and — this is really important — a plan for future
expansions to cater for regional growth. There is
$76 million to upgrade rural and regional schools —
including Kalianna, the special school that I
mentioned — so that every child, no matter what their
background is or where they are from, has every chance
to succeed. As I said, at the heart of the budget is the
unprecedented investment to end family violence.
In Bendigo we were very fortunate to receive planning
funding for a new court upgrade, and this has been very
well received across the Bendigo community. The
current Bendigo courthouse is a beautiful, historic, old
building, but it has some features within it that are just
not suitable for today’s law and order issues. Many
people who use that court and who are child protection
workers or lawyers themselves say to me that the
facility is just not suitable for a modern-day legal
system. That $3.9 million for planning and the business
case for the court is just so important, particularly when
we are seeing that more and more women and children
are going through the courts. Their protection and their
safety is something we need to take into consideration.
On top of all that I want to mention the fact that
upgrading our road network is a really important
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investment, particularly in regional Victoria, and
obviously when you are investing in regional roads you
also need to invest in our metropolitan roads. That is
because we have so much traffic travelling to and from
Melbourne now. We know that people are commuting
regularly to Melbourne and Melbourne people are
coming to Bendigo, so it is important that those
connections are made much better for those commuters.
And of course the West Gate Bridge development, with
a $58.6 million investment over the next three years for
maintenance work to keep this critical piece of
infrastructure in top condition for the freight operators
and the 200 000 drivers who use it every day, is just so
important. It is not just for the Melbourne commuters;
this is part of the transport network and our freight
operators from Bendigo use that network as well. The
$260.3 million boost to the regional road maintenance
funding is about making sure that our regional roads are
maintained and resurfaced so that people in regional
Victoria can get where they need to go safely.
Just in the last few moments that I have, I wanted to —
sorry, my voice is a little croaky. I am not crying or
anything, it is just a croaky voice — —
An honourable member interjected.
Ms EDWARDS — That is right, tears of joy.
In terms of education, we want to make sure that every
child, as I said, has a great teacher and that our best and
brightest teachers are deployed right across Victoria to
help achieve and transform school results. As part of
the Victorian budget for 2017–18 we are investing
$456.6 million to meet the ongoing needs of students
and teachers. This includes $50.7 million to make sure
our students have access to great educators, including
new turnaround teams made up of an executive
principal and two leading teachers who will be
deployed in underperforming schools to help lift results.
Just before I run out of time, I want to mention the
reintroduction of the Rural Women’s Network, which
was cut under the previous government. This is an
important initiative to bring back to regional Victorian
women — they were crying out for it. They wanted to
see it return, and I am very pleased that the Minister
for Agriculture was able to fund the Victorian Rural
Women’s Network in the budget. There is
$1.7 million to re-establish this network because it is
an important part of the regional network for women
in rural areas. When it was cut it weakened Victoria’s
capacity to prevent, prepare for and respond to major
livestock diseases, and it also that meant that women
did not have a say anymore. With that, I commend the
motion to the house.

OATHS AND AFFIRMATIONS BILL 2017
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Debate adjourned on motion of Mr PESUTTO
(Hawthorn).

providing that a person who is required to take an oath
or an affirmation may choose whether to take an oath or
make an affirmation;

Debate adjourned until later this day.

providing that a person may use a religious text when
taking an oath or affirmation, but is not required to do
so;

OATHS AND AFFIRMATIONS BILL 2017
Statement of compatibility
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the ‘charter’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Oaths and
Affirmations Bill 2017.
In my opinion, the Oaths and Affirmations Bill 2017, as
introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is compatible with
human rights as set out in the charter. I base my opinion on
the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview
The bill repeals most of part 4 and all of part 5 of the
Evidence (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1958 (EMPA) and
modernises laws relating to oaths, affirmations, affidavits and
statutory declarations.
The bill also provides a statutory scheme for the certification
that a copy document is a true copy of an original. This
scheme must be expressly adopted in legislation or otherwise
before it will apply.

allowing a person to take an oath, even if that person’s
religious or spiritual beliefs do not include a belief in the
existence of a god.
Clause 7 of the bill provides that a person who is required to
take an oath or make an affirmation may choose either of
those alternatives. This ensures that those who have religious
beliefs and desire to take an oath and those who do not hold
any such belief and desire to make an affirmation, are treated
equally and are free to act in accordance with their religious
beliefs. The bill also therefore means that those from cultures
who feel it is appropriate to make an oath may do so, and
those from cultures who consider that is not appropriate, may
make an affirmation.
Clause 10 also provides that a person may use a religious text
in taking an oath, but is not required to do so, and that a
person may take an oath, even if that person’s religious or
spiritual beliefs do not include a belief in the existence of a
god. It also provides that an oath is effective even if the
person who takes it does not have a religious belief or a
religious belief of a particular kind. This clause therefore
ensures that irrespective of a person’s religious beliefs, all
have equal access to participating in the legal process, and are
free to act in accordance with their religion or belief. It also
means that those from cultures who consider it is appropriate
to use a religious text or to refer to the basis of their beliefs
may do so, and those from cultures who do not consider that
it is appropriate may elect not to do so.

The bill also simplifies the words that may be used when a
child or a person with a cognitive impairment makes an oath
or affirmation.

Modified oaths or affirmations

Human rights issues

The bill promotes equality before the law and the rights of
children in the criminal process through providing for
modified ways of making oaths or affirmations.

Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant to the
bill
The following sections of the charter are engaged by the
provisions of the bill:
section 8 — recognition and equality before the law
section 14 — freedom of thought, conscience, religion
and belief
section 15 — freedom of expression
section 19 — cultural rights
section 17 — protection of families and children
section 23 — children in the criminal process
section 18 — taking part in public life

Clause 15 provides that an administering officer may make
reasonable modifications to the process of taking an oath or
making an affirmation if the person taking the oath or making
the affirmation has a disability that prevents the person from
doing so in the usual way prescribed by the bill. For example,
a hearing-impaired person may read and sign an oath or
affirmation instead of saying it aloud. A person who is unable
to speak may be able to listen to an oath or affirmation being
read and nod assent. In this way those with disabilities are, as
far as possible, accorded equality before the law.
Clause 25 also requires that a person who swears an affidavit
or makes an affirmation must do so aloud, unless the person
has a disability that prevents them from doing so. Further,
clause 28 provides that if a person who is illiterate, blind or
cognitively impaired makes an affidavit, then the authorised
affidavit taker must certify that he or she read the affidavit to
the deponent. These clauses also therefore provide for those
with disabilities to be accorded, as far as possible, equality
before the law.

Right to choose between making an oath or affirmation
The bill promotes freedom of religion, freedom of expression
and cultural rights by:

Clause 32 provides that any person who assists a person make
a statutory declaration must, amongst other matters, explain
the nature of the assistance provided to the person making the
declaration. This once again allows for as many people as
possible to have equal access to the law.
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Clause 14 does however prevent some people from taking an
oath or making an affirmation. It provides that if it appears to
an administering officer that a person taking an oath or
making an affirmation is unable to understand the nature of an
oath or affirmation, then the officer must refuse to administer
the oath or affirmation. This is however a reasonable
limitation on both the right pursuant to section 8 of the charter
that every person is equal before the law and the right of
freedom of expression pursuant to section 15 of the charter, as
taking an oath or making an affirmation is a fundamental part
of our legal process and failure to understand the nature and
significance of an oath or affirmation means that it would be
inappropriate for a person to purport to take an oath or make
an affirmation.
This does not however necessarily prevent a person who is
unable to understand the nature of an oath or affirmation from
participating at all in the legal process, as a court does have
power pursuant to section 13 Evidence Act 2008, in certain
circumstances, to allow a witness to give unsworn evidence.
Clause 8 provides that an oath may be taken or an affirmation
may be made in accordance with prescribed words or in a
similar form, unless the oath or affirmation is required to be in a
particular form required by another act or by convention or
otherwise. Subsection 3 specifically provides that ‘a similar
form’ includes, in the case of a child or a person with a
cognitive impairment, the words ‘I promise to tell the truth’.
This will promote the best interests of the child by ensuring that
children have as much opportunity as reasonably possible to
make an oath or affirmation and participate in the legal process.
Section 25(3) of the charter deals with rights in a criminal trial
and provides that, ‘a child charged with a criminal offence has
the right to a procedure that takes account of his or her
age …’. As stated, the bill will confirm that a form of words
similar to those prescribed for an oath or affirmation will be
sufficient and therefore valid, so will promote the
participation of children in the criminal justice system in an
age-appropriate way.
Taking part in public life
Clause 30 of the bill expands the list of those who may
witness statutory declarations to include those on the list
authorised by the commonwealth. This engages the charter
right to take part in public life (section 18 of the charter)
because a broader range of people who can witness statutory
declarations is likely to mean that people, such as those who
might live in remote or small regional areas, who previously
were unable to find easy access to an authorised statutory
declaration witness, are more likely to be able to do so. They
therefore will be more easily able to engage in some public
activities.
The Hon. Martin Pakula, MP
Attorney-General

Second reading
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
standing orders:
Most Victorians will at some time or another, make a
statutory declaration or provide a certified copy of an original
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document to a business or government agency. They may be
buying a house, making an insurance claim or verifying their
identity for a permit or licence. Some might make an affidavit
setting out evidence to support a claim in a court or tribunal.
Every day, in our businesses, community organisations and
government agencies, Victorians rely on the integrity of these
legal documents to ensure honest, transparent dealings with
one another and the efficient working of our society.
That is why the laws about these legal processes need to be
crystal clear, accessible to all and easy to follow. They should
be straightforward and easy to apply in our local community
or in the global, digital economy.
This bill consolidates, clarifies and updates the law relating to
oaths, affirmations, affidavits and statutory declarations.
Overview of the bill
The bill will repeal almost all of part 4 and all of part 5 of the
Evidence (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1958 (EMPA) —
and will modernise those provisions. It clearly spells out what
a person making an affidavit or statutory declaration must do
and what the witnesses must do. This will make these
processes more efficient and reduce the chance of procedural
error and costly mistakes.
The bill will also remove a number of provisions that can be
traced to Victoria’s Evidence Act 1890 which are obsolete.
There is no place, for example, in the modern Victorian
statute book, for special legal status to only be given to
countries if ‘under the dominion of Her Majesty’.
The bill will also, for the first time, provide a clear, statutory
process which business and the community can use to certify
that a copy document is a true copy of an original.
The bill will have a long commencement period to ensure
sufficient time to make any necessary changes to forms,
administrative processes, procedures and regulations or
legislative amendments.
The bill is in seven parts. I will outline the substantive parts of
the bill and the changes it makes to the existing laws in the
Evidence (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1958.
Part 2 — Oaths and affirmations
Part 2 deals with oaths and affirmations — the solemn
promises at the heart of our legal system.
Many acts and conventions govern how oaths and
affirmations are made. The bill makes it clear that if an oath
or affirmation is required by other legislation or convention,
that process will not be affected by this bill.
Part 2 of the bill modernises how an oath or affirmation can
be made if no other laws specify what is required or, if a
process is prescribed, there are gaps in that process. It permits
certain things to be done but it is not mandatory.
For example, the Constitution Act 1975 does not provide for a
member of the executive to make an affirmation of office as
an alternative to an oath of office. The Constitution Act
cannot be changed to remedy this without a referendum. The
bill, on the other hand, provides an affirmation as an
alternative to an oath. Because the bill is not mandatory and
not inconsistent with the Constitution Act 1975, the two
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pieces of legislation can be read together so that an
affirmation of office can still be made in these circumstances.
While Victoria’s Evidence Act 2008 governs how oaths and
affirmations are to be made in most legal proceedings, it is
part 2 of this bill that authorises who can administer those
oaths and affirmations.
The bill will not interfere with the powers of courts or other
bodies acting judicially when dealing with witnesses required
to make an oath or affirmation. Courts and bodies to which
the Evidence Act 2008 applies will retain the same powers as
they have now.
The bill also re-enacts some provisions of the Evidence Act
2008 so that the practices for oaths or affirmations in court or
other settings (such as swearing-in ceremonies) are broadly
the same.
The list of people authorised to administer an oath or
affirmation by the bill is not an exclusive list. Many other acts
specifically authorise people in certain positions to administer
oaths and affirmations and nothing in this bill affects that
authorisation. For example section 62 of the Juries Act 2000
authorises the juries commissioner to administer an oath or
affirmation for the purposes of that act.
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This means no more confusion. If a person is authorised to
witness a commonwealth statutory declaration, they will
automatically be recognised as a Victorian statutory
declaration witness.
It also means that many more people will be able to witness
statutory declarations in Victoria. The expanded list will
include certain Australia Post staff and agents, nurses, fulltime teachers and more commonwealth and local government
public servants.
The bill spells out the basic steps for making a statutory
declaration, based on the existing practice of Victoria’s
honorary justices. It will allow a statutory declaration form to
be prescribed in regulations and the words of the declaration
that must be said aloud, before the witness, will be
standardised.
The bill creates a new offence for falsely making a statutory
declaration instead of relying on the general offence of
perjury in the Crimes Act 1958. The maximum penalty for
the new offence will be five years imprisonment. This
recognises that making a false statutory declaration remains a
very serious indictable offence but is not considered as grave
as lying under oath.
Part 5 — Certification

Part 3 — Affidavits
The Evidence (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1958 currently
sets out who may witness an affidavit both within and outside
Victoria for use in this state. However, it does not give much
guidance about the proper completion and execution of these
important documents.

Many legal and administrative processes require original
documents that establish identity, residence, qualifications or
other facts. If it is not feasible to give an original document,
organisations will usually accept a copy of the original
document if a trusted person or agency certifies that the copy
is a true copy of the original.

The rules about affidavits are traditionally set out in
individual court rules, because they are used in courts. The
bill now sets out, in one place, the standard requirements that
apply to all affidavits for use in Victoria.

Many thousands of these certified copies are made every year
by honorary justices and others however, there has never been
a formal statutory process set out for certification of copy
documents.

The bill will apply unless a specific requirement of any other
act is inconsistent with the bill’s provisions. Courts and
tribunals can continue to make rules that tailor affidavits to
specific proceedings but under the bill there will be no
confusion about the basic requirements for a Victorian
affidavit.

The integrity of the certification process is critical. Those
relying on these copies must have confidence in the
authenticity of those documents and the facts contained in
them. False documents could be a precursor to fraud or other
criminal activity.

The bill also authorises who can witness an affidavit in
Victoria. Victoria already has a fairly generous list of those
authorised to take affidavits, compared with some other
states. So the list of those authorised to take an affidavit will
remain as it currently is with a few anomalies corrected.
Regulations will be made under the bill when it commences,
to re-authorise affidavit witnesses currently authorised under
the Evidence (Affidavits and Statutory Declarations)
Regulations 2008.
The bill maintains the existing prohibition on witnesses
charging for signing and administering an oath or affirmation
for an affidavit.
Part 4 — Statutory declarations
The bill makes some significant changes to the laws about
statutory declarations. First and foremost the bill will expand
the existing list of statutory declaration witnesses to include
all those authorised to witness a commonwealth statutory
declaration.

Some organisations or industries have their own rigorous
processes to ensure the integrity of copy documents. More
often the process is uncertain and depends on the practice of
the certifier.
The bill sets out clear processes that promote the integrity of
certified copies which organisations or agencies can adopt.
The bill’s processes and the list of authorised certifiers can be
adopted in legislation, regulations, rules or internal policies
and procedures. It will not be a mandatory scheme, as we
recognise that some organisations and industries already have
rigorous processes in place that meet their needs.
However, those relying on copy documents certified in
accordance with the bill can have increased confidence that
reasonable steps have been taken in the certification process
and the certifier has used their best judgement to determine
that the document is a true copy of the original document.
Part 5 is not intended to be applied to copies or extracts of
official records or registers issued by the body that creates or
holds those official records or registers — for example, land
titles issued by Land Victoria or a transcript of academic
results issued by the university that awarded them. Those
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agencies have their own processes in place to authenticate
authorised copies of their own records.
However, part 5 of the bill will add value where a person, not
being the maker of the original document, can honestly certify
the copy document is a true copy of the original document
that they have inspected. This independent scrutiny when
copy documents are generated will promote document
integrity.
Accessibility
The bill modernises certain provisions in the Evidence
(Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1958 and provides that a
person may take an oath even if the person’s religious or
spiritual beliefs do not include the existence of a god. It also
confirms that it is not necessary to swear an oath on a
religious text. This reflects the general approach to taking
oaths in the Evidence Act 2008 which is part of the uniform
evidence laws adopted in many Australian jurisdictions,
including Victoria. In this way, our laws respect the beliefs
and cultures of the Victorian community.
The bill also contains new provisions that aim to make our
justice processes more accessible to children and those with a
disability. Ensuring a child or person who is cognitively
impaired is comfortable when giving evidence is critical to
their full participation in the justice system.
In consultation we heard that young children who were
capable of giving sworn evidence, were sometimes confused
by and struggled with the words of the oath required in the
Evidence Act 2008. This could needlessly undermine their
confidence and even willingness to give evidence.
Accordingly, the bill provides that a simpler form of words —
I promise to tell the truth — can be used by a child or person
with cognitive impairment when making the oath and this
will satisfy the requirements of the Evidence Act 2008 and
the Oaths and Affirmations Bill 2017.
The bill also provides that an administering officer, affidavit
taker or statutory declaration witness may make reasonable
modifications to prescribed processes if the person taking the
oath or making the affirmation, affidavit or statutory
declaration has a disability that prevents the person from
doing so in the usual way.
For example a hearing-impaired person may read and sign an
oath or affirmation instead of saying it aloud. A person who is
unable to speak may be able to listen to an oath or affirmation
being read and nod assent. While this may seem like common
sense, by specifically authorising such reasonable modifications
we ensure that there is no ambiguity and that those with
disabilities are accorded equal respect and access to the law.
In conclusion, a modern economy and legal system needs
legislation that is fit for purpose. An inclusive community needs
legislation that is clear and promotes access to the justice
system. The bill is an important step to modernise and clarify
laws that affect all Victorians — now and well into the future.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr PESUTTO
(Hawthorn).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 21 June.
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ENVIRONMENT PROTECTION BILL 2017
Statement of compatibility
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) 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 Environment
Protection Bill 2017 (the bill).
In my opinion, the bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with human rights as set out in the
charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview
The bill will give effect to certain commitments announced in
the Andrews Labor government response to the independent
inquiry into the Environment Protection Authority
(government response). Specifically, the bill will provide a
new governance structure for the Environment Protection
Authority (the authority) including the establishment of a
governing board, specify a new objective of the authority to
protect human health and the environment by reducing the
harmful effects of pollution and waste, and make
consequential amendments to the Environment Protection Act
1970 and the Public Administration Act 2004.
Human rights issues
Section 13 — Privacy and reputation
Section 13 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, and
the right not to have his or her reputation unlawfully attacked.
The right to privacy is relevant to various provisions in the
bill which either require or permit the disclosure of personal
information which may otherwise be considered private.
Under the bill, the governing body of the authority will be the
Environment Protection Authority governing board
(governing board), consisting of between five and nine
members with qualifications, experience, skills or knowledge
in relevant specified areas who are recommended by the
minister. The bill also sets out the procedures by which the
governing board will make its decisions and what disclosures
must be made by its members. In particular, clause 18
requires an appointed member who has a pecuniary interest in
a matter being, or to be, considered by the board to declare the
nature of that pecuniary interest at a meeting of the board (or
if the disclosure is in respect of the chairperson, the disclosure
is made to the minister). Failure to do so will be an offence
with a penalty of 60 penalty units, and will enliven a
ministerial discretion to remove the member from office
under clause 13(5).
The requirement for board members to declare pecuniary
interests may operate to require the disclosure of personal
information, including financial information. As such, it may
engage the right in section 13(a) of the charter. However, the
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requirement in clause 18 is an important and appropriate
means of avoiding potential conflicts of interest that could
undermine the integrity and internal transparency of the
board’s decision-making functions. The obligation is clear
and confined, serves a legitimate purpose and does not
arbitrarily limit the right to privacy. I therefore consider
clause 18 to be compatible with the right to privacy.
The right to privacy and reputation in section 13 of the charter
may also be relevant to clause 12 that provides for terms and
conditions of appointment to be applied to members of the
governing board. This could involve members being required
to share information about their private lives as the conditions
could relate to the members’ other positions or associations.
Similarly, clause 13 provides for the minister to recommend
to the Governor in Council to remove a member of the board
from office, and this removal to result from circumstances in
their private lives. This clause engages the right to reputation
and privacy as the member’s private life is brought to bear on
their office, and removal on that basis can affect their
reputation. However, these provisions serve the legitimate
purpose of ensuring that it is comprised of appropriately
skilled members, and operates in line with best practice
principles of corporate governance.
Accordingly, I consider that any such interference to the right
to privacy and reputation in the bill is neither arbitrary nor
unlawful. The restrictions, who they apply to and in what
circumstances, are clearly set out in the bill. They apply in the
context of corporate governance that requires high levels of
accountability, skill and integrity and therefore expectations
of privacy in regards to such matters are necessarily reduced.
These restrictions are necessary to ensure that the authority’s
functions can be performed free from any perception of bias
or conflict of interest and to ensure good governance led by a
board of appropriate expertise.
For these reasons, I am satisfied that the bill does not limit the
right to privacy.
Section 15 — Freedom of expression
Section 15 of the charter provides that every person has the
right to freedom of expression, which includes the freedom to
impart information and ideas of all kinds. The right has also
been held to include the right not to impart information.
The right in section 15 of the charter is relevant to clause 19
of the bill which prohibits a person who is, or has been, a
member of the governing board, the chief executive officer,
an authorised officer or an employee of the authority from
making improper use of any information acquired in the
course of the person’s duties to obtain, directly or indirectly,
any pecuniary or other advantage. Clause 19 makes it an
offence to do so with a penalty of 60 penalty units.
Clause 19 is directed at ensuring the maintenance of
confidentiality of information obtained during the course of a
person’s duties and ensuring that those with authority do not
use information gained from their position to advance their or
another’s personal interests.
As such, to the extent that clause 19 may impose a restriction
on a person’s right to freedom of expression, I am satisfied
that such a restriction is both lawful and reasonably necessary
to respect the rights and reputations of other persons and for
the purpose of public order within the exceptions in
section 15(3) of the charter.
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Section 18 — Taking part in public life
Section 18(2)(b) of the charter provides that every eligible
person has the right, and is to have the opportunity, without
discrimination, to have access to the Victorian public service
and public office. The right requires access to positions in the
public service and in public office to be based on general
terms of equality.
This right in section 18 is engaged through several clauses of
the bill. In particular, the bill sets criteria for persons fulfilling
roles on the governing board under clause 9 and 14, and
attaches terms and conditions of employment to governing
board members under clause 12. Clause 18(4) also engages
the right to take part in public life because it excludes
members of the governing board from deliberations upon
declaration of a pecuniary interest in a matter to be considered
by the board. Clause 16(3) also has the effect of excluding
members who are not present at board meetings from board
decision-making because decisions can be made with a
quorum of only a majority of members present. These clauses
may be perceived as effecting a person’s access to the public
service; however, these clauses continue to facilitate equal
opportunity to the public service, based on general principles
of merit, and facilitate effective governance practices. The
criteria and processes for appointment and involvement in
decision-making are objective, reasonable and nondiscriminatory.
The bill also provides grounds for removing governing board
members under clause 13, and abolishes the existing
Environment Protection Board and the offices of the chairman
and deputy chairman on the bill’s commencement day under
clause 25. These clauses engage and limit the right in section 18
because it affects access to the public service for existing
position holders. However, the provision for removal of board
members under clause 13 is justified to facilitate good corporate
governance and to hold members to account for their
responsibilities as members of the board. Similarly, the
abolition of the existing board and offices of chairman and
deputy chairman under clause 25 is necessary machinery to
establish the new governance framework and transition the
authority to an independent public entity with the objective of
protecting human health and the environment. Clause 25 is
necessary to give effect to certain government commitments
following the 2016 independent inquiry into the Environment
Protection Authority. Therefore, I consider that to the extent
that these clauses are seen to impose a restriction on a person’s
right take part in public life, they are reasonable limitations that
can be demonstrably justified in a democratic society.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities because to the extent that
some provisions may limit human rights, those limitations are
reasonable and demonstrably justified in a free and
democratic society.
Hon. Lily D’Ambrosio, MP
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change

Second reading
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.
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Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
standing orders:
Background to the bill
Victoria’s Environment Protection Act 1970 was one of the
first acts in the world to establish a comprehensive legislative
framework for protecting the environment. The cornerstone
of the legislation was the creation of the Environment
Protection Authority.
Since it commenced operating in 1971, the EPA has played a
leading role in protecting Victoria’s environment, working
with business, local government and the community to reduce
pollution and manage waste.
It is approaching half a century since the EPA was
established. In that time, Victoria’s population and economy
have grown significantly, and the environment protection
challenges facing Victoria have changed as well. The
Environment Protection Act has been amended many times to
respond to these challenges as they have evolved.
At the last election, we committed to conducting an inquiry
into the Environment Protection Authority. This was in
recognition of the fact that EPA had not been reviewed
comprehensively since it was established in 1971, and that it
was time to look in a detailed and integrated manner at the
challenges it faces and its ability to meet those challenges.
The inquiry was conducted by an independent ministerial
advisory committee, chaired by Penny Armytage with
members Jane Brockington and Janice van Reyk. The inquiry
featured extensive public consultation with the community,
business and local government. The committee’s report was
released publicly on 16 May 2016. The Andrews Labor
government response to the independent inquiry into the EPA
was released publicly on 17 January 2017.
The inquiry confirmed that Victorians want a strong EPA to
protect them and their environment. In particular, the
inquiry confirmed that both the community and business
want an independent EPA with the expertise, credibility and
capability to make timely and consistent decisions based on
sound science.
In its response to the inquiry report, the Andrews Labor
government committed to a wide range of reforms to the
Environment Protection Act to equip EPA to meet the
challenges of not just today but of the next half a century.
Those challenges are well documented in the inquiry report,
and arise from the pressure being placed on Victoria’s land,
water, air and other natural capital from such factors as an
increasing population, a growing and diversifying economy,
rapid technological change and intensive urban development.
To meet these challenges Victoria must modernise its EPA
and the legislative framework for environment protection.
Sequence of legislative reform
This bill will be the first stage of this modernisation and the
first of two bills to repeal the existing Environment Protection
Act 1970 and replace it with the Environment Protection Act
2017. This Environment Protection Bill 2017 focuses on
modernising the EPA itself, so it is equipped to implement the
further reforms to come.
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Objective for the EPA
The Environment Protection Act does not currently outline an
objective for the EPA. The inquiry found that the scope and
nature of EPA’s responsibilities are not clear to the
community, regulated entities and other parts of government.
This causes confusion for stakeholders and results in
expectations that the EPA will deal with issues that are
beyond its legislated functions and powers to address.
The bill will introduce a statutory objective for the EPA,
which is ‘to protect human health and the environment by
reducing the harmful effects of pollution and waste’.
The focus on pollution and waste is important as these issues
are critical to defining EPA’s area of responsibility and for
guiding what statutory and other instruments it needs and
what expertise and capability it requires to operate effectively.
EPA is not responsible for managing natural resources,
biodiversity, ecosystems and other aspects of the
environment, but it is concerned with the impact of pollution
and waste on the environment and human health.
Including a reference to human health in the objective is
important because it clarifies that protecting human health
from pollution and waste is a key objective in its own right
for the EPA, not just as a consequence of protecting the
environment.
EPA’s status under the Public Administration Act 2004
EPA’s status under the Public Administration Act 2004 is
changing from an administrative office to a public entity. This
change is being made to reinforce EPA’s status as
independent from government decision-making.
EPA staff will maintain their status as public servants under
the Public Administration Act in the transition from the
administrative office to the public entity. This will require
consequential amendments to the Public Administration Act
to establish the chairperson of the EPA’s governing board as a
person with the functions of a public service body head.
To avoid any doubt, the bill states clearly that staff employed
by the EPA administrative office are to be taken as employees
of the EPA public entity.
Governing board
A key finding of the inquiry was that the EPA’s current
legislated structure of an authority body corporate comprised
by one member, the chairman, is inconsistent with modern
principles of good governance and places responsibility for a
wide variety of complex issues on one person. The
Environment Protection Act currently provides for an
advisory board but this board has no statutory powers or
decision-making ability.
The bill will replace the single-member authority structure
and the advisory board with a governing board of five to nine
members with a range of skills, knowledge and experience.
This will enhance the EPA’s ability to meet its objective and
carry out its functions and powers, and will build community
and business confidence in the regulator.
The inquiry found that EPA’s reputation as a science-based
regulator will be supported by requiring that the board contain
members with qualifications and experience in science or
engineering, and health. The bill specifies mandatory
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requirements for two board members. One of the members of
the board must have qualifications or experience in science or
engineering, and one of the members must have qualifications
or experience in health and be a nominee of the minister
responsible for the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008, to
enhance the EPA’s ability to understand human health issues.
The other skills, knowledge and experience that the board
needs to hold collectively are framed broadly enough to
accommodate any relevant fields of knowledge or industry
sector understanding.
The board will be appointed by the Governor in Council on
the recommendation of the minister. Members may be
appointed for a term of up to five years, and may be
reappointed once only to ensure there is renewal.
The powers and functions of the EPA will be vested in the
board to ensure there is a clear line of accountability for the
exercise of the authority’s powers and functions to the minister
responsible for the Environment Protection Act. The board will
appoint the chief executive officer and have the ability to
delegate powers and functions associated with the day-to-day
administration of the EPA to the CEO and other staff, and will
be expected to do this in accordance with modern governance
practice for Victorian public entities. This expectation will be
explained to prospective members of the board in information
provided to applicants for positions on the board, and in letters
of appointment to members of the board.
The board will be able to establish advisory committees to
provide it with advice and information to assist it in the
performance of its functions. Advisory committees could
address such matters as science, engineering and health, as
recommended in the inquiry. The type of advisory
committees established will be a matter for the board to
determine.
An interim advisory board was established to guide the
EPA’s reform agenda until the new statutory board is
established. The transition from the interim advisory board to
the EPA governing board will occur once the appointment of
members to the EPA governing board has been undertaken.
Chief executive officer
Currently, the EPA has a chief executive officer but this
position has no statutory basis in the Environment Protection
Act. The bill will create a statutory position of chief executive
officer, and establish that the chief executive officer is
appointed by and responsible to the board.
The bill sets out the respective roles and responsibilities of the
board and CEO, which will clarify their relationship to one
another. The board is responsible for the governance, strategic
planning and risk management of the authority. The CEO is
responsible for the administration of the day-to-day
management of the affairs of the authority. In accordance with
modern governance principles, it is expected that the board will
delegate all day-to-day functions and powers to the CEO,
including the powers of employment vested in the chairperson
of the board under the Public Administration Act.
Chief environmental scientist
The Environment Protection Act does not currently provide
for a statutory office-holder whose role is to be Victoria’s
authority on environmental science in the same way that, for
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example, the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008 provides
for the chief health officer.
A statutory position of chief environmental scientist will
support the EPA’s important role as a science-based regulator
and means that government has access to high-level technical
advice on environment protection matters.
The chief environmental scientist will have an advisory role
only and no statutory decision-making role on regulatory
matters. The chief environmental scientist will report to, and
be subject to the direction and oversight of, the CEO to ensure
the line of accountability is clear.
The appointment of a chief environmental scientist with
credibility and standing will enhance the EPA’s ability to
contribute to decision-making on environmental matters of
state significance, both strategic and operational.
In recognition of the importance of the role, the government
provided EPA with immediate funding to fill the position and
EPA has appointed Dr Andrea Hinwood as its inaugural chief
environmental scientist.
Works approval referral to Department of Health and
Human Services
Works approvals are a key instrument under the Environment
Protection Act for the EPA to assess scheduled industrial and
waste management developments that pose a risk of harm
from pollution. The risk posed is of sufficient gravity to
warrant a more detailed examination of the proposal to ensure
it is designed in a way that manages the risk acceptably.
Currently, the Environment Protection Act requires that all
applications for works approval be referred to the Department
of Health and Human Services for assessment of the public
health risk arising from the proposed works. The secretary of
the department may object to a works approval on the grounds
that public health is likely to be endangered. The EPA is
obliged to refuse a works approval on the basis of this advice.
The government has consolidated and enhanced Victoria’s
environmental public health capability in the EPA. Some
environmental public health staff from the Department of
Health and Human Services were transferred to the EPA,
effective 12 December 2016 and more are being recruited. As
a result, it will no longer be necessary or appropriate for all
works approval applications to be referred to the Department
of Health and Human Services for assessment.
Nevertheless, as the agency responsible for human health and
employing the state’s foremost authority on human health
issues, the chief health officer, the Department of Health and
Human Services can and should continue to provide
additional assurance to the community that significant risks to
public health are fully understood. The bill removes the
requirement for all works approvals to be referred to the
Department of Health and Human Services for review but
still requires that works approval applications that pose a
significant risk to public health be referred for review.
Given that the EPA will from now on have the capability to
assess the public health implications of most works approval
applications, it is expected that in practice this will constitute
a small number of referrals but will maintain important
community confidence on more complex, wideranging
environmental public health issues. The Secretary of the
Department of Health and Human Services will still have the
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power to object to works approvals referred to the
Department of Health and Human Services where public
health is likely to be endangered, which obliges EPA to refuse
to issue the works approval, for similar reasons of assurance.

enable the minister to prescribe sitting fees and other
expenses for various advisory committees, and remove
the prohibition on public sector employees receiving
payments for their services on two statutory entities;

The bill will enable the minister responsible for the
Environment Protection Act, by publication of a ministerial
determination in the Government Gazette, to specify criteria
to guide what types of proposals are significant and still to be
referred by the EPA to the Department of Health and Human
Services for assessment. The criteria for identifying the types
of applications that are to be referred could include that the
scale or complexity of the proposal poses risks to public
health of state or major regional significance, or the potential
for public health impacts requires specialised assessment
because it has not been encountered previously.

enable the minister to consent to a reasonable right of
access across a park to a person whose land is
surrounded by the park;

This bill is a crucial step in creating modern legislation for a
modern EPA, ensuring it remains a world-leading
environmental regulator into the future, focused on protecting
both Victorians and Victoria’s environment from the harmful
effects of pollution and waste.
I commend the bill to the house.

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

PARKS AND CROWN LAND
LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2017
Statement of compatibility
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) 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 Parks and
Crown Land Legislation Amendment Bill 2017 (the bill).
In my opinion, the 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.

make other amendments to several acts, including in
relation to appointing litter enforcement officers for
Crown land, the definition of ‘central plan office’, the
preparation of reports and corporate planning
documents, the granting of certain leases and licences,
and the Royal Botanic Gardens board carrying on a
business of selling plants.
Human rights issues
Section 12 — Freedom of movement
Section 12 of the charter provides for the right for every
person to move freely within Victoria and to enter and leave it
and to have the freedom to choose where to live. It includes
the freedom from physical barriers and procedural
impediments.
Clause 32 will insert new clauses 29 and 30 into
schedule one AA to the National Parks Act. These clauses
provide that certain areas of land cease to be roads when
they are included in the Great Otway and Greater Bendigo
national parks respectively. Clauses 10, 34, 35, 36, and 38
provide for the addition of Crown land to several existing
parks and reserves.
These provisions could be perceived to affect the right to
freedom of movement, to the extent that a person can move
freely around Victoria by passing across the sites which are
subject to those clauses. However, the provisions do not
restrict a person from moving freely within the new reserve or
park areas or within Victoria. Therefore, the bill will not limit
the right protected under section 12 of the charter.
Section 18 — Taking part in public life
Section 18 of the charter provides that every person in
Victoria has the right, and is to have the opportunity, without
discrimination, to participate in the conduct of public affairs,
directly or through freely chosen representatives. It further
provides that every eligible person has the right, and is to
have the opportunity, without discrimination, to have access,
on general terms of equality, to public office.

streamline the process for making, amending and
revoking codes of practice under the Conservation,
Forests and Lands Act 1987;

Clauses 19, 52 and 57 of the bill will amend relevant sections
of the National Parks Act 1975, the Royal Botanic Gardens
Act 1991 (RBG act) and the Zoological Parks and Gardens
Act 1995 (zoos act) to have the effect of removing
government representatives or their nominees from the
memberships of the following statutory entities: National
Parks Advisory Council, the RBG board and the zoos board.
In all other respects, the criteria for membership remain
unchanged. New section 60 of the RBG act (as inserted by
clause 50 of the bill) and new section 51 of the zoos act (as
inserted by clause 65 of the bill) are related provisions.

remove government representatives from the
memberships of an advisory council and two boards,
and enable the two boards to appoint their chief
executives;

The removal of government representatives from the
memberships of the three statutory entities may be perceived
as discriminating against certain persons. However, these
persons are public sector employees and, despite the removal

Overview of the bill
The bill will:
add the Anglesea Heath to the Great Otway National
Park and make amendments to several parks and
reserves, including amending the names of two parks;
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of the positions, there is no discrimination against those
members, or any other person, which prevents them from
applying for membership of the entities. The skills or
experience requirements for members do not engage any
attribute protected against discrimination, or conduct
constituting discrimination, under the Equal Opportunity Act
2010 that is also discrimination under the charter. Therefore,
the bill will not limit the right protected under section 18 of
the charter.

Protecting exceptional biodiversity — adding Anglesea
Heath to Great Otway National Park

Section 20 — Property rights

The Anglesea Heath has exceptional biodiversity
conservation value. It is considered internationally significant
for its floral diversity, has the richest flora recorded in
Victoria and is one of the most orchid-rich sites in Australia.
It supports several rare or threatened plant and animal species,
and has considerable biogeographic significance, including
plant species that are endemic to the area and plant
communities which are rare or uncommon in Victoria. As a
place to visit, the heath is renowned for its exceptional
wildflower displays in spring and it is a quiet haven away
from the popular coastal areas around Anglesea to the south.

Section 20 of the charter provides that a person must not be
deprived of his or her property other than in accordance with
law.
Clause 32 of the bill will insert new clauses 29 and 30 into
schedule one AA to the National Parks Act. Those clauses
provide that certain areas of land cease to be roads when
they are included in the Great Otway and Greater Bendigo
national parks.
This could be perceived to affect the rights of those who own
adjoining freehold land because the roads provide legal access
to the freehold. However, in the case of the Great Otway
National Park, legal access will continue to be provided along
the main access road to the freehold land. In the case of
Greater Bendigo National Park, the road closure is
accompanied by an excision from the park to enable the
creation of a government road along a more suitable route. In
both cases, there will be legal access to the freehold land.
Therefore, the bill will not limit the rights protected under
section 20 of the charter.
Hon. Lily D’Ambrosio, MP
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change

Second reading
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
standing orders:

Maintaining and enhancing a world-class system of protected
areas is a key priority of Victoria’s recently released
biodiversity plan Protecting Victoria’s Environment —
Biodiversity 2037. Incorporating the Anglesea Heath in the
adjoining Great Otway National Park will be a major
contribution to achieving this objective.

The permanent protection of the remarkable conservation
values of the area has been a long-held goal of many,
including ANGAIR (Anglesea, Aireys Inlet Society for the
Protection of Flora and Fauna), the Australian Conservation
Foundation, the Geelong Environment Council, the Great
Ocean Road Committee and the Victorian National Parks
Association, as well as members of the broader community.
From 1961, Alcoa held rights to occupy more than
7000 hectares of the heath under the Mines (Aluminium
Agreement) Act 1961. This enabled it to explore for and mine
brown coal to fuel the Anglesea power station which, until
2015, supplied power to the Point Henry aluminium smelter.
Notwithstanding this arrangement, much of the area has
remained substantially undisturbed and since 2000, with
Alcoa’s agreement and strong support, Parks Victoria has
managed a large part of it for conservation in a similar
manner to the adjoining park — initially Angahook-Lorne
State Park and, since 2005, the Great Otway National Park.
In December 2016, Alcoa surrendered its rights over most of
the area. This now enables a large proportion of the heath to
be incorporated into the national park in line with the
government’s election commitment.

In summary, the bill will:
deliver the Andrews Labor government’s 2014 election
commitment in Our Environment, Our Future to
incorporate the Anglesea Heath into the Great Otway
National Park;
make additions or other amendments to several other
parks;
amend the names of Mount Eccles National Park and
Canadian Regional Park in relevant acts to reflect their
Aboriginal names;
streamline various administrative processes in several
acts so that they are more efficient and ‘fit for purpose’;
modernise the governance arrangements applying to
several government boards and advisory bodies in the
Crown land portfolio; and
make several other improvements and amendments.

The bill will provide for the addition of approximately
6420 hectares to the park. This is mostly land over which
Alcoa has surrendered its rights but it also includes a
contiguous area of the Otway Forest Park (52 ha) and other
small areas of Crown land which are more logically managed
as part of the national park.
As part of rehabilitating the mine site, Alcoa may need to
access some of the additions to obtain seed for revegetation
works or to carry out rehabilitation works. The bill allows for
this, provided that any such works are authorised by the
Secretary to the Department of Environment, Land, Water
and Planning (the secretary).
Other park additions and amendments
The bill will also make amendments to several other parks,
including the following:
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Croajingolong National Park — the addition of
27 hectares east of Mallacoota Inlet which was acquired
some time ago for inclusion in the park;
Greater Bendigo National Park — the addition of a short
section of mostly vegetated government road and the
excision of a smaller area along a cleared powerline
easement (to become a government road), with a net
addition to the park of 0.2 hectares; and
Warrandyte State Park — minor amendments to the
park boundary in the vicinity of the Warrandyte Bridge.
Of particular interest, the bill will add the recently acquired
Monster Meeting site (1.66 ha) near Chewton to Castlemaine
Diggings National Heritage Park. This park has outstanding
cultural significance related to the gold rush era and is of
potential world heritage significance. Its historic value will be
enhanced by the addition. The meeting held on the site on
15 December 1851 and attended by up to an estimated
15 000 people is considered to be the first mass protest
against a government in Australia and a direct precursor of
the Eureka rebellion and the battle of the Eureka Stockade
three years later.
Recognising Aboriginal culture — re-naming Canadian
Regional Park and Mount Eccles National Park
The bill further recognises the connection of traditional
owners to country by amending the names of two parks in the
Crown Land (Reserves) Act and the National Parks Act. The
new names follow extensive consultation processes and were
registered by the registrar of geographic names on
23 March 2017.
The new name of Canadian Regional Park — Woowookarung
Regional Park — fulfils the government’s commitment when
the park was created in 2016 to investigate a suitable
Indigenous name for the park that acknowledges its location in
Wadawurrung country. ‘Woowookarung’ means ‘place of
plenty’ in the Wadawarrung language. The connection to the
history of the name ‘Canadian’ will continue to be recognised
in the neighbouring suburb Canadian and features such as
Canadian Creek and Canadian Lead.
The new name of Mount Eccles National Park — Budj Bim
National Park — recognises the original name of the peak
previously known as Mount Eccles — Budj Bim. This means
‘high head’ and is recognised by the traditional owners as part
of the ancestral creator’s body. Restoration of the name ‘Budj
Bim’ complements the work being done by the Gunditjmara
People and the Australian and Victorian governments to seek
World Heritage listing for the Budj Bim Cultural Landscape,
following its inclusion on Australia’s World Heritage
tentative list earlier this year. The national park is a critical
part of this exceptional cultural landscape.
Streamlining administration
In recent years, several bills have amended various acts
related to Crown land to improve their workability and to
update various provisions. This bill also includes amendments
to several acts to streamline administrative processes so that
they are more efficient and ‘fit for purpose’. The amendments
aim to reduce administrative red tape and make better use of
resources while maintaining appropriate checks and balances.
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Streamlining the process for making codes of practice
The Conservation, Forests and Lands Act 1987 (CFL act)
enables the minister to make codes of practice to specify
standards and procedures for the carrying out of any of the
objects or purposes of a relevant law. The act sets out a process
for making, varying or revoking a code, involving consultation,
tabling in Parliament and possible disallowance. Since 2011,
codes prepared under the CFL act have been prescribed as
legislative instruments under the Subordinate Legislation Act
1994 and are therefore also subject to the consultation, tabling
and disallowance requirements of that act.
The processes under the two acts duplicate each other to a
large extent. For example, under the CFL act, a draft code
must be tabled in Parliament and is subject to disallowance. If
not disallowed and the code is made, the code must be tabled
again under the Subordinate Legislation Act and is again
subject to disallowance.
The bill will remove unnecessary duplication so that only the
requirements of the Subordinate Legislation Act will apply to
making, varying or revoking any code that is a legislative
instrument. The bill will also align the minimum period for
making submissions on a draft code or a proposed variation
or revocation with the Subordinate Legislation Act, and will
remove the need to give notice of the proposed making of a
code or a variation if it is fundamentally declaratory or
machinery in nature.
The bill will also remove the requirement in the CFL act to
table incorporated documents associated with a code since
these duplicate the requirement to do so in the Interpretation
of Legislation Act 1984.
Simplifying the process for appointing litter enforcement
officers for Crown land
The Environment Protection Act 1970 enables litter authorities
to appoint litter enforcement officers. The management of
Crown land falls under several acts and, depending on the act
under which the land is managed, the responsible minister, a
committee of management or the secretary is responsible for
the land. This complicates the appointment of employees of the
Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning
(DELWP) or Parks Victoria as litter enforcement officers
across Crown land generally.
To simplify the appointment process, the bill will amend the
Environment Protection Act to enable the secretary to appoint
persons as litter enforcement officers for the purposes of all
land managed under the land management acts.
Standardising the definition of Central Plan Office
The Survey Co-ordination Act 1958 requires DELWP to
maintain a Central Plan Office (CPO). The CPO is Victoria’s
virtual storeroom for state government surveys and plans and
is referred to in many acts and some regulations.
The CPO is commonly defined in legislation by reference to the
name of the department in which it is located at a particular
time. Machinery of government changes mean that the name of
the department may subsequently change. Although there are
statutory processes to assist in interpreting the current name of
the department administering the CPO, inevitably the many acts
which refer to the CPO need to be updated.
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The bill will avoid this by inserting a definition of the CPO in
the Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 which applies to all
acts and regulations. Instead of linking the CPO to a
department, the bill will define the CPO as the ‘Central Plan
Office maintained under the Survey Co-ordination Act 1958’
and will make consequential amendments to the many acts in
which the CPO is mentioned.

The bill will amend the two acts to enable the minister,
instead of the Governor in Council, to give this approval. This
will make for more efficient and timely administration while
retaining an appropriate level of scrutiny.

Modernising the fixing of sitting fees and allowances for
members of advisory bodies

The Victorian Environmental Assessment Council Act 2001
(VEAC act) and the zoos act prohibit members of the council
or the zoos board who are also public sector employees from
being remunerated for their service.

The National Parks Act and Reference Areas Act provide that
the sitting fees and allowances paid to members of the
National Parks Advisory Council, park advisory committees
and the Reference Areas Advisory Committee are fixed from
time to time either by the Governor in Council or by
regulation.
In more recent times, appointment and remuneration
guidelines administered by the Department of Premier and
Cabinet have standardised the fees paid to members of
advisory committees across government. The guidelines also
direct that allowances are to be paid in accordance with
departmental policies existing from time to time.
Recognising the whole of government role of these
guidelines, the bill will shift the responsibility for fixing fees
and allowances to the minister. This will provide
administrative efficiencies as well as promoting consistency
across government.

Enabling the remuneration of public sector employees when
serving as board members

Public sector employees are generally not appointed to
government boards, because of the risk of actual or perceived
conflict between their role and duties as public servants and as
board members. However, there are circumstances where
such appointments might be appropriate, such as when a
person with particular skills or experience is appointed in a
personal capacity and unrelated to their public sector
employment.
The government’s appointment and remuneration guidelines
referred to earlier set out when it is appropriate to remunerate
a board member who is also a public sector employee.
Recognising the application of these guidelines across
government, the bill will amend the VEAC act and the zoos
act to remove the prohibition on payment to members who
are public sector employees.
Modernising governance

Refining the reporting process for new national and state
parks
The National Parks Act requires a report to be prepared and
tabled in Parliament within 12 months in relation to any new
national or state park. Instead of reporting on proposed
actions, the bill will require the secretary to include in the
annual report on the National Parks Act a summary of the
actions taken to establish any new national or state park in the
12 months after the creation of the park. The annual report is
tabled in Parliament.
Simplifying the requirements for preparing corporate
planning documents
The Royal Botanic Gardens Act 1991 and the Zoological
Parks and Gardens Act 1995 (zoos act) set out prescriptive
requirements for the respective boards to prepare and provide
corporate plans, business plans and statements of corporate
intent.
To ensure that corporate planning documents keep pace with
contemporary best practice and reflect whole of Victorian
government policy, the bill will remove from the two acts
some of the prescription governing their preparation. Instead,
each board will be required to prepare documents in a form
approved by the minister, containing the information required
by the minister and by the date fixed by the minister. The
content will be informed, for example, by whole of
government documents such as the Department of Treasury
and Finance’s published requirements for corporate planning
for government business enterprises.
Streamlining the approval of granting leases and licences
The Royal Botanic Gardens Act and the zoos act currently
require the Governor in Council to approve the respective
boards granting any lease or certain licences over land for
which they are responsible.

The bill also includes amendments which will modernise
governance in relation to several government boards and
advisory bodies.
Removing conflicts of interest
The membership of the National Parks Advisory Council
(NPAC), Royal Botanic Gardens board and the zoos board
variously include the secretary or the department head or his
or her nominee and the chief executive officer of Parks
Victoria. This raises conflict of interest issues. In the case of
the NPAC, the two government members are responsible for
overseeing or managing the parks under the National Parks
Act and therefore for many of the matters on which the
council may provide advice to the minister. In the case of the
two boards, the member is either the head of the department
which has responsibility for the oversight of the boards or is
likely to be associated with that department or government.
These arrangements are not considered best practice
governance. In the interests of good governance, the bill will
remove the potential for conflicts of interest by removing
government representatives from the memberships of the
council and the two boards. This will not change the
membership criteria for the appointment of other members
and will not impact on the ability of government
representatives to attend meetings to provide information or
to discuss issues.
Modernising appointment processes
The bill will clarify longstanding arrangements under the Public
Administration Act by shifting the statutory responsibility for
the appointment of the director, Royal Botanic Gardens from
the Governor in Council to the Royal Botanic Gardens board,
and for the appointment of the chief executive officer of the
zoos board from the minister to the board.
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This will place the statutory accountability for the
appointment, remuneration and performance of the chief
executives with the relevant board, which is the body best
placed to discharge those responsibilities. It will also align the
arrangements with the other boards in the Energy,
Environment and Climate Change portfolio where there is a
statutory appointment of a chief executive.

2.

Clause 7, page 27, line 4, omit “may” and insert “must”.

3.

Clause 7, page 27, after line 11 insert —
“(2) Without limiting subsection (1), guidelines issued
must address child consent to the collection, use or
disclosure of confidential information about the
child in accordance with this Part.

Other improvements and amendments

(3) Before issuing guidelines under subsection (1), the
Minister must publish, on an appropriate Internet
site—

Providing a right of access
The bill will amend the National Parks Act to include
Nooramunga Marine and Coastal Park in the list of parks for
which the minister can grant a reasonable right of access to a
person whose land adjoins or is surrounded by the park. The
amendment will enable access arrangements that have been in
place for many years in relation to an area of freehold
surrounded by the park to be formalised.
Enabling plant sales
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(a) a draft of the proposed guidelines; and
(b) a statement that submissions may be made to
the Minister on or before a specified date,
being at least 28 days after the day on which
the draft guidelines are published.”.
4.

The bill will amend the Royal Botanic Gardens Act to remove
the prohibition on the Royal Botanic Gardens board carrying
out a business of selling plants to visitors to the gardens at
South Yarra and Cranbourne.

Clause 7, page 27, lines 12 to 15, omit all words and
expressions on these lines and insert —
“(4) As soon as practicable after finalising draft
guidelines, the Minister must publish the guidelines
on an appropriate Internet site.”.

Other amendments
5.

Clause 7, page 27, line 16, omit “(3)” and insert “(5)”.

The bill will repeal several spent or redundant provisions and
make other, minor amendments or corrections.

6.

Clause 7, page 27, line 16, omit “(4)” and insert “(6)”.

Conclusion

7.

Clause 7, page 27, line 21, omit “(4)” and insert “(6)”.

The bill will significantly enhance Victoria’s world-class
parks system, particularly through the permanent protection
of the Anglesea Heath in the Great Otway National Park. It
will also recognise the important connection of traditional
owners to country through the amendments to the names of
two parks, and will deliver improvements and efficiencies to
several areas of administration, governance and land
management.

8.

Clause 7, page 27, line 21, omit “(3)” and insert “(5)”.

9.

Clause 7, page 27, line 25, omit “(5)” and insert “(7)”.

I commend the bill to the house.

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

10. Clause 7, page 27, after line 28 insert —
“(8) The Minister may review guidelines issued under
subsection (1) at any time, and may issue amended
guidelines as the Minister considers necessary.
(9) If the Minister considers that an amendment to the
guidelines is significant or substantial, the
requirements of subsection (3) must be met before
the amended guidelines may be issued.”.
11. Clause 7, page 32, after line 26 insert —

FAMILY VIOLENCE PROTECTION
AMENDMENT (INFORMATION SHARING)
BILL 2017
Council’s amendments
Message from Council relating to following
amendments considered:
1.

Clause 7, page 21, after line 16 insert —
“Note
An information sharing entity must comply with
guidelines issued under section 144P(1) relating to child
consent to the collection, use or disclosure of
confidential information about the child.”.

“(5) A person does not commit an offence against this
section only for the reason that the person uses or
discloses confidential information in a way that
does not comply with guidelines issued under
section 144P(1).
Note
Despite non-compliance not being an offence —
(a) this does not preclude non-compliance
being taken into account in dealing with
a complaint made under the Privacy and
Data Protection Act 2014, the Health
Records Act 2001 or the Privacy Act
1988 of the Commonwealth; and

CHILDREN AND JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (YOUTH JUSTICE REFORM) BILL 2017
1714

ASSEMBLY
(b) non-compliance may lead to a person or
body ceasing to be prescribed as an
information sharing entity.”.

12. Clause 7, page 34, after line 7 insert —
“(4) A person does not commit an offence against this
section only for the reason that the person uses or
discloses confidential information in a way that
does not comply with guidelines issued under
section 144P(1).
Note
Despite non-compliance not being an offence —
(a) this does not preclude non-compliance
being taken into account in dealing with
a complaint made under the Privacy and
Data Protection Act 2014, the Health
Records Act 2001 or the Privacy Act
1988 of the Commonwealth; and
(b) non-compliance may lead to a person or
body ceasing to be prescribed as an
information sharing entity.”.
13. Clause 7, page 34, lines 9 to 18, omit all words and
expressions on these lines and insert —
“144S
Review of operation of Part after 2 years
of operation
(1) The Minister must cause an independent
review to be conducted of the first 2 years of
operation of this Part.
(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 include consideration of any
adverse effects of this Part.
(4) The review may include any
recommendations on any matter addressed in
the review.
144SA
Review of operation of Part after 5 years
of operation
(1) The Minister must cause an independent
review to be conducted of the 3rd to 5th years
of operation of this Part.
(2) The Minister must cause a copy of the review
to be laid before each House of the Parliament
within 6 months of the end of the 5th year of
operation of this Part.
(3) The review must include consideration of any
adverse effects of this Part.
(4) The review may include any
recommendations on any matter addressed in
the review.”.

Wednesday, 7 June 2017

Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — I move:
That the amendments be agreed to.

I briefly speak to that. The amendments to the bill
enhance consultation, transparency and scrutiny of the
guidelines and the operation of the informationsharing regime. Some of the amendments were
government house amendments, and they involve
enhanced consultation and transparency in relation to
the guidelines. They will certainly ensure greater
engagement with stakeholders in the drafting of the
guidelines. They will ensure that the guidelines now
include guidance on how to obtain consent from
children, and they must now go out for public
consultation.
There are also some Greens party amendments that
were supported by the government in the Council and
were passed by the Council which ensure greater
scrutiny and transparency in relation to the two-year
and five-year reviews of the operation of the bill. The
act will now provide that the review will be
independent. Reports about the review will be tabled in
the Parliament, and that will ensure greater
transparency and scrutiny by the Parliament as to how
the information-sharing provisions are operating. The
government supports the amendments and commends
them to the house.
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — The coalition parties
will not be opposing the amendments. We think that they
are appropriate to pass. They will, in our view, enhance
scrutiny of the information-sharing regime that will be
effected by the passage of the principal bill, so we do not
cavil with the changes. We think they are pretty selfevident, and we are happy to see them go through.
Motion agreed to.

CHILDREN AND JUSTICE LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT (YOUTH JUSTICE
REFORM) BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 25 May; motion of
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General).
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — I am pleased this
afternoon to rise and speak on the Children and Justice
Legislation Amendment (Youth Justice Reform) Bill
2017. I am happy to advise the house at the outset that
we will not be opposing this bill, although I will be
expressing, as you might imagine, a number of
concerns about the bill. I do ask that a reasoned
amendment be circulated, and that reasoned
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amendment relates to part 3 of the bill, which deals
with youth control orders. I might go to that right now.
I move:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted with the view of
inserting in their place the words ‘this bill be withdrawn and
redrafted so that certain of the proposed additional powers in
part 3 be instead made available for existing orders for young
offenders’.

I think there might be a typo in that reasoned
amendment, I have to say, Acting Speaker, that I might
have overlooked. It should actually say that ‘part 3 of
the bill be withdrawn’, but I might have to issue that in
writing. I will take advice on that.
The intention of this reasoned amendment is to allow
the bill to pass but urge the government to reconsider
the introduction of youth control orders. In moving this
amendment it does not mean that we will vote against
the bill, but I am appealing to the government to
consider whether youth control orders should proceed
as part of this bill. What we are seeking in terms of this
reasoned amendment is that the additional powers that
would attach to a youth control order should be made
available to the existing orders under the act and that
the idea of a youth control order be, at least for the
moment, put to one side.
Whilst I understand what the government is trying to do
with a youth control order, our concern is that it is
increasing the range of people who might be able to
qualify for what I will call a non-custodial order from
the Children’s Court or another court. Our concern at
this time and in this climate is that the concerns about
youth offending at the moment are not that there are
people who are serving custodial orders who should be
out in the community; our concern is that the conditions
which are attached to existing non-custodial orders
should be strengthened and enhanced. We think there is
some benefit in taking some of the proposed additional
powers that would be available to the Children’s Court
or any other court and making those available, for
example, to youth attendance orders or youth
supervision orders, such as curfews and judicial
monitoring, which would enhance those orders for
youth offenders who are suitable candidates for noncustodial orders.
We are concerned by the government’s proposal that
there is a group of relatively serious youth offenders —
I think that is a fair summation of what the government
is proposing — for whom it is proposed that a new noncustodial order be made available. We do not think the
time is propitious for that and that it is
misunderstanding the crisis that many Victorians are
experiencing and observing at this time. What I am

1715

asking the government to do with this amendment is to
consider it in the spirit in which it is provided, because
to ignore it means that you will face the possibility of
scenarios where it is readily conceivable that you will
have youth offenders who at the moment would not
qualify for a non-custodial order being, as a result of
this change, more suitable for a non-custodial order
when they should be in either a detention facility or a
residential facility on a custodial basis. We are very
concerned that this change could result in a risk to
community safety.
It is readily conceivable that youths who are found
guilty of relatively serious offending, which is what the
government refers to in its own supporting materials to
the bill, are free and out in the community. Is it
inconceivable that you could have someone on a youth
control order who goes on to reoffend in a serious way?
If that were to happen, what you would have is a
community saying, ‘Why was a change made to the act
to give people who previous to the change would have
been in a custodial setting of some sort — why did you
feel it was appropriate to give them — a non-custodial
order?’. Those types of scenarios are the very thing that
members of the Victorian community are really calling
on the government and this Parliament to ensure do not
eventuate. The government does need to think seriously
about whether it wants people out on youth control
orders, because you are taking a very high-risk cohort
who would not be out in the community at the moment
under existing legislation and you are giving them a
basis for going out.
The government would respond, I would anticipate, and
say, ‘Well, there are stricter supervisory conditions that
attach to these youth control orders. There’s judicial
monitoring. There are curfews and other more onerous
conditions’. But we have seen in recent years in
particular how offenders who are out on parole, bail or
community correction orders (CCOs) are going on to
reoffend, and the budget that the government handed
down last month shows a 60 per cent increase in the
rate of reoffending for people who are out on
community correction orders. These are people who the
courts have, for whatever reason, decided should not
face a prison term. At a time when we are seeing
reoffending for non-custodial adult offenders going
through the roof, a 60 per cent increase cannot be
described in any other way. The government is
proposing that for youth offenders who have committed
serious offences. This is really an ill-advised move, but
the situation can be salvaged if you take some of the
onerous conditions that attach to the youth control order
and attach them to other non-custodial mechanisms that
exist in the act at the moment.
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I really hope the government will give the amendment
that I have moved and had circulated consideration.
Acting Speaker, would you excuse me just for a
moment while I get some advice on what to do with
this amendment?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Blandthorn) —
Certainly.
Mr PESUTTO — Thank you for your indulgence,
Acting Speaker. What I have sought advice on is how I
should amend my proposed amendment. What I am
proposing is that it should read:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted with the view of
inserting in their place the words ‘this bill be withdrawn and
part 3 redrafted so that certain of the proposed additional
powers in part 3 be instead made available for existing orders
for young offenders’.

I would ask that that be circulated. That is my mistake,
and I apologise to the house.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Blandthorn) —
Order! The revised amendment can be circulated.
Mr PESUTTO — Turning to the bill itself, as I
indicated, we are not opposing the bill. We think that
the bill is belated. It is responding to what can only be
described as one of the worst crises the state has faced
in terms of youth justice. We have had, on our count,
somewhere between 35 and 40 riots in youth justice
and adult facilities in the last two and a bit years —
certainly since October 2015.
So we are facing a situation where youth justice
facilities are in a state of crisis. I do not think that is in
any way an exaggeration. You have youth offending on
the rise in that the severity of offending is by all
measures increasing, and that has been acknowledged
by Victoria Police. If I am not mistaking her position,
the Minister for Police has actually conceded that the
severity of youth offending is increasing, and that is a
matter of enormous concern.
That it has taken probably two and a half years for the
government to respond with a number of changes to
address what is now a crisis is something we condemn
in the strongest terms. It should never have taken this
long. Even when you look at the government’s
statement last December that it was going to announce
sweeping reforms to crack down on youth crime, that
was some seven months ago, and we have been waiting
ever since for measures to be brought before this house
while the system has continued to deteriorate.
That comes on top of very unhelpful and
counterproductive changes to our bail laws, which saw
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the removal of the offence of breaching bail conditions
for people under the age of 18. That has sent the worst
possible message to people in our justice system, that
there are no consequences flowing from breaching bail.
As we warned, remand numbers have gone up. That
was the very thing we knew would happen when you
remove a deterrent that is supposed to discourage
people from ignoring the conditions of their bail. It is in
that light that I express our view that we will not
oppose what is in this bill.
Turning to the key topics of what this bill addresses, to
some extent it is addressing things that already exist.
The first issue that I wish to note relates to the new
offence proposed in this bill of recruiting a child to
engage in criminal activity. As the second-reading
speech points out:
Many young people involved in property crimes have been
performing these crimes at the request of older, more
experienced criminals.

That is true. There are many youth offenders who are
being groomed by fairly organised crime gangs and
criminal syndicates. They are very sophisticated. These
youth offenders are plainly fodder for these nefarious
masterminds behind these networks that are coordinating
criminal activity across our state. We know that in
relation to car thefts, which have skyrocketed and made
Victoria by far the worst jurisdiction in the country for
car thefts, that young offenders are being paid $500,
$1000 or thereabouts to steal a car, get some quick
money and ultimately ruin their prospects in life by being
engaged in the life of crime.
We do not oppose this, but as we pointed out at the
time, there are already provisions in our criminal laws
to allow for the prosecution of those who aid and abet,
who conspire and who are accessories to crime. It is
difficult to see how the introduction of these new
offences is going to equip police and prosecuting
authorities with measures they do not really have at
their disposal. That said, we will not oppose it but it is
hard to see how it is going to add to the system. When
you have great constraints on growth in police numbers
and police doubting their ability to go after offenders in
some circumstances, which they themselves often
express their grievances about, we will have to see
whether this does result in a real crackdown on that sort
of activity. We hope it does, but we think the ability to
tackle fairly organised syndicates is going to require
more than a rebadging of existing offences.
As I have said here and outside as well, the government
has really missed an opportunity to address our criminal
association laws, which are there to enable law
enforcement agencies to go after these fairly organised
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crime organisations. Our concern is that the legislation
does not equip them with the powers they need to be
able to do that effectively. As we pointed out with the
unlawful association changes to the Criminal
Organisations Control Act 2012, which came through
in 2015, this is so replete with caveats and exceptions
that it is hard to know how police will be able to crack
down on these gangs. But they are the ones who are
recruiting these young offenders and they do need to be
cracked down on. These changes may help, but I do not
think in practice they will. That said, we will not
oppose them.
Turning to further changes, this bill will enable a
number of matters to be tried in adult courts, and that is
something we have long called for. Victorians are
clearly sick and tired of seeing young offenders commit
adult crimes with the brutality, brazenness and
wantonness that you might expect from adult offenders
and yet be tried in a setting that is intended to be
therapeutic and does not really allow for the kind of
denunciation of that behaviour that an adult court
would. If you have got a young offender who is, say,
17 years old and has committed a very violent offence
in fairly horrifying and brutal circumstances, it is
simply unrealistic to think that you can try that person
in a therapeutic setting. It is just going to miss the point.
Someone put it to me in fairly colloquial terms. It is not
a phrase I would use ordinarily myself, but someone
complained to me recently and said, ‘It’s pretty
simple — you do the adult crime, you do the adult
time’. They were expressing a sentiment that many
Victorians are feeling about this.
No-one really disputes that it is important to have a
criminal jurisdiction in the Children’s Court that does
allow for more of a therapeutic approach, but that
approach simply will not work with violent offending.
So we support the changes that are proposed in this bill
that will allow for more serious offending to be tried in
those adult settings, and we trust that that should have
an appropriately beneficial outcome.
The bill is also proposing greater consistency so that the
same magistrate hears a case. That makes that lot of
sense and we do not oppose it, but it does mean that
magistrates will have to be more active in their
management of cases. The fact that they are to hear the
same case will require them to assiduously manage
their own case list so that matters are not being unduly
delayed, and we know that delays are an increasing
problem in our system at the moment. Paul Coghlan in
his bail review has identified some courts — in
particular Ringwood, for example, in the adult
setting — where delays are quite substantial. If you are
going to have serious offenders being tried in adult
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settings, such as the Magistrates Court, then the
problem of delays, which is now reaching crisis point in
some of our courts around the state, needs to be
addressed fairly quickly.
In terms of sentence length, the bill is proposing that the
maximum period of youth detention that can be
proposed for a single offence be increased from two
years to three years, and it also proposes that the
maximum period of youth detention can be increased
on a single occasion for multiple offences, from three
years to four years. This is part of a quite difficult
feature of our system at the moment both in the
children’s setting and the adult setting, the reason being
that maximum sentences are routinely being either
ignored or marginalised.
Whilst I will deal with the adult setting in a different way
to the children’s setting, our concern, as we have said on
many occasions in terms of sentencing, is that when
Parliament stipulates a maximum sentence, the
prevailing sentences under that offence need to in some
way reflect that maximum, but not to the point where
you start with that maximum. It is in this sense: if
Parliament is stipulating higher maximum sentences, it is
important for the community to see that the courts are
responding to that expression of denunciation that
attaches to that maximum sentence. We know that for a
number of serious offences in the adult setting in
particular, average or median sentences have been quite
low compared to maximum sentences. What I am really
asserting is that increasing maximum sentences is a
perfectly valid and routine step that Parliament has taken
over many decades to express how seriously it treats
certain wrongdoing, but we are having to contend with
the reality that prevailing sentences are at a disconnect
with that maximum to the point where some median
sentences are quite low compared to the maximum.
Turning to what is proposed in this bill, it is all well and
good to increase the maximum sentences from two to
three years or from three to four years, but if there is
going to be no change in the prevailing sentences, then
what is the point? The government needs to closely
monitor how sentences evolve as a result of these
changes, which will pass as part of this bill, because if
there is no change in the level of prevailing sentences,
then it is hard to see how any of this would have
mattered. I also note, as I said before, that youth control
orders are going to be introduced. I have already dealt
with those, but I do ask the government to consider my
comments earlier in the light and spirit in which those
amendments were proposed.
We note that the government is proposing to strengthen
consequences for young offenders who commit serious
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offences, and it is going to create category A offences,
which I note include murder, manslaughter, child
homicide, intentionally causing serious injury and other
like offences. It is also proposing in this bill to create
category B offences, such as recklessly causing injury
in circumstances of gross violence, rape, rape by
compelling sexual penetration, home invasion and
carjacking. We are happy to support the establishment
of those categories of offending, and to the extent that
they relate to uplift to higher courts we think that is
very important.
We note that there will be a presumption for category A
offences that matters will be heard in higher courts
unless the child or the prosecution request that the case
be heard in the Children’s Court. By the way, on that
point it is not clear whether either party can defeat the
uplift simply by requesting that it be heard in the
Children’s Court. We will have to see how that plays
out. The second-reading speech provides that:
The only circumstances where category A offences will not
be uplifted will be where the child or prosecution requests the
case be heard in the Children’s Court, the Children’s Court is
satisfied that the available sentencing options will be adequate
to deal with the child, and:
(a) it is in the interests of the victim that the matter be
heard in the Children’s Court, or
(b) the accused child is especially vulnerable because
of a cognitive impairment or mental illness, or
(c) there is otherwise a substantial and compelling
reason justifying the charge being heard in the
Children’s Court.

It is natural that there be some exceptions to the general
principle of uplift, but we hope that that is not going to
become an easy get-out of the uplift provision. That
would be a shame, and it would be completely
undesirable in our view, given the need to uplift a lot of
these forms of offending to serious adult settings.
In relation to category B, the bill is proposing that the
Children’s Court considers uplift to higher courts without
any requirement for an application by the prosecution. I
fear that that might mean that for most category B
offences, going on past practices, we may not see a lot of
cases uplifted. But let us remember, the category B
offences are themselves very serious, and you could
argue that there are category B offences that, depending
on the circumstances, could constitute a more aggravated
form of offending than some of the offences in
category A, which may be committed at a lower level of
seriousness. It is important that the intent and spirit of the
passage of this bill is understood completely by the
courts — that the community really wants serious
offending to be dealt with in higher courts.
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Obviously this will have ramifications for dual-track
sentencing, and we strongly support that. Dual track has
been an important part of our system, but in the current
climate and in light of recent events I certainly share
with the community great frustration that dual track is
becoming an easy pathway for many serious offenders.
I think part of the reason that we have seen a
breakdown in the youth justice system, which the
government has been completely ill-equipped or
unwilling to deal with, is that you have hardcore
offenders who are mixed in with the general youth
population in these facilities, and that can only lead to
very undesirable results.
I do note that the government is proposing changes in
relation to the consideration of community safety in
sentencing. We do not oppose those; we are happy to
see those go through. One opportunity the government
has missed in relation to this is that in our view
community safety should be a mandatory factor in all
youth parole decisions. We have proposed that. We did
so late last year, and it is consistent with our position in
relation to the adult parole setting. We believe that there
is nothing to be lost in proposing that community
protection be a mandatory factor. It is hard to imagine
why and how the Youth Parole Board could grant
parole to a youth offender in circumstances where there
is a legitimate and objective basis for having a concern
about community protection, so we think that is an
opportunity that has been missed in this case.
The only other matter I want to deal with again relates
to an announcement we made late last year about
allowing greater opportunities for the publication of
information about youth offenders where those youth
offenders have engaged in repeated acts of violence.
We note that the government is relaxing some of the
provisions around this, and in clause 40 of the bill the
government is proposing to confer on the Secretary to
the Department of Justice and Regulation a power to
grant permission for the publication of any identifying
particular of any person who has escaped from a
remand centre, a youth residential centre or a youth
justice centre if the secretary is satisfied that
publication:
(a) is reasonably necessary for the safety of the person who
has escaped or any other person; or
(b) will assist in apprehending the person or protecting the
community.

People understand that in the youth setting there are
some different considerations that need to apply. There
is no real debate about that. As with a lot of things the
debate intensifies when you are talking about the
intersection of different competing interests. I think the
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community has every right to be concerned. Given
repeated and increasing incidents of serious violence by
young offenders, the public has a right to know in
certain circumstances. What we proposed last year was
far reaching, but it was always subject to judicial
oversight. It was not a decision that the secretary could
make of his or her own volition, even if satisfied of
certain matters. The court had to authorise it, but the
court would have a greater leeway because the public
has a right to know. What is proposed in this bill about
the availability of information relates only to youth
offenders who have broken out of facilities, and again
that is ignoring the concerns of the Victorian people
and the community more broadly that their right to
know has been ignored by the government in this bill.
At the end of the day this is a bill that we do not feel
should be opposed because it constitutes, regrettably, a
very small step in the right direction, but so many
opportunities have been missed. Certainly in relation to
youth control orders there is a danger that community
safety could be compromised if that results in violent
youth offenders being able to access such orders that
allow them to remain in the community. That would be
a devastating outcome, and it has the potential — and I
state it no more highly than that — for catastrophic
breakdown at some point. That is the difficulty in this
jurisdiction. You are trying to prevent against that one
in 100 or one in 200 incident that will result in
catastrophe. I fear that the youth control order has the
potential to see a violent offender who under current
provisions in the act would not be able to reside in the
community, even under more onerous orders — and I
get that, but it has the potential for all manner of
hazards. I do ask that the government at least consider
the amendment I have proposed and do some more
work around that.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I think it was Cicero
who said that it is man’s own dishonesty, his crimes, his
wickedness and his boldness that takes away from him
soundness of mind; and that these are the furies, the
flames and the firebrands of the wicked. Well, what we
heard was the wickedness of the member for Hawthorn.
He was not a member of the ‘could have been, should
have been, we would have done it’ administration of
the Baillieu-Napthine governments, but he has taken all
their proclivities, all their weaknesses, into his role as a
shadow Attorney-General in the opposition room today.
What I find astonishing about the member for
Hawthorn’s contribution is that I have sat in this place
for only a brief period of time, but the number of times
I have sat here and endured question time with those
opposite, listening to the outrage, the hysteria, the
onslaught of the verbosity of the member for Hawthorn
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and others about crime, about youth crime, about the
fact that the government needs to do something about it
and about the fact that the time for action is now. They
say, ‘Why don’t you do something?’. Yet when we
come into this place and bring a piece of legislation that
addresses these issues, what does the member for
Hawthorn do? Pause, hesitate and withdraw it.
As I understand it, the member for Hawthorn has
moved a reasoned amendment in relation to part 3 of
the bill which relates to youth control orders. He did not
have to do that. He could have sought to delete specific
clauses — clauses 9 to 19 — if he felt so aggrieved. By
moving his reasoned amendment and seeking to delete
part 3, as I understand it, he will be seeking to
effectively kill off this bill. That is what he is seeking to
do. So when the government does respond to
community concerns about youth crime, when it seeks
to make changes to the system by introducing a piece of
legislation, the member for Hawthorn’s contribution is
to say, ‘Look, no, scrap that. Withdraw it. Take it away.
Come back’. So again, it is this weakness of those
opposite and the fact that they are policy dilettantes of
the highest order. They are just dilettantes.
We saw it when they were in government. Those
opposite now say, ‘We would have done it. We could
have done it. We should have done it’. They never did it.
They had four years. They had control of both houses of
Parliament, and they did nothing. Now we come into this
place, we introduce legislation that deals with the issue of
youth justice and the response is, ‘No, no, no. Take it
back. Start again’. It is just sheer and utter laziness. I
would have thought that if the member for Hawthorn
was so concerned, he might have wanted to speak with
the clerks or he might have wanted to speak with the
Attorney-General in more detail about his concerns, but
instead he is seeking to effectively gut the bill and
prevent us from responding to community concerns.
I find it interesting that the member for Hawthorn
seems to have an issue with youth control orders. I
would have thought that encouraging young people
who are at risk of committing a crime to have a tailored
control order that looks at ensuring that they are
engaging in some form of training, some form of
education or some form of pathway so they do not
become career criminals — so they actually get a
qualification — would be a good thing. I would have
thought this would have been welcomed and supported
by those opposite.
We want to see young people in training. We want to
see young people get a job. We want to triage the
young people — those who are, for whatever reason,
destined to spend their life in a correctional facility —
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from those who are just kids who have made a bad
error or a bad call for whatever reason. A youth control
order seeks to do that. It seeks to triage young people
who have committed an offence to make sure that they
end up receiving training and gaining a level of skill so
they can become productive members of society, so
they can make a contribution, so they do not end up
spending their working and productive life in and out of
the revolving door of correctional facilities. We want
them to be able to live full and productive lives.
What is the cost? What will be the cost of a 16-year-old
who goes into youth justice, who does not receive those
opportunities — who is denied those opportunities —
because those opposite want to be seen to be tough on
crime? They will spend the rest of their life in a
correctional facility. How much is that going to cost the
taxpayer? How many millions of dollars? What will
that deprive that person of? What sort of life will that
person lead? They will not live a fulfilled life because
they have been denied those opportunities for education
and training. I cannot for the life of me understand why
the member for Hawthorn thinks that moving against
these sorts of measures is in any way appropriate.
We must find a pathway to make sure that people who
have committed a crime have got the capacity to find a
pathway to rehabilitation. It is about making sure that
you give people a chance. If a young person under a
youth control order fails to comply with that order, it
will result in a sentence of detention, unless there are
exceptional circumstances. That is a fair and reasonable
response. We want to make sure that young people
have those opportunities. We want to make sure,
however, that there is mutual obligation — a
responsibility — to ensure that if those young people do
the wrong thing and breach that order, they are
penalised appropriately.
We have to try to find a way to come at this in a more
sophisticated and engaged manner. We need to make
sure that we understand that people have different
motivations to commit crimes. We must try to make
sure there are appropriate measures in place to address
these issues.
I also strongly believe that making sure that a child,
when charged with offences in the Children’s Court,
sees the same magistrate to ensure there is a consistent
approach to that individual is important. I think that
making sure there is a magistrate that almost case
manages that child is a really important step in making
sure there is a consistent approach. Magistrates will
deal with different issues in different ways. It will be
clear that, for example, one magistrate may deal with a
young offender differently to another, but if there is a
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consistent pattern of behaviour, then that can only be
described as a very good thing.
The government takes these matters very seriously. The
community expects us to act responsibly. Good public
policy is slow boring through hard floors. It takes time
to think about what you are doing. It takes time to make
sure that you get the checks and balances right. It takes
time to make sure that you balance the rights of the
individual with the safety of the community. The
Attorney-General has done all of that. He and the
Minister for Youth Affairs have worked diligently on
these matters. They have come up with a reasoned,
measured and considered legislative response that deals
with and tackles this issue head on.
It is galling that we come into this place and we are
lectured to by those opposite for the best part of two
and a half years about law and order, crime, youth
crime, home invasions and carjackings. I would be
fascinated to do a Hansard search looking at the
Legislative Assembly for the 58th Parliament and see
how many times those terms have been thrown around
in the chamber. Yet when we as a government seek to
address legitimate community concerns and to get the
balance right, the old habits of the ‘shoulda, coulda,
woulda’ lazy Baillieu-Napthine governments manifest
themselves in the lazy opposition opposite. That has
been their response: ‘Withdraw the bill’. They want to
effectively gut this bill to stop it.
When we respond to community concerns and when
we decide that we want to get on and govern and rule
the state, their response is ‘Stop’ because they still think
they are in government. They do not respect the
legitimacy of this government, and that is demonstrated
and manifests itself in the appalling conduct of the
member for Hawthorn. I absolutely refute his reasoned
amendment.
Ms KEALY (Lowan) — I rise to make a
contribution to the Children and Justice Legislation
Amendment (Youth Justice Reform) Bill 2017. This
bill is wideranging in its amendments, and it really is
targeting, as referred to in its title, changes to the youth
justice system.
As we know, there has been enormous chaos in the
youth justice system over the past two and a half years.
I think we are up to a count of over 40 riots in youth
justice centres. We have seen stories of teens being
lured or bribed with pizza from the roofs of centres
where riots are occurring — —
An honourable member interjected.
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Ms KEALY — Absolutely. And Xbox games and,
‘If we throw you a party, will you pretty please stop
rioting?’. We have heard stories about youth justice
workers locking themselves in cupboards and offices in
terror because they are simply not equipped to deal with
the situation. Their training has not equipped them; it is
certainly not a reflection on those workers. They are not
actually given anything to be able to properly manage
these teens — who are very much young adults — who
are very difficult to control and who have basically
been abandoned by this Labor government, which has
been flailing and struggling to come to grips with how
it will address this youth justice crisis.
It is not just within our youth justice system that we
have seen absolute chaos. This is of course something
we have seen on our streets. I recall about a year ago
we had the riots in Federation Square with the Apex
gang and people being absolutely terrorised. When you
think back to some of the comments made at the time,
they were very much about the lack of fear exhibited by
these youths, that they had no respect for police. They
had no respect for anybody they came across and
absolutely no fear of being caught. They had no fear of
being apprehended or suspended in any way. They
were certainly on a mission, and nothing could stop
them that evening.
Looking through the main provisions of the bill, I will
go into those in some detail. There are a number to go
through. Clause 4 creates a new offence that applies to
an adult over 21 who recruits a child under 18 to
commit a crime on their behalf. Obviously we need to
do all that we can to ensure that children are not
exploited in any way. It is reprehensible that any adult
would even think that they would be able to commit a
crime by recruiting a child to do so. I think that is an
appropriate provision and amendment within this bill. It
is something that we would like to see which would
lessen the incidence of children being used as criminals
by proxy, which is highly inappropriate.
Clauses 9 to 19 introduce a youth control order
involving intense supervision and monitoring as an
alternative to detention, requiring offenders to engage
in education, training, work, treatment or counselling.
Youth control orders may include curfews and other
restrictions. I will have something further to say on that
later in my contribution.
Clauses 20 to 22 insert two categories of serious youth
offences. Clause 27 provides for a person over 16
accused of a category A offence to be tried in a higher
court and has category B offences involved when
considering an uplift. This is something that we have
actually publicly called for for some period of time. For
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youth who have been charged with serious offences and
who have repeatedly engaged in violence, we have
repeatedly called for those cases and for those instances
to be heard in a higher court. This is something that is
pleasing to see. However, there has been an enormous
amount of violence and terror seen in the community
because there has been the delay by Labor to make
these relevant changes.
Unfortunately that seems to have been overlooked by
members of the government who have made a
contribution to the debate so far. In two and a half years
all we have seen are riots on the streets and within the
youth justice system. I think there have been 40 riots in
the youth justice system, and it has taken this long to
make any amendment to try and improve the situation.
Sitting on your hands for such a long period of time is
simply unacceptable. It is weak, and when you look at
the conditions and what we have before us, there really
is not anything too dramatic and certainly nothing new
in the bill that has not already been aired by the LiberalNationals over the past couple of years. The ideas have
been put out there; it just took Labor a fairly long time
to copy and paste and try to brand them as their own.
Clause 40 is also based on one of the policies that we
announced in the past 12 months. It allows for the
identification of a child who has escaped from a youth
justice facility. There has been some copying of the
Liberal-Nationals policy when it comes to this clause;
however, it takes a far weaker position than that of the
policy that we have been calling for in the media. Our
policy included youth who repeatedly engage in violent
acts, so this clause has a different element. I think it
would be important to consider this being included so
that it is not just about those escapees from youth justice
facilities but that it also concerns repeat youth offenders
who engage in violence repeatedly, who terrorise the
community and who need to be dealt with appropriately.
Clause 46 provides for tougher consequences for the
assault of youth justice officers. This is entirely
appropriate. We need to ensure that our workforce is
safe. They certainly have not felt safe over the past
couple of years.
Clause 59 provides for a diversion program to enable
the Children’s Court to adjourn proceedings. If
successfully completed, no conviction would be
recorded. The child must acknowledge responsibility
for the offence to be eligible for this scheme.
As mentioned earlier my contribution, I would like to
go back to the elements around youth control orders,
and I specifically refer to comments made in the
second-reading speech by the minister. I am unsure

CHILDREN AND JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (YOUTH JUSTICE REFORM) BILL 2017
1722

ASSEMBLY

when youth control orders would be applied. I refer to
the second-reading speech:
This government understands that suitable young people
should be given the opportunity to rehabilitate, which will
protect the community from further offending.

That is all very well and good and something that we
certainly support. The next sentence is:
The youth control order is a new sentencing option targeted at
children who would otherwise be sentenced to detention
because of the seriousness or ongoing nature of their
offending …

So the court has deemed them to be a very serious
offender; however, the bill proposes that these most
serious offenders be then given a youth control order. I
am uncertain as to why that would be applicable when
there are other elements in the act as it stands today that
contain effective diversionary programs — there are
other opportunities to try and rehabilitate these youth. I
am certainly unsure about the wording of this element
of the bill. It is unclear whether or not it means a
weakening of the laws so that the most serious youth
offenders will be pushed into diversionary and
rehabilitative programs rather than being appropriately
sentenced because of, as outlined in the second-reading
speech, the seriousness or ongoing nature of their
offending. I would like that to be clarified, if it could
be, throughout the proceedings. Otherwise I think that it
would be appropriate for that to be amended so that we
have a clear understanding that youth justice laws will
not be weakened by the amendments put forward by the
Labor government.
I would like to go through how much of an issue this is
in Victoria at the moment in terms of youth offenders
terrorising Victorians. Going through the headlines,
some are appalling: ‘We’ve lost focus in the fight on
crime’, ‘Government on the back foot after 24 hours of
chaos’, ‘Prison breakout sparks youth justice rethink’
and ‘Time to ditch the kid gloves’. The headlines just
go on and on and on: ‘Failing youth’, ‘Broken youth
justice set-up fails everyone’. It is time that we took a
stronger stance against these youth offenders. The
Liberal-Nationals have put forward a number of
policies that show a clear alternative and a clear
pathway that will assist in ensuring that Victorians once
again feel safe in their homes, that they feel safe in their
vehicles as they commute to work or take the kids to
footy or netball and that we do have a state in which
people feel safe again.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — The Andrews
Labor government is acting to protect the Victorian
community. It has addressed emerging issues and
historic problems in its overall strategy and in this bill
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in particular. This is a classic case of the government
getting on with what needs to be done and then the
opposition, by way of a so-called reasoned amendment,
wanting to bring in a proposition that effectively kills
the whole bill. That is the advice the Attorney-General
has given to me himself. That is the effect that this will
have. So let us not be mealy-mouthed about what is
going on here. This is a political contrivance from the
opposition, and it is nothing more than gesture politics.
That is their whole motivation. We actually want to
address what this bill does. I am happy to go through
this chapter and verse for the opposition and actually
look at how the bill improves the criminal justice
system’s response to youth offending.
The first thing is that the bill creates a new offence
punishable by 10 years imprisonment that applies to an
adult who recruits a child to commit a crime on their
behalf. We have seen this go on for a long, long time. It
used to be the character Fagin in Oliver Twist back in
Dickensian England who used to do this sort of thing,
and then I remember in Melbourne’s Underbelly period
that young Jason Ryan was the under-age kid who used
to hold the guns for one of our worst criminal gangs.
This bill addresses that proposition right now, because
this is part of the analysis of what has been going on
with the emergence of the Apex gang. That is to say,
who are the adults who are recruiting disaffected youth
or trying to get them to commit crimes that are of a
serious nature and manipulating them in that way? That
is an important and significant reform.
The next thing the government is doing is providing
greater guidance to the Children’s Court as to when
cases should be heard and determined in the higher
courts. It is ensuring that the same magistrate oversees
all proceedings relating to a child or young person
where possible, and that is really important to have such
particular individual case management.
The government is also creating a new sentencing
option for children — a youth control order (YCO). It is
intended that every young person on a youth control
order must participate in education, training or work.
This goes back for a long period of time as well,
because criminals used to say that if they got put back
into the criminal justice system, they called it the
college of knowledge. So which education system are
we actually going to look at for young offenders to
actually give them a better pathway in life? This is what
this bill will do. It is intended that if a young person
breaches the order, the court must impose a sentence of
detention unless there are exceptional circumstances
that support an alternative result.
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The bill also increases the maximum period of
detention that can be imposed by the Children’s Court
and higher courts for single offences from two to three
years and for multiple offences from three to four years.
It also requires the Youth Parole Board to be informed
of incidents occurring while the child or young person
is in custody and requires the Youth Parole Board to
inform Victoria Police of the release of children or
young people convicted of certain serious offences.
The bill increases the penalties for children who assault
youth custodial workers while in detention to address
critical issues that we have seen, and it imposes a
statutory minimum penalty for people aged over 18
consistent with provisions in adult correctional
facilities. It is creating a presumption of cumulation and
a requirement to consider deterrence of the offender in
relation to people aged under 18, so that is a significant
difference there.
The bill also increases maximum penalties for escape
and related offences and creates a presumption that
sentences of detention will be served cumulatively,
not concurrently, with one another for offences of
escape from and property damage committed in a
youth justice facility. So that addresses some of the
recent riots that we have seen at Parkville and
Malmsbury youth justice centres.
The bill clarifies when a young person aged over 18 can
be returned to a youth justice facility if they are charged
with offending in the facility. It also provides a
statutory basis for pre-plea diversion in the Children’s
Court to support the scheme that commenced statewide
on 1 January this year.
In a further reform the bill allows the Secretary of the
Department of Justice and Regulation to issue a
direction that a person must not communicate with or
attempt to communicate with a child under the relevant
secretary’s care, either in detention or under a child
protection order, so that is an internal reform as well.
Let us have a look at the issue that has been raised by
the opposition about the control order. Just to clarify,
the bill creates a new sentencing option called a youth
control order that will offer intensive monitoring and
supervision for young offenders who would otherwise
be sentenced to detention. The YCO is based on a
successful therapeutic model operating in New Zealand
and has the strong support of the Victorian Children’s
Court. The YCO is designed for young offenders who
are committing serious offences but are recognised as
having the potential to be rehabilitated with intensive
support from youth justice and ongoing supervision by
the court. That is the critical proposition.
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So what will a youth control order involve? It will have
intensive community-based monitoring and supervision
for a sentenced young person. It will also require the
young person to come back before the court on a
regular basis for the court to monitor compliance, so
there is the scrutiny and accountability proposition as
well. The order provides for a variety of optional
conditions, including restrictions on the young person’s
use of social media if their use of platforms like
Facebook, Twitter and Snapchat creates genuine
concerns for community safety. Every young person on
a youth control order will need to participate in
education, training or work and will receive the support
and assistance they need to do so.
This is providing an alternative pathway. This is
broadly supported by those working in the sector, and I
think the alternative pathway is important in the reform
package. It brings in the Department of Education and
Training and the department responsible for youth
justice, and it brings in parents where applicable to help
support the child. I hope that that addresses the
concerns that have been raised by the opposition about
how this will work and the balanced nature of this bill.
On serious youth offences, the bill will increase the
consequences for young offenders who commit certain
serious offences. It creates two categories of serious
youth offences with particular results to reflect the level
of seriousness. Category A is for murder, attempted
murder, arson causing death et cetera. I will not go into
detail on category B, but it includes home invasion and
carjacking. They are mentioned in the minister’s
second-reading speech.
The bill provides for a presumption of uplift of cases
from the Children’s Court to a higher court to apply to
category A offences. This presumption can only be
rebutted in specified circumstances, including where it
is in the interests of the victim for the matter to be heard
summarily, where the accused child is vulnerable due to
a cognitive impairment or mental illness or where there
are other substantial or compelling reasons to justify the
matter being heard in the Children’s Court.
In rejecting the proposition for the reasoned amendment,
I think we need to look at this piece of legislation in all
its component parts and how it is toughening up areas it
needs to and how it is actually providing an alternative
pathway for young offenders that has the backing of the
sector and will give them a better chance not to go on
and become lifelong criminals, which has too often been
the pattern in the past.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I rise to speak on the
Children and Justice Legislation Amendment (Youth
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Justice Reform) Bill 2017. I state at the outset that the
Greens cannot support the vast majority of this bill,
although there are some very worthwhile elements in it.
For example, the bill provides a legislative basis for a
youth justice diversion program, which is something
that the experts and those people looking to reform the
youth justice sector have been calling for for a very
long time.
We also have youth control orders, although we do
have some concerns about how they might be
implemented, which my colleague Ms Springle, the
Greens spokesperson on youth justice matters in the
other place, will address. It does appear that these will
be an additional sentencing option for the courts, so
young people who otherwise would be sentenced to
custodial terms will be able to serve their sentences in
the community, where hopefully they will have access
to the supports they need to help address the underlying
causes of their behaviour. These are worthy elements.
That is why we are so disappointed that the rest of the
bill just seems to add to the problem rather than
proposing genuine solutions.
There is no denying or getting around the fact that the
government is in crisis over youth justice, and it is a
crisis that has been many years in the making. I think
the blame firmly lies at the feet of both the previous
government for their cuts to the then Department of
Human Services and the current government for
allowing these problems of staff shortages and
lockdowns to continue year after year once it learned
about them.
There are two ways of addressing this crisis. One is to
look to the very substantial evidence base that is out
there as to what works and what does not work to
prevent young people from offending in the first place
and to stop them reoffending. I am sure if the
government looked to that evidence base, it would be
trying to get as many kids out of detention centres as
possible. Teenagers and young adults who commit
these very serious crimes are generally dealing with
major childhood trauma. Addressing that trauma and
the behaviours it causes should be front and centre of
any policy program or any solutions aimed at making
the community safer. That said, the Greens are pleased
to see that the diversion program and the youth control
orders have made it into this bill.
But there is another way of addressing the crisis, and
that is to buy into the mass panic that is being generated
by the media and the opposition, with the government
now bending over backwards to look as tough, harsh
and evidence-free in this area as possible. It is to lock
up even more kids for even longer in even harsher
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conditions, even though all the evidence in the world
tells you that that is what generated the crisis in the first
place and even though the evidence shows that locking
kids up only makes them more likely to commit violent
criminal offences. It is an approach that is expensive, it
is an approach that is counterproductive and it is an
approach that underpins the measures in this bill.
It is a very bad idea to determine what happens to a
young person on the basis of the type of offence they
have committed, but that is what this bill does with its
new categories of serious youth offences and the
implications that flow from them. It is a bad idea to
lock up teenagers in adult prisons, but this bill makes
that more likely. It is a bad idea to give victims even
less of an opportunity to participate in decisions
affecting their cases, but that is what this bill would do
for certain serious offences.
It is a bad and lazy idea to simply increase maximum
sentences and expect that that will somehow deter
anyone from committing a crime, but that is what this
bill does. It is a really bad idea to roll back the dualtrack system for young adult offenders, but that is what
this bill would achieve. It is a really bad idea to name
and shame young people who commit crimes, because
it locks them into a public identity as a violent criminal.
It is a bad idea to remove discretion from courts,
magistrates and judges and the Youth Parole Board and
for Parliament to impose certain conditions on certain
sentences that make very little sense to that particular
offender, but that is what this bill does.
This bill appeared well before anyone had an
opportunity to see the report into Victoria’s youth
justice system prepared by Professor James Ogloff and
Ms Penny Armytage. Today we received an open letter
from a number of organisations. I will read in some of
those organisations to the record as there are too many
to go into all of them. They include Anglicare Victoria,
Berry Street, the Centre for Excellence in Child and
Family Welfare, the Inner Eastern Local Learning and
Employment Network, the Koorie Youth Council,
Melbourne City Mission, the Salvation Army, the
Victorian Council of Social Service, the Victorian
Student Representative Council, Whitelion, the Youth
Affairs Council of Victoria and the Youth Support and
Advocacy Service. All these organisations work with
the very young people this bill addresses.
I think it is worth taking the time to read out large
portions of this open letter, which addresses both this
bill and the bill addressing the increased powers for
protective services officers that is also on the notice
paper. The letter states:
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We urge you to publicly release and adopt recommendations
from the major review of the youth justice system by Penny
Armytage and Professor James Ogloff. We are confident that
implementation of this report would ensure that reform of
Victoria’s youth justice system proceeds based on the best
available evidence.

It goes on to say:
Other reforms in the youth justice reform bill seem to suggest
that some children deserve the opportunity to be rehabilitated,
while others should receive punitive treatment. All children
are owed equal protection in accordance with our obligations
under the Convention on the Rights of the Child, the
Victorian Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities and
the UN standard minimum rules for the administration of
juvenile justice …
All children deserve the chance to access the help they need
to turn their lives around, reach their potential and live safely
and productively in their communities. We know most
children who commit crime are not in school, come from
violent homes and don’t have positive role models.
Funnelling these children into prison and keeping them there
for longer does more damage and puts us all at risk of further
harm when these young people return to the community.
…
Time in adult detention risks creating young people who are
angrier and hardened into criminal behaviour. The proposed
change contradicts research that shows that young people
who spend time in adult prison are likely to be more
traumatised than when they went in, and more likely to
reoffend on their return to the community than young people
who exit youth detention.
…
A far more productive focus would be for government to
address issues contributing to the current volatile environment
and some of the incidents occurring within youth justice
detention centres.
In this vein, we urge government to urgently adopt the
recommendations by the children’s commissioner to address
infrastructure issues, staff shortages, casualisation of the
workforce, management practices and use of isolation in
youth justice centres.
Nobody wants more victims. We must make the most of
every opportunity we have to engage children and address
any circumstances of disadvantage behind their offending,
and support them to prepare to make a positive and
productive contribution to the community. Detention and
punitive programs are likely to cause further harm to children
and young people, and place them at risk of becoming
chronic, long-term offenders. We need to do everything we
can to keep our children safely away from prisons.
We call for debate on the bills to be suspended until after the
release of the Armytage-Ogloff review and for a consultative
meeting with government to identify appropriate evidencebased legislative and policy responses to issues in our youth
justice system.

That is an open letter from the experts from those very
organisations and people who are working directly with
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the young people who are affected by this bill. They are
calling for the debate on this bill to be deferred and to
have consultation with the government to implement
reforms that are actually based on evidence.
What we have here is a government that is ignoring the
evidence, ignoring the experts and engaging in a race to
the bottom with the opposition — just trying to
implement the toughest, harshest, most evidence-free
policies in relation to young people who commit
offences. That is a real shame because the real loser in all
of this will be the Victorian community. Surely we all
want a safer community and we want to bring hope to
those young people who have been through hell. For
those reasons, the Greens will not be supporting this bill.
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — It is my pleasure to
rise and speak on the Children and Justice Legislation
Amendment (Youth Justice Reform) Bill 2017. This is
a very important piece of legislation that has come
before us, and it covers some areas where there have
been some controversies. I will touch on the Neil
Comrie review a little bit later in my remarks, but this
legislation is very important.
I want to begin with some of the comments that the
Attorney-General made in his second-reading speech
because I think the opposition are missing the point.
This is a government that believes you do need to make
the right legislative changes but that you need to do it in
unison with the right reforms at the grassroots level in
terms of rehabilitation. We want every young person to
live a life of purpose. We also fully understand that
being in the hard knocks of prison without the right
certificates when you come out is just a step backwards.
Making sure our justice system — from the police
minister to the Attorney-General to the corrections
minister — functions effectively and gives every young
person in particular the opportunity to live a life of
purpose, to do TAFE courses, to do everything that is
required, is very important. I do think the AttorneyGeneral hit it on the head when he said:
Despite an overall reduction in the number of crimes
committed by young people in recent years, small numbers of
young people are entering the criminal justice system early
and reoffending more often and in an alarmingly serious
manner.

I thought he gave a good example when he said
Victoria Police had advised that cars stolen by children
are more often than not passed on to adults in return for
cash payments. In this legislation we are making sure
that children are not used as pawns:
The new offence will target adults who recruit children to
engage in criminal activity, knowing that it is likely that the
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child will engage in the intended criminal activity. The new
offence will apply to an adult aged 21 or over who recruits a
child aged under 18, and will have a maximum penalty of
10 years imprisonment.

I think that is very important. The member for Prahran
did make a well-informed contribution, and as a
government we are working with a lot of the
stakeholders he talked about, whether it be social
services or whether it be trying to target communities of
disadvantage through the groundbreaking report
Dropping off the Edge. We know ourselves that we can
do so much as legislators, but if we do not have the
programs on the ground helping disadvantaged
communities, we can only go so far.
I thought the comments that the Victoria Police
assistant commissioner, Stephen Leane, made to the
upper house parliamentary inquiry were very salient.
He basically spoke about how young people often feel
isolated. It is the role of police and the government, and
we have seen some great work being done by Victoria
Police particularly in the Flemington area engaging
with African youth. They have a great harmonious
relationship. They did start at parallel corners, but look
at how they are going now. Deputy Commissioner
Leane recently told the state Parliament inquiry on
youth justice that:
People are feeling locked out, so we have got a bunch of
young people in our community who have not done enough
in school …

He continued:
You have got young men who are angry and who have the
capacity to play out their anger … we are seeing a different
cohort of new offender arrive on the scene in the Victorian
community and that new cohort is different and distinct from
the cohort we have had for all of the time I have been in
policing, and that is 35 years.

These comments come on the back of some of the
challenges the government has had in our youth justice
area.
I did hear the Leader of the Opposition recently on Jon
Faine say, ‘The government has done nothing’, and
nothing could be further from the truth. I got home last
night, and I had my recent journal from the Law
Institute of Victoria. It was very timely. On the June
2017 cover ‘Law and order and votes’ is one of the
headlines. I am just going to highlight the point of view
of a third-party stakeholder, the Law Institute of
Victoria, which says under the headline ‘LIV welcomes
state budget measures’:
Measures to tackle family violence improve court
infrastructure and services in the state budget have been
welcomed by the LIV.
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LIV president Belinda Wilson welcomed the additional
resources to improve court infrastructure and services and
said the $1.9 billion investment to help stop family violence
crimes and change behaviours would benefit the community.

I do not know how the opposition leader thinks he can
just get on radio and say what he wants. If you go to the
nub of the article headed ‘Crime high on the election
agenda’, there is an incredible amount of rebuttal to
some of the work and some of the almost antagonistic
language coming from the Leader of the Opposition. I
do want to quote if I could:
It’s a discourse that may be familiar in the US or NSW and
Queensland, but a preoccupation with law and order issues
leading up to an election is relatively new in Victoria, says
Deakin University criminology lecturer Dr Richard Evans.
‘Victorian politics never used to have such shrill law and
order elections. That was something that happened north of
the Murray, and Victoria prided itself on managing things
differently’.

Dr Richard Evans says even Sir Henry Bolte prided
himself on the fact that Victoria’s imprisonment rate
was half that of New South Wales. We do understand
that we cannot just have a race to the bottom. This is a
government that is putting money into diversion
programs, but we also cannot sit back and have a cohort
in the community with no regard whatsoever for the
people they are working with and for some of the
leaders in our justice system.
I actually happened to be out at Malmsbury not long
before that riot occurred there. There can be no rhyme
or reason for some of these issues, and we do have a
wonderful corrections and criminal justice system.
Recently at the Neighbourhood Justice Centre I got to
hear from the founder of the Red Hook Community
Justice Center in New York, and he spoke about Barack
Obama and how far away and how bad things were in
the United States, where they actually put young people
in isolation, something that you would think would be
unheard of. The President himself had to make a
decree. Sadly there were only about 100 jails that could
effect it because so many of their prisons are run by
their state legislators, like ours. The President had to
make a decree to basically stop kids being put in
isolation. There had been a very high profile case where
one young boy, in very tenuous circumstances, ended
up in jail and ended up being put in isolation and
committing suicide at a very young age. It was a very,
very sad situation.
I think this legislation is very important. It is incredible,
wideranging legislation. As the member for Macedon
said, correctly, it does strike the right balance, but we
have had to make sure that our youth justice system in
Victoria is secure. As I touched on in my opening

CHILDREN AND JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (YOUTH JUSTICE REFORM) BILL 2017
Wednesday, 7 June 2017

ASSEMBLY

remarks, the recent independent review of Parkville by
former Chief Commissioner of Police Neil Comrie
found that key infrastructure issues, the result of years
and years of neglect, were a significant factor in
security failures at the facility. As a result the Labor
government will do what the former Liberal
government failed to do, with units at Parkville Youth
Justice Precinct fortified and security strengthened at
Malmsbury Youth Justice Centre. Victorians rightfully
do expect a strong and secure justice system, and that is
exactly what we are intent on having. We are upgrading
security and surveillance. We will keep offenders in
line, and we will keep Victorians safe.
I think this legislation has an incredible amount of
components to it, and I also am very proud of some of
the youth diversion programs the government has done.
With this legislation too there is a real component of
rehabilitation through legislative means, but there are
also the youth control orders. There is also part 2,
where we do not want young people basically being
made scapegoats for adults who should know better but
who are using young people as pawns. We want to
make sure, if we can, that we separate the young people
coming into contact with some of those elements in
society, because if they do live a life of purpose, they
can get out there in the community.
It also goes to the former government’s cuts to TAFE.
Nothing could be worse than that or, in thinking about
the former government, the issue of the drug ice in our
community. Under their watch nothing was done. The
Premier had to lead from opposition and then in
government do something about it. We are actually
slowly but surely getting law and order back under
control and the justice system heading in the right
direction. Through the Attorney-General, the Minister
for Police and the Minister for Corrections we are
making the biggest investment ever in the police
budget. I was proud just today to meet with Deputy
Commissioner Andrew Crisp. We talked about the
second stage of the community safety statement. Just
watch this space.
Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) — The first thing I
would like to do in speaking on the Children and
Justice Legislation Amendment (Youth Justice Reform)
Bill 2017 is congratulate the shadow Attorney-General
for bringing in his reasoned amendment, which says:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted with the view of
inserting in their place the words ‘this bill be withdrawn and
redrafted so that certain of the proposed additional powers
in part 3 be instead made available for existing orders for
young offenders’.
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I think that is an incredibly sensible way to go down
this track, and I do hope the government listens to what
was asked of them in that reasoned amendment.
We are talking, obviously, about youth justice. It is a
mess — there is no other way of putting it — in this
state. Obviously the crime rates in Victoria are at a
record high. If we look at New South Wales, they are at
a record low. So what is the difference? It is not like
this is a nationwide issue. Is it that we have different
people living here? No, I do not think so. Is it that we
have different laws? Yes. Is it that we have a different
government? Yes, it is. So we have got some real
problems here.
I think the intent of this bill — and this government
talks all the time about intent — could have been good
if it were followed through with what is actually written
in the bill before the house, but it is not. What the bill
before the house does is actually create potential
loopholes, as well as potentially strengthening some of
the repercussions. It also has the exact opposite
effect — it has the potential to weaken some of the
repercussions for the young people who are coming
before trial and before the judges.
The problem is, of course, that we have got a whole lot
of judges who are so soft on crime. They talk about the
poor people in society — ‘It’s all society’s fault’. It is
not. At some stage people need to take a little bit of
responsibility for what they do and for the crimes they
commit. They cannot continue to just complain or
blame their past, because there are plenty who have
gone through exactly the same but risen above it, and
there are options. I tell that to our kids every single
day — ‘You have options. Make good choices today’.
That needs to be taught in our society.
One of the big differences between the left in politics
and my side is that the left believe in rights — —
Ms THOMAS — The hard right.
Ms VICTORIA — I am definitely not hard right. If
anything, I am a small-l liberal, and for that, I have got
to say, what I do believe in are the rights, freedoms and
responsibilities of the individual. It is something really
important that everybody needs to understand when
they grow up in society. When you hit 18 — in fact,
before you hit 18 — you have got to take responsibility
for your actions, and the other side of politics do not get
that. It is all about the poor ‘woe is me’. I am sorry —
that does not work.
There are a couple of things in this bill that are
supposed to be good — what they are calling the Fagin
law, if you like. I remember so well in Oliver!, ‘You’ve
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got to pick a pocket or two’. So what happens now in
the proposed changes is that a 25-year-old could tell a
20-year-old to go out and instruct a 17-year-old to go
and do a home invasion and all will be okay. And guess
what? Under this law, it will be. That is atrocious. If
they are over 18, of course, then they do not come into
some of the diversion programs.
I have only got to look at a fabulous diversion program
called the Ropes Program run by Senior Constable
Mick O’Meara at my very own Boronia police station.
That has been running, I think, since about 2002. The
recidivism rates are way down. I have gone out and
done the ropes course myself. We need a lot more
education, and what Mick and his instructors teach
those kids that come through that course — it is now
right around Australia and into New Zealand, and it is
going into other countries around the world — is to
take responsibility. Own up and be a man, or be a
woman in some cases, but take responsibility for your
actions. You have actually committed a crime. You
have to admit it to go on the ropes course and if you do
not complete it satisfactorily by the end of the day,
guess what? You go back to the judge and you get
sentenced normally.
I think those sorts of programs are great, but making
things wishy-washy and being able to deflect things by
saying, if somebody is over 25 or somebody is over 20,
‘Let us go and recruit an under 17-year-old’, is just not
going to work. Unfortunately the Apex gang and people
like that are going to be awake to this. They are going
to use that loophole and we are not going to be any
safer here in Victoria. I commend the shadow AttorneyGeneral for putting forward this reasoned amendment
and I do hope that it passes this house.
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I am just going to
make a few very brief comments in relation to the
Children and Justice Legislation Amendment (Youth
Justice Reform) Bill 2017. I, too, want to endorse the
reasoned amendment as put by the member for
Hawthorn, the shadow Attorney-General, which reads:
I desire to move —
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted with the view of
inserting in their place the words ‘this bill be withdrawn and
part 3 redrafted so that certain of the proposed additional
powers in part 3 be instead made available for existing orders
for young offenders’.

As the member for Hawthorn noted in his contribution,
the opposition will not be opposing the bill but are
certainly seeking that reasoned amendment to further
strengthen the bill.

Wednesday, 7 June 2017

I suppose the context for this bill is the all-important
situation for Victorians — that is, we have a youth
justice system that is in complete crisis. We have got
rocketing crime rates throughout Victoria. We have
got all sorts of crimes that were essentially unheard of
many years ago now happening on a very regular
basis. We have daily violent attacks on innocent
people and businesses, whether that is in the form of a
carjacking or a home invasion. We have ram raids on
all sorts of lawful businesses. We have got jewellery
shop robberies happening on a regular basis. All in all
it is a very rampant environment for crime and
lawlessness here in Victoria.
What we can see is that, interestingly enough, when the
offenders in many of these cases are caught and they
are incarcerated, particularly in the youth justice
system, they are not even behaving then. We can see
the results of that both in Malmsbury where there have
been numerous riots and also in the Parkville youth
justice centre where we have also seen a range of riots
and lawlessness, including the wilful destruction of
property on a wholesale basis. I can remember visiting
the youth justice centre at Parkville a number of years
ago under the previous coalition government in
Victoria. That was a very well-run and very disciplined
facility. We had a school going out there and there was
no lawlessness at all happening within that place. We
can see how that has deteriorated so quickly. It was a
suitable facility but is now basically a building site,
having been destroyed by the lawless young offenders
who have been incarcerated there in recent times.
What we have got here is a hotchpotch of ideas by a
government trying desperately to claw their way back
into the game in terms of the law and order issues here
in Victoria. Some elements have got some merit but
again, as other members on our side have identified,
when you get into the technical aspects of it I think it
still leaves a lot to be desired.
One of the things I encounter and I am sure you do too,
Acting Speaker, is that you have got constituents
coming into your office on a regular basis and they are
very concerned about the lawlessness in our
community. Many of them — and your office is
probably the same as mine — are coming in to see me
when they have been victims of crime. Whether that is
a car being stolen outside their home whilst they are
there, whether it is other violent offences such as knife
attacks and other sorts of street offences, they are very
concerned about the situation here in Victoria.
It is interesting to note that crime rates here are going
up astronomically and have done so during the course
of this government, whereas in other jurisdictions that
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is not the case. So we do need to have a good, hard look
at all of these areas. I am not confident at all that this
bill will solve most of the problems that we are
experiencing and, as I said, I certainly commend the
reasoned amendment that the member for Hawthorn
has proposed.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms HUTCHINS
(Minister for Local Government).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

FIREFIGHTERS’ PRESUMPTIVE RIGHTS
COMPENSATION AND FIRE SERVICES
LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (REFORM)
BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 6 June; motion of
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Emergency Services);
and Mr WALSH’s amendment:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted with the view of
inserting in their place the words ‘this bill be withdrawn and
redrafted to:
(1) retain the provisions providing for the presumptive
rights of firefighters; and
(2) take into account further consultation with Volunteer
Fire Brigades Victoria, volunteer firefighters and other
associated organisations about the proposed
amendments to the Metropolitan Fire Brigades Act 1958
and the Country Fire Authority Act 1958.’

Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I take great pleasure in
joining the debate on the Firefighters’ Presumptive
Rights Compensation and Fire Services Legislation
Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017. This is a crucial
reform. Before I go into the detail of the bill and make
my contribution I want to place on record the enormous
gratitude I have for the work of the local brigades that
serve my community, their fantastic history, their
passion, their commitment and the downright hard
work they do in supporting the Yan Yean electorate.
These are the Arthurs Creek, Strathewen, Diamond
Creek, Doreen and Hurstbridge brigades; the Kalkallo
brigade, which includes a satellite station in the
growing suburb of Beveridge; the Kinglake West and
Mernda brigades; and the Plenty brigade where I am
pleased to say this government has funded and is
building a much-needed new station to support the
volunteers in that station. There is the Wattle Glen
station where construction is similarly underway of a
new fire station that they have waited a very long time
for. Then there is the Wallan brigade and the Whittlesea
brigade including their Eden Park satellite, and the
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Yarrambat brigade. I thank also the groups those
brigades are part of.
Twenty-four hours a day, seven days a week, 365 days
of the year, these volunteers respond to incidents —
fires, road accidents and more — and I support them
absolutely. Their response times are excellent. Many of
them operate junior brigades, and they also support
brigades in schools. I want to place on record my
congratulations to them and my thanks for the
generations of work that they have done in supporting
our community, and particularly a growing community.
They play an important role in community safety
education. The spine of my electorate is the Plenty
River. The southern part of my electorate is the Plenty
Gorge, which is one of the most fire-prone areas and
one of the most biologically diverse areas in Australia;
it is also one of the most high fire-risk areas in greater
Melbourne and in Victoria. The northern part of my
electorate contains the Sherwin Ranges and Mount
Disappointment, which we know were burnt so badly
during the fires of Black Saturday. The Yan Yean
electorate is an incredibly fire-prone area. Not only do
these volunteers respond to structure fires, but
importantly in our harsh summers these volunteers have
provided great service to communities, and they will
continue to do so.
It is really important that people who move into
communities that are growing as rapidly as the Yan
Yean electorate are made aware of what a dangerous
wildfire environment they are moving into. I think that
the community education the brigades in the Yan Yean
electorate undertake is second to none. I have a great
deal of respect for career firefighters, but I put it on the
record that although the community education provided
by career firefighters is excellent, I think that provided
by the local brigades in my area is even better. They
have an absolute vested interest in it because they know
in detail the communities they serve. They know where
the vulnerable individuals are, they know where there
are older people who might have more difficulty in the
event of an emergency, and they know of people living
in group homes who might have a disability and may
need a different type of community education. The
volunteer brigades in my community do that in an
outstanding manner.
With the new proposals that are before us with the
creation of Fire Rescue Victoria, this great service
provided by these volunteers will not change. They will
continue to be supported by integrated stations. In
Diamond Creek, where I live, I know that the primary
response area of the Diamond Creek brigade and other
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neighbouring brigades is supported by a secondary
response from the integrated station at Eltham. This
will not change. Similarly, Mernda and Doreen have
brigades and they are supported by the South Morang
integrated Country Fire Authority (CFA) station. In the
future they will be supported by the Fire Rescue
Victoria career station, which will in turn be supported
by the volunteer brigade that will be co-located at South
Morang. The same will apply at Beveridge and
Kalkallo; they will continue to be supported by the
integrated station at Craigieburn.
When I attended the session that the Minister for
Emergency Services conducted when he came to the
integrated station at Eltham, I think it really started to
dawn that this war is ending. This war has been
perpetrated primarily by outside fire services that have
sought to cause problems. These volunteers in the
Eltham brigade realised, ‘Wow, we’re even going to get
our captain back’. Instead of having a lieutenant, which
they have at the moment, they will actually get their
brigade structure back in that integrated station.
I have been really disturbed over the years by the fact
that within the CFA, particularly between 2010 and
2014, volunteers have gotten a particularly raw deal
with the allocation of resources— things like personal
protective equipment (PPE) and pagers. In the future
there will be a dedicated volunteer service, and
volunteers will no longer have to compete with career
firefighters and be told that their work as firefighters is
not as important. I did not hear members on the other
side speaking up when operational funding to volunteer
brigades in my electorate was halved by the coalition
government. They were told they could not have pagers
and they could not have PPEs.
We put firefighter safety first — we have always done
it, and we will continue to do it — and this structure
will provide it in a better way. Importantly the bill
provides presumptive rights legislation that goes above
and beyond what we committed to at the election. We
committed to presumptive rights legislation based on
the Tasmanian model. This goes beyond that. For every
volunteer and every career firefighter who is impacted
by cancer, it will be presumed that they have got it on
the job, in firefighting. That is a really great outcome.
I recall that my uncle, Allan Radford, who was a
volunteer captain at the Port Campbell fire brigade, was
deeply disturbed when he was diagnosed with cancer.
He has since passed away, but he absolutely believed
he had contracted cancer through exposure at Fiskville.
I know that there is great unanimity across firefighters
and that they will support each other in that.
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I have been particularly disturbed by the continued
divisiveness that has gone on, including during this
debate. The member for South Barwon should be
condemned. Truth has been the biggest casualty in the
war that has been perpetrated on firefighters and that
has deliberately created conflict between firefighters. I
have spoken before about how the firefighting service
is indivisible. I was on fire trucks on Black Saturday
with career and volunteer staff. We support each other.
The member for South Barwon has come into this place
and I think he has told an abject porky pie to this house
in saying that career firefighters in Geelong are running
a book on how many volunteers they can get rid of.
Geelong career firefighters are absolutely upset about
this. Michael Crutchfield, a former member for South
Barwon, would never have said such a thing. I
remember him speaking about when he was a career
firefighter — he has been both a volunteer and a career
firefighter — and he shed tears of grief when he
recalled hearing about the death of firefighters at
Linton. He heard that in the watch room at Geelong
West. I do not think any firefighter in Geelong would
have said something like that, and the member for
South Barwon should apologise. I commend the bill
before the house. It is a great bill. It is a change that
needs to happen. The war needs to end.
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — I rise to make a
contribution to the Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights
Compensation and Fire Services Legislation
Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017. I will take this
opportunity to make some observations and some
remarks in the short time that I have been given the
privilege to make a contribution. I have listened intently
to — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr TILLEY — We have interjections there.
Whatever they need to put into their lollipop holster,
they should certainly fill it and just listen in.
I have listened with great interest to this debate. This
issue has been going on for some time now, and I
would like to make some observations about that. I will
make every attempt to try to not be too negative, but I
cannot assure the house of that. We will try to explore
the dog’s breakfast of a bill that this Labor government
has brought into this place and is serving up to us,
because we know that no matter how hard you try, you
cannot make strawberry jam out of a sow’s ear.
I certainly acknowledge the member for Frankston for
his service to the state with the Country Fire Authority
(CFA), and similarly the member for Yan Yean. I
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acknowledge all those members in this place and the
other place who have given additional service and
continue to give that firefighting service to the state of
Victoria.
We all know that change can be good and that change
is often difficult, and certainly it takes a good leader to
take people together on a journey. As a policeman and a
volunteer I have met some terrific Victorians who have
served as both career and volunteer firefighters. They
have been union members, and often members of
different unions — but let us take that out of this
picture. These are good Victorians dedicated to a role
and principle, and that is protecting life and property.
We all want to come back when we get called out. We
certainly want to go out and do the job and put the wet
stuff on the red stuff, and we want to come back. We
want to go back to our families.
There are a number of unanswered questions about the
details of this legislation. The current chief officer has
been going around the state talking to people. Certainly
the commentary both through the media and from this
government is that there is much confusion out there and
so many unanswered questions. Take for example, the
member for Yan Yean’s contribution. Some questions
were not answered, and it is very important to understand
the detail when we create a new organisation. Fire
Rescue Victoria will be principally a career organisation,
but then the Country Fire Authority will be a volunteer
organisation. That is our understanding. But the detail is
not there in relation to the operations managers and
operations officers, which we believe will either be
seconded or contracted to the CFA.
My view is — and very many professionals, volunteers
and even career firefighters today agree with me — that
with those operations managers and operations officers
and so forth there is nothing there and there is so much
uncertainty. God bless the district mechanical officers
who come out to our stations, come out to the fire front
and fix our pumpers and tankers and keep us going.
There are a lot of unanswered questions about the
brigade administration support officers. In fact the chief
officer was in Wodonga, and it was reported in the local
media, the Border Mail, that he was not too sure about
what is going to happen. The member for Yan Yean
said in her contribution that it was great to hear that
they were going to get their captain back, rather than a
first lieutenant. Who knows? That was something the
chief officer could not answer in Wodonga just last
week. They do not know whether they are going to get
a captain or whether they are stuck with a first officer.
Let me say this. In these integrated stations — and I
have firsthand knowledge that there is some
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professional jealousy between career firefighters and
volunteers — volunteers look towards the career
firefighters because of their muscle memory. They go
out, they train daily. It is muscle memory; it is a
commitment. You need that assistance. You need that
support from your career firefighters to bring your skills
up all the time so that you are able to keep yourself safe
and your colleagues safe. But in saying that let me tell
you that in some of these integrated stations throughout
the state of Victoria apartheid is bloody well alive.
Those imaginary lines in some of those integrated
stations now will be clearly marked yellow — and God
help any volunteer who crosses some of those lines;
heaven help those poor buggers — but we will continue
to support each other in the very best way.
I say to those people that are almost indoctrinated or
radicalised that they need to get over that, because there
is a long line of young men and women who would fill
their job tomorrow and take up the mantle to serve and
work with volunteers and career firefighters. Let us not
muck around. We are all Victorians, and we need to
pull together and go out and do the great service of
protecting life and property, regardless of whether it is a
wildfire or a structure fire — it does not matter. The
attack on fires is very different depending on how you
deploy and the drills that you use.
I have seen this whole commentary over the last
12 months, and it draws me to my life experience and
an early text in my first year of high school, Animal
Farm — and I am pretty sure there are a lot of people
here that have read that book.
Mr R. Smith interjected.
Mr TILLEY — We live it every day. That book has
certainly gone a long way to make me the person that I
am today, and it is a big part of the reason why I sit
with a coalition rather than the Trotskyites, the
communists and the socialists we have got on the other
side — heaven help us! I mean, have a look at some of
the characters out of the book. You have got Napoleon.
Let us draw some conclusions who Napoleon might be.
Maybe it is Peter Marshall. Who knows? Let us have a
look at Snowball. It could well be the Premier of
Victoria, could it not? If you have a look at old
Squealer, in the book he happened to be the second-incommand to Napoleon and was the Minister of
Propaganda. I tell you what, he has not been pulling
that off too well in the last 12 months with a whole lot
of promise. Anyway, we know that Napoleon is a
treacherous, crafty character. Have a look at the
Trotskyites over there now; have a look at them having
a bit of a bleed.
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Let us get to the point. The operation managers and those
operation officers, if they remain under Fire Rescue
Victoria, will feel the treacherous tentacles of the United
Firefighters Union, and this organisation will reach into
the CFA. They will be tied to a tenure and they will be
dragged back so that the career firefighters advance with
the good work, and they will parachute in some
knucklehead that has no regard or respect for volunteers.
Do you know what they will do with that tenure in that
four years? They will do absolutely nothing.
Ms Thomas — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
I would ask that you direct the member for Benambra
to return to the bill, instead of showing us his absolute
ignorance and indeed his lack of understanding of
George Orwell. Could he speak on the bill?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Dimopoulos) —
Order! I think the chamber is being fairly patient with
the member for Benambra. I direct him back to the bill.
Mr TILLEY — Maybe she can clear her ears out
and listen. The very point I was making is about the
unanswered questions in this bill and the tentacles of
the union. Here he comes. Congratulations — Squealer
is in the room. Let us get to the point. They will be
dragging these operation managers and those career
firefighters down, together with the fine respect and
regard that the operations managers and operations
officers have, and the support they give to volunteers in
their training.
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resignation of Steven Herbert. The chair will be
resumed at the ringing of the bells.
Debate interrupted.
Sitting suspended 6.15 p.m. until 6.24 p.m.

FIREFIGHTERS’ PRESUMPTIVE RIGHTS
COMPENSATION AND FIRE SERVICES
LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (REFORM)
BILL 2017
Debate resumed.
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — In the final seconds
of my contribution I will take the opportunity to make
a few more remarks. The members for Thomastown
and Frankston made a couple of comments in relation
to Fiskville and wanted to cherry-pick from the report
and the minority report. I put on the record that I was
the main author of that minority report, which did not
come about lightly. I commend and congratulate each
and every member of the board that this bloody
government sacked on their dedication and service. To
the former CEO and to the chief officer, I say we will
repay that debt.
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — It is my pleasure
to rise in support of the Firefighters’ Presumptive
Rights Compensation and Fire Services Legislation
Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017. As we have heard,
this bill delivers on a few key reforms, including the
establishment of a new agency, Fire Rescue Victoria
(FRV), which will bring together all career firefighters
under the leadership of the fire rescue commissioner.

I recently had the great opportunity to work with career
firefighters in a burn camp in Shelley in the Upper
Murray. The instructors — dedicated career firefighters
and professionals — were working with people. The
captain at Kinglake, for example, was there. There were
a lot of people that are living the experience of the 2009
fires even today. What a fine bunch of men and women
they are, working towards making sure that our state is
safe while learning the principles in relation to
prescribed burning. I tell you what, it is an exact
science. I am not too sure that these types of activities
are going to be well supported into the future. If we do
not ensure that we get prescribed burning — and the
CFA has a lot to do in that space — heaven help the
state of Victoria if we do not support that into the
future, because Fire Rescue Victoria will not be able to
do it. The CFA will be the only organisation that will be
able to do it, and they will need support into the future.

The bill also involves the renaming and expansion of
the Fire Rescue Victoria fire district to include
35 integrated Country Fire Authority (CFA) stations in
outer metro areas and major regional centres and the
establishment of a new independent review panel to
undertake future assessments of the fire district based
on changing fire risk. This, as we know, is a key
outstanding recommendation of the 2009 Victorian
Bushfires Royal Commission. The bill also, and very
importantly, provides for the introduction of a
presumptive rights compensation scheme for both
volunteer and career firefighters that is based largely on
the Queensland model, but I will get to that shortly.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Dimopoulos) —
Order! The time has arrived for this house to meet the
Legislative Council in this chamber for the purpose of
sitting and voting to choose a person to hold a seat in
the Legislative Council rendered vacant by the

I think there would be few in this place who would
disagree with the statement that our fire services are
currently operating under extremely outdated
structures — structures that have not changed since the
1950s. I am not sure how many people in this place
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have looked at maps of their constituencies from the
1950s and compared them to current day maps,
particularly MPs in metro areas and in regional centres.
I have done this out of curiosity, and I tell you what:
Dandenong was a very different place in the 1950s. I
have lost count of the number of people in my
constituency who, over the past couple of years in
particular as this has been an issue in the media, have
raised questions about why the current boundaries exist
as they are.

the punters. It is obvious to any person who has been
across the detail of this issue over the last couple of
years that the motives of those opposite have been
completely nefarious. They have been about party
politics and election campaign funding, to be blunt.
They have been shameless in their opportunism on this
issue, and I believe many volunteers are now coming to
that conclusion too. I know that in their contributions
others have touched on the realisation of volunteers,
particularly realisations of the previous few weeks.

The truth is that it is historical. Areas such as
Dandenong were in times past regional; they were not
built up as they are today. They were not home to
hundreds of thousands of people as they are today. So
over time we have seen the development of integrated
brigades to ensure that areas like these, whose risk
profiles have changed, have the services they need.
When people have questioned the boundaries and why
there might be Country Fire Authority stations in areas
that are now metropolitan, it has not been a judgement
on volunteer brigades but rather a reasonable
observation that the current structure does not quite
reflect modern geography and population distribution.

This has never been about the coalition defending
volunteers. I want to put that on the record. They have
known the whole time that there was never any real
threat to volunteer services. It has always been about
politics and manipulation. They have fundraised on the
back of fake truths, they have caused individuals great
distress and unnecessary panic and they have verballed
career firefighters, going so far as to demean, dismiss
and blatantly refute the involvement of career
firefighters on Black Saturday. Call me naive, but I did
not enter this place and I did not seek election to
Parliament to play games worthy only of characters like
Frank Underwood. I wanted to be here to serve my
community and to make a difference. To those who see
their role as being one involving trickery and
manipulation, I would suggest you re-evaluate your
position, and do it quickly.

Dandenong is home to an integrated station, and by and
large the career firefighters and the volunteers work
pretty well together. That need not change under the
amendments being made to the fire services legislation
by this bill before us today. In fact under the new model
they can continue to co-exist, and they can certainly
continue to work together.
What this modernised structure delivers is clear
accountability structures, and it restores the CFA to a
community-based, locally representative organisation
made up of volunteers. These are the very attributes
those opposite claim to want to protect. They have
expressed over the last few years some very firm and
horrible sentiments about the role of career firefighters
in the CFA. Now that those people will be part of a new
organisation, those opposite all of a sudden want them
back. We have heard a few members in this place talk
about whether it is ‘hands off the CFA’ or ‘hands on the
CFA’. It is all quite confusing from our point of view,
and thoroughly inconsistent, I might add.
Those opposite have spent a lot of time and money
jemmying a wedge between career firefighters and
volunteer firefighters. They have misrepresented
government policy often and have operated on the
disturbing premise that the more they repeat these
mistruths and the more they deliberately work to
entrench them, the more real they will become in public
consciousness. This is what it is all about — tricking

The behaviour of those opposite needs to be called out
for what it is, and it should, in any civilised, democratic
country, be a source of outrage to citizens who want to
see a higher standard of political debate, citizens who
want to be presented with the facts and be left to make
up their own minds, not be manipulated into adopting
fake truths and not be worked into a state of distress for
political sport by a cynical opposition. That is not
policy, and it is certainly not leadership. As many in
this place have said, it is disgusting and abhorrent.
My electorate is home to one of the largest industrial
precincts in the country. It is also highly populated. As
such its risk profile is significant not just for the local
community but also for greater Melbourne. I know the
member for Frankston can probably attest to that
because he knows that area well as a firefighter. A fire
in the industrial precinct could have serious
implications, whether it be due to chemical exposure
risk or a significant explosive capability. In the 1950s,
when our fire services structure was designed,
Dandenong did not look the way it does now. That is a
reality. That is a fact. No-one can contest that. As a
consequence of that its risk profile was very different. I
think it is a sensible thing for any government to seek to
improve the management of this changing risk by
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ensuring its systems and structures are well placed to
respond to changes in risk.
Under the changes in this bill Dandenong CFA — the
station, its assets and the career firefighters — will
move to Fire Rescue Victoria. The volunteer
component of the CFA will be supported separately.
The legislation supports the co-location of CFA
volunteer brigades in the new FRV fire districts. So in
that sense very little need change on the ground.
Information and engagement sessions will be
happening over the coming weeks and months with
volunteers and staff at the 35 integrated stations to
assist them in this transition. So far the Dandenong
CFA crew have been overly supportive.
I attended the Dandenong station with the
Parliamentary Secretary for Emergency Services,
Harriet Shing, recently, and the feedback was
overwhelmingly positive. There were questions, but of
course there will be questions. We accept that, and we
seek to answer them and provide information. Other
speakers, including the speaker before me, the member
for Benambra, spoke about the questions that are being
raised with this bill and said that change can sometimes
be difficult. Yes, it can. But overwhelmingly in my
community these changes are being embraced as
something that is, at the end of the day, absolutely and
wholeheartedly necessary.
Earlier I touched on the risk profile of my local area.
On the basis of that profile, it is fair to say — and this
certainly meets community expectations — that a fulltime, 24/7, dedicated career service is important for the
safety of the community. For our volunteers in the area,
improved training opportunities and brigade support are
important too, and we are delivering on that with a
dedicated $56.2 million CFA Support Fund. This will
ensure that everyone can play their part, but in the most
effective way possible. This brings me to the fact that
our career firefighters and volunteers will continue to
work together on the ground to ensure the safety of our
community.
In the minute and a half I have left, also in the bill we
see the introduction of presumptive rights. This is an
incredibly important measure, and I know that many of
us in this place know someone who is suffering from
cancer as a likely consequence of their work fighting
fires. I do; I have a family member who has been
impacted by this. We know that those opposite have
previously denied the link between firefighting and
cancer, and that has been in the face of the medical
evidence. They have been eager to distract from their
previous comments, but we know their views have not
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changed. We saw it in the Fiskville inquiry, and we
have seen it on display countless times over the past
two years. While those on this side of the house work to
strengthen our fire services, those opposite seek to tear
them down for political gain.
In many ways the presumptive scheme before us today
is the strongest in the country. Firefighters that have
been diagnosed with one of the 12 specified cancers
and who have served the requisite number of years
service may have a presumptive entitlement to
compensation, and this is in line with other
jurisdictions. We have captured other groups in this as
well. For those who may not meet these requirements,
there are other possible avenues. A firefighter with a
listed cancer who does not meet the minimum years of
service may still qualify for compensation if they can
demonstrate attendance at an exceptional exposure
event. We are also establishing a special fund for those
whose diagnosis falls outside the time frame of this bill,
and we will be saying more about that in the future.
These are important measures, they need to happen and
everybody should get on board.
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — What a sorry
day it is when one has to stand in this house and debate
legislation which tears at the heart of volunteerism in
our state. It has been interesting to listen to the speeches
of government members. The member for Dandenong,
who spoke before me, talked about her community. It
has been pointed out that on the United Firefighters
Union (UFU) website when you look up the suburb of
Dandenong it actually says that the Dandenong
community is in an unsafe area, and their station has
permanent staff who are already operating within their
community. It is just really interesting to see how this
debate is playing out.
Can I say that this is a government that has squarely
attacked the 60 000 volunteers across our state, and it
has done it at the behest of one person — one person
who has the control of this entire government. It is a
person who has been listened to over the former
minister, who fell on her sword; over the former board,
which fell on its sword; and over the staff and
leadership of the Country Fire Authority (CFA), all of
whom have been ignored or pushed aside by this
government. This is a government that has chosen to
listen to only one person, and one person alone, and that
is Peter Marshall. The Victorian community deserves to
know what this man has on this government to cause
the destruction of the longstanding CFA operations in
their current form.
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Those opposite made the point of saying that nothing
will change as a consequence of this legislation, yet we
are being lectured to about the 1950s model. Well, you
cannot have it both ways. You cannot say that on the
one hand nothing will change under this legislation but
in the next breath say that we have a 1950s model and
we need to change it. Which one is it? Is it a 1950s
model that is being smashed apart by this piece of
legislation, or is it in fact legislation that will bring no
change? We all know that this is about smashing up the
operations of our volunteer brigades.
In my own community there is an integrated station
where volunteers and permanent staff work alongside
one another at a CFA station. This year one of the
integrated stations, down in Boronia, is celebrating its
75th anniversary. But that will be the end of the
Boronia CFA, because as a consequence of this
legislation, if it passes, it will cease to be a CFA station.
One can only hope that our volunteers who work at the
Boronia CFA will still have a role under this legislation.
The government says they will, but they will have to
seek to work in a Fire Rescue Victoria (FRV) station —
not a CFA station, an FRV station. There will have to
be an agreement reached with the FRV to allow CFA
volunteers to work in that station. For volunteers at
integrated stations like Boronia, if they have resources
and money that they have fundraised over the years for
the CFA, with the help of volunteer organisations like
Rotary and other groups, what will happen to those
resources? Will they be retained by the CFA volunteers,
or will they automatically become the property of the
FRV? These are things that remain unanswered by this
government, and that is what is tearing at the hearts of
our volunteers.
My father-in-law was a lifetime member of the Rowville
CFA. His picture is on the station’s wall. It is now an
integrated station. What will the future be for people like
him and other volunteers who give up their time to be at
that station? I think of the Ferntree Gully CFA and
Seamus Smith, the captain. I think of Graham Crichton,
who gives up his time. These are volunteers that are
under pressure. They feel challenged. They despair at
what is happening to their organisation. They do not feel
as though they are being supported by their government.
At a time when the government should be supporting our
volunteers, they are actually attacking them.
I would also like to place on record Captain Peter
Smith, who was known to his community as Mudguts.
He was involved in a burnover during the time of Black
Saturday when his truck was burnt out and volunteers
from his brigade were placed under enormous pressure.
But is his local member standing up in this house and
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fighting for Peter Smith? Is his local member — the
member for Monbulk, the Minister for Emergency
Services — in this house standing up for his volunteers
at the Upper Ferntree Gully brigade? Of course he is
not. He is not out there fighting to defend his volunteer
brigades. No, it is left to members of the opposition to
stand up for volunteers in his own community because
they feel let down by their own member of Parliament.
It is an absolute disgrace what this government is doing
to volunteers in this state. Members of the government
will stand up and say nothing changes under this piece
of legislation, that there is nothing to fear. Well, if we
have nothing to fear, why are we being lectured to
about the antiquated nature of the CFA system? Why
are we being lectured to about the 1950s model that
needs to be changed? Change can only mean one thing:
it will mean that volunteers will be pushed out of
serving their local communities as volunteers within the
CFA. That is what they fear, and that is what residents
in my community and across this state fear as well.
Those of us who recall Black Saturday will know that
the surge capacity of our volunteers was the backbone
of our fighting force. My father-in-law told me the story
of how he, the day after Black Saturday, was driving
through Kinglake and of what he saw. He is not a
volunteer in the Kinglake community. He is a volunteer
at Knox. His community did not see fire, but he was
there helping Victorians to deal with the onslaught of
Black Saturday and the subsequent effects. Under the
changes proposed by this government, the long-term
plan of this government will see volunteers like him
and many others walking away from this
organisation — an organisation they have proudly
volunteered for for many years — so where is the surge
capacity going to be? Where are the volunteers going to
be the next time we have a major fire incident?
History will tell us that Victoria will face another fire
incident; maybe this year, maybe next year, maybe the
year after, but there will be another major fire, and we
will not have a surge capacity to deal with that. If that is
what this government are wanting, then shame on them.
If that is what this government want — to see people
who have given up their time to serve the state in times
of need cast aside, pushed aside, told they are not
worthy and horrendously attacked by ads of the UFU
that say that if you live in a community with CFA
volunteers, you are unprotected — that is an absolute
disgrace. I can tell you that my community values the
work of the volunteers who give up their time to defend
and represent their community at times of fire. To say
that they receive a lesser service from volunteers is an
absolute disgrace.
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I would have expected the government, those opposite,
to stand up and condemn those comments in the ads
that you see on television when they say that Victorians
who are being serviced by volunteers receive a lesser
service. I would like those opposite to go and walk into
a volunteer station. I will organise a visit to Ferntree
Gully station, and they can tell my volunteers that they
provide a lesser service to my community. I will let
them tell those opposite that they feel appalled at those
comments. At a time when the government should be
defending their work, where is the government on this
issue? They are silent, and that is why this bill is an
absolute disgrace.

Mr Coghlan, as the former Director of Public
Prosecutions and judge of the Supreme Court and Court
of Appeal, was an eminent and appropriate person to
undertake this review and report back to the government.
The review received 115 submissions and held
39 consultation sessions with 34 different stakeholder
groups. Mr Coghlan provided his advice to government
on 1 May. I am very pleased to see that the AttorneyGeneral first read the bill shortly after receiving the
report and that we are now debating the second reading,
just over a month after Mr Coghlan provided that advice
to government. The community expects us to act quickly
after a tragedy such as Bourke Street.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr DONNELLAN
(Minister for Roads and Road Safety).

The government released volumes 1 and 2 of the bail
review along with our response in early May. The
review made 37 recommendations in total. The
government will implement or go beyond the
recommendations in the first report and conduct further
consultation on the longer term recommendations
outlined in the second report. This bill is the first
tranche of legislation following Mr Coghlan’s review.
The bill amends the Bail Act 1977 to implement the
recommendations from Mr Coghlan’s first report so
that they are able to be implemented more quickly.

Debate adjourned until later this day.

JOINT SITTING OF PARLIAMENT
Legislative Council vacancy
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Blandthorn) —
Order! I have to report that the house met today with
the Legislative Council for the purpose of choosing a
person to hold the seat in the Legislative Council
rendered vacant by the resignation of Steven Herbert
and that Mark Gepp has been duly chosen to hold the
vacant place.

BAIL AMENDMENT (STAGE ONE)
BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 6 June; motion of
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General).
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I rise to join the debate
on the Bail Amendment (Stage One) Bill 2017. The
Andrews government is committed to community
safety. That is why we are introducing this bill, which
will further strengthen our bail system. None of us in
this place will forget the tragic events of 20 January this
year, my son’s birthday. That date is seared in our
brains when we think of the terrible tragedy that
occurred in the centre of town.
The government wanted to have a really good look at
our bail system to see how it might be improved, so we
engaged former Justice Paul Coghlan, who has now
concluded his review. He found that our bail system is
arguably the most onerous and toughest in Australia,
but quite obviously we needed to look at toughening it
even further after that dreadful January event.

In summary, the bill inserts a purpose and guiding
principles section into the Bail Act 1977, implementing
recommendation 1 of the Coghlan report; replaces
‘show cause’ with ‘show compelling reason’ as to why
bail should be allowed; creates schedules 1 and 2 to the
Bail Act to contain lists of offences where the
presumption in favour of bail is reversed and adds
further offences to that list of offences and makes
necessary amendments to the Bail Act in support of this
change — they are recommendations 6, 7, 8, 9 and 10;
restricts bail decisions about persons charged with
schedule 1 offences to magistrates and judges —
recommendation 14 of former Justice Coghlan; and
makes amendments to the Bail Act recommended by
the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
As horrific as the events of the Bourke Street tragedy
were, we always need to keep at the forefront of our
mind that the number one law and order challenge —
and there are many — is the challenge of family
violence. Forty per cent of police time is taken up with
responding to family violence incidents.
I know in my community there are regular Facebook
discussions on people’s concerns about our criminal
justice system and about those who are successful in
gaining bail. Recently on the Mernda community pages
there have been a number of people expressing concern
about those people who are on bail for family violence
offences and who then proceed to harass and terrify
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their victims. I know those people in particular will
welcome this change to keep victims safe and the
perpetrators in custody, where they belong.
The bill also makes other minor and technical
amendments to the act and ensures that bail decisionmakers impose bail conditions where necessary.
New offences outlined in the bill include making it
tougher for people charged with serious offences to get
bail. This will reverse the presumption of bail for a much
broader range of alleged offenders who are accused of
the most violent offences and sexual offences. It means
that a far greater range of accused persons will only get
bail if they can satisfy the court that they should, and that
community safety will be front of mind for any bail
decision when making this assessment.
Under this legislation bail will be refused for a number
of new offences, including aggravated home invasion
and aggravated carjacking. I mentioned the Mernda
community pages. About six weeks ago I noticed that a
constituent of mine had posted about how terrified she
had been to be in her own home, tending to a young
baby, when four burglars attempted to come into her
house. I cannot imagine anything more frightening than
having someone break into your home when you are
caring for young children and having to face the fear of
how to best protect your children. I think of constituents
like Amanda Wall and other Mernda residents who
have been affected by aggravated home invasion and
aggravated carjacking. This legislation sends a serious
message to the perpetrators of these offences. The
inclusion of reverse onus will bring these offences into
line with the most serious offences on the statute book,
including murder and terrorism. This is what the
community really wants.
There will also be a presumption against bail for many
more offences, including rape, kidnapping, armed
robbery, robbery, intentionally or recklessly causing
serious injury, gross violence, culpable driving causing
death, dangerous driving causing death or serious
injury, dangerous or negligent driving while pursued by
police, and persistent contravention of a family violence
intervention order.
Having these provisions in the Bail Act should make
our community feel safer from violent criminals,
especially after seeing a number of them continue to
offend whilst on bail. We need to send a very strong
message to these criminals that they will not receive
bail when they have committed serious offences such as
these. It is measures like these that the Andrews Labor
government is incredibly committed to.
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This legislation goes above and beyond the
comprehensive community safety statement that was
released to the public in December, including the
announcement by both Police Association Victoria and
Victoria Police command about a new resource
allocation agreeable to both organisations. This will
result in over 3000 additional police being trained to be
on the beat in this state. I know that my community,
particularly in the Whittlesea police service area, will
very much welcome the 45 additional police. This is not
due to attrition or anything else. It is above and beyond.
These are new positions. There will be 45 additional
police on the beat in the Whittlesea police service area
from next month. This will be prior to the opening of the
new Mernda police station. We are giving police the
resources they have asked for and that they need to
respond to crime. We are also strengthening legislation
around bail laws and strengthening the Bail Act. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to speak on the Bail
Amendment (Stage One) Bill 2017. The purpose of the
bill is to amend the Bail Act 1977 to make fresh
provision about the circumstances in which bail may be
granted or refused and who may grant bail; to provide
for conditions about the conduct of the accused to
continue to have effect until varied or revoked; and to
make some other amendments.
The main provisions of interest in this bill include
clause 4, which defines a bail decision-maker as a
court, bail justice, police officer, sheriff or other
authorised person. Clause 5 establishes the presumption
against the granting of bail for individuals charged with
any schedule 1 or schedule 2 offence as defined in
clause 13 unless exceptional circumstances or
compelling reasons are demonstrated. This allows bail
decisions to be deferred for up to 8 hours if the accused
is intoxicated.
Clause 8 provides that a person remanded in custody
by a bail justice must be made to appear before a court
within two working days, and clause 9 provides that a
court may only remand a child for up to 21 days at any
given time. Clause 11 provides that only the court may
grant bail to a person accused of a schedule 1 offence,
and clause 13 defines schedule 1 and 2 offences.
Clauses 17 and 18 provide that a family violence
intervention order prevails when it conflicts with a
bail condition.
There are concerns over bail; there is no doubt about
that. People want to feel safe. They want to go to bed
knowing that no-one is going to kick down their door
and do a home invasion. They want to be safe when
they are driving their car, and they want to be safe if
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they are walking in the streets. The people of the
Mildura electorate see what is happening in Melbourne
and just do not want that to happen in their community.
We have a wonderful way of life in our community. It
needs to be protected. Those who are recidivist
offenders or those who are disregarding the privileges
that freedom gives you need to be treated accordingly,
because above all what a government must do is keep it
citizens safe.
Country police have their hands full. They do not need
to be constantly standing at the revolving door, bringing
in people who have offended and then allowing them to
walk free in a short period of time on bail, even in some
cases if they have already contravened their bail
conditions. Also in our area it is burglaries that are of
concern to people, and if those burglaries have been
committed by people on bail, then that is not keeping
them safe. We are not sending the right message if
someone just walks out of custody not having really felt
the consequences for the abuse of the freedoms that
they enjoy as a citizen of this country and of this state.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.
Sitting continued on motion of Mr PAKULA
(Attorney-General).
Mr CRISP — There is some concern that this
particular bill is a weaker response than some of the
changes that have been proposed by the coalition. We
are not going to be soft on this issue, and this bill in
this particular case is weaker than it ought to be.
While it does expand the range of offences that require
an accused to show their exceptional circumstances or
compelling reasons why bail should be granted, the
changes to the tests for bail will not guard against
judges and magistrates who tend towards granting bail
at the expense of community safety as a factor. In the
second-reading speech it makes it clear that the tests
themselves have not been reformulated in the bill and
that that will come in later changes. So in effect this
bill has good intentions, but unfortunately without
those changes really we are only meddling at the
edges. That is not what the community really wants to
hear from the government.
There has been a delay. This bill has been a long time
coming. We have been having crime problems across
Victoria for some time, particularly from those who are
on bail and are abusing the privilege of bail. I know the
member for Niddrie in his contribution yesterday said it
is only stage 1 and that stage 2 is to come, but at this
rate that may be on the never-never. That is simply not
good enough for the people who want to feel safe in
their homes, want to feel safe in their cars and want to
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feel safe on the streets when they are exercising their
freedoms. If and when stage 2 appears, it needs to have
those changes in it and also there needs to be some
more detail.
Now I think we need to talk about some of the
categories for when you get bail or how you go about
getting bail. There is schedule 1, which is to do with the
exceptional circumstances, and this is where there is an
offence alleged to be have been committed while a
person is on bail, subject to a summons, at large
awaiting trial, serving on a community correction order
or released on parole. I think that most people will say,
‘Why the heck was that not done before now?’.
In relation to schedule 2, which is about showing
compelling reasons, we do want to look at quite a
number of those, particularly the threat to kill within the
context of family violence and one a little further down
in the list, which is the contravention of a family violence
order when the accused has threatened to use violence or
the persistent contravention of notices and orders.
Domestic violence is a scourge on our community. We
have been giving those involved in it plenty of notice
about what is acceptable behaviour and what is not, but
I do know that there are recidivist offenders out there
who seem to ignore family violence orders and just
continually go on the roundabout through the system. I
know the resources that ties up in our police force. If
police officers are called to a family violence situation,
that is probably all they are going to deal with in that
shift and perhaps even beyond their shift. In Mildura
there are some recidivist offenders, and those offenders
need to get the message: if they do not change or they
do not want to change, then they do not get any more
second chances. This is just simply not good enough,
and I think this is what we really have to drive home
because the level of resources that family violence is
burning up in our community is clearly not acceptable.
The events in our community in recent days have
certainly put these issues front of mind with people,
even though they are different in some respects.
People are again thinking about their safety in their
communities. The people have spoken, and the
government needs to listen and the government needs
to act. That is where the proof will be of the
pudding — in the actions that will come as we make
sure that our communities can go to bed at night
feeling safe in their homes.
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — I rise tonight
to give a contribution on the Bail Amendment (Stage
One) Bill 2017. On 20 January 2017 our city once
again was faced with unimaginable tragedy. It has seen
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it before, it does not make it any easier to comprehend
and it does not make it any easier to address some of
the challenges facing our state.

of our city, but we owe it to their families and we owe it
to every Victorian to ensure that we do what is possible
and necessary to remove risk in the future.

It is important to put on record some of the people who
lost their lives that day: Zachary Bryant, a three-month
old bub with his mother, Nawwar, going about a
family’s business in our beautiful city of Melbourne;
Thalia Hakin, a 10-year-old beautiful girl, taken away
too soon; Jess Mudie, who was visiting her brother;
Matthew Si, who just finished lunch with his wife;
Bhavita Patel, who just skipped out for lunch; and, of
course, a Japanese national, who tragically lost his life
in our city. They were all doing things that we do in our
beautiful city at any random time, at any random event,
going about their business in our wonderful city. It
could have been anyone at that time, and they were all
united in being cruelly and viciously taken away too
soon by an unspeakably evil act from an individual who
will face our courts.

The review received 115 submissions and held
39 consultations with 34 different stakeholder groups. It
provided 37 recommendations in total to the
government, which we are working through. We are
implementing those reforms. This will provide the
necessary changes, particularly around the presumption
of bail and some of those key acts that do not have a
purpose or guiding principle section. That will be
changed, in line with the recommendations from
Justice Coghlan.

This bill aims to address some of those challenges in
our system. When we were presented with those
challenges the Victorian government acted swiftly, just
like when we were presented with the challenges in the
57th Parliament around parole. When we saw the tragic
murder of Jill Meagher, we had to come together as a
Parliament in a bipartisan fashion to make sure that the
necessary reforms were made to parole and to ensure
that lessons were learned to protect our citizens — that
is the absolutely fundamental thing. The then Leader of
the Opposition, now the Premier, supported all of those
reforms, and we continued those reforms into the
58th Parliament because it is about looking at the longterm protection of our citizens, and community safety is
absolutely paramount.
That should be the approach to reforms on bail for such
a tragedy. Politics should not be the default in such
unspeakable and unforeseeable tragedy. That was the
case with parole. It was the case with bail. We could
not have perceived that such an escalation of an evil act
could happen in that way and in that frame. To act
swiftly and to put forward the Coghlan review was a
government acting in the interests of community safety
and not being so arrogant as to try to brush away those
issues and not address their seriousness, but to
acknowledge that there were problems in our system
and that we needed to seek expert advice and that we
needed the services of Justice Coghlan to review our
bail system in a short, two-and-a-half month period to
provide urgent recommendations to the government.
That culminates in the Bail Amendment (Stage One)
Bill that we have presented today. It will not bring back
those wonderful souls lost on Bourke Street in the heart

The bill replaces the show-cause test with a ‘show
compelling reason’ test. This emphasises to bail
decision-makers that it is the accused who must
convince them that bail ought to be granted rather than
the prosecution needing to establish why bail ought not
to be granted. That seems a small detail that actually is
quite substantial.
There is also the inclusion, under schedules 1 and 2 of
the Bail Act 1977, of a list of offences, and there will
also be a presumption against bail for many more
offences, including rape, kidnapping, armed robbery,
intentionally or recklessly causing serious injury or
gross violence, culpable driving causing death,
dangerous driving causing death or serious injury,
dangerous or negligent driving while pursued by police
and persistent contravention of a family violence
intervention order. Of course, included in that are also
the recent reforms creating a number of new offences,
including aggravated home invasion and aggravated
carjacking, unless there are exceptional circumstances,
which is a very high threshold. This shows a scale of
changes that the Victorian government has been willing
and able to make in showing that strong action.
The community is calling out for action on community
safety. My community and my residents talk to me
about the fundamental need to feel safe, and it is not
just bail but it is also in policing resources and ensuring
that we give the necessary resources to Victoria Police.
That is another key pillar in ensuring community safety.
There is a 20 per cent increase in police, ensuring that a
new model of police resourcing that has been called for
for a very long time is put in place, one that strips away
the politics around policing and gives longer-term
certainty to the police and provides those necessary
resources in our community.
It is worth also mentioning some of the coverage that
has been received on this in the media. The Age
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covered this bill on 9 May 2017, saying that bail will be
the harshest in the nation:
New laws drafted by the state government after the Bourke
Street tragedy aim to make Victoria’s bail conditions ‘the most
onerous’ in the country, and the toughest they have ever been.

Of course we must acknowledge that Justice Coghlan
found that already Victoria’s bail system is onerous; it
has one of the highest thresholds in the nation. But we
will always look to how we can strengthen and
improve the law where we can in those unforeseeable
instances. Also there is the coverage by the Herald
Sun of 24 May 2017, which carried the headline
‘Violent criminals face stiffer sentences with less
chance of bail under new reforms’. The fundamental
requirement of any government is to protect and
ensure the safety of its citizens at all times. That goes
with a range of different reforms.
A different approach has been taken by the opposition
of the 58th Parliament, as opposed to the
57th Parliament. The removal of facts in the debate and
trying to politicise tragic events is an overstep into
dangerous territory. Where unforeseen tragedy presents,
trying to politicise those occasions for short-term
perceived political gain should always be discouraged.
Keeping in mind the greater benefit to the state of
Victoria and to our citizens in ensuring appropriate and
measured law reforms are passed is what is necessary.
The short-term politicking in law and order and in
policing needs to end.
We need to look to the longer term, where we protect
our citizens. The approach taken in the 57th Parliament
by the then opposition leader, who is now Premier,
stands in stark contrast — supporting those necessary
reforms to parole, supporting them in a bipartisan way,
acknowledging that the system had flaws. You did not
see the opposition leader in the 57th Parliament
blaming the tragedy of the murder of Jill Meagher on
the then government — blaming it for a death. That is
in stark contrast to the present Leader of the
Opposition.
I say to the opposition that the short-term politicking
around this issue needs to end, because it is about
community safety and the good of our state. It is not
about cheap politics. We saw an example with the
Malaysia Airlines incident, where without even a
briefing the Leader of the Opposition was desperate to
jump onto the doorstops and put forward a position that
was completely flawed.
I call on the opposition to support these reforms and to
really think longer term about what we are trying to
achieve. We have done that across two parliaments and
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we will continue to do that in the future. Challenges
will present in the future and we owe it to the people
who lost their lives to make these necessary reforms
and make sure those reforms protect all Victorians into
the future.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I rise to speak on the
Bail Amendment (Stage One) Bill 2017. This bill aims
to implement many of the recommendations of the Bail
Review: First Advice to the Victorian Government. The
review was conducted by the Honourable Paul
Coghlan, QC, following the tragic events in January in
Bourke Street. This bill also implements some
recommendations from the Royal Commission into
Family Violence. The Greens will not be opposing the
bill in this house, though we will be reserving our right
to put forward amendments in the other place.
We welcome the changes in relation to family violence
and the implementation of the recommendations of the
Royal Commission into Family Violence, requiring
consideration of family violence orders and risk in bail
decisions. We also support the separation of compelling
reason and exceptional circumstances offences into
different schedules for ease of understanding. We do
have a number of concerns about this bill, and we
certainly strongly oppose the government’s changing of
the show-cause test in relation to bail hearings to a
‘show compelling reason’ test.
In fact this change was not actually recommended by
Paul Coghlan in his review and goes against his
recommendation that the show-cause test should simply
be reworded to ‘show good reason’ to make it more
clear. He did not actually deem it necessary to create a
higher test, and we have not had sufficient reason put
forward by the government to actually change that test.
When Paul Coghlan conducted his review he did not
find that there was any such problem to justify the
higher test being created. This change, introducing the
higher threshold, will eventually just lead to more
people being denied bail and placed on remand when
they are not an unacceptable risk to the community.
They will be put in already overcrowded jails where
they will be left waiting too long before their matter
actually comes to trial. These people may very well not
be an unacceptable risk and should be granted bail.
We note that a number of stakeholders have also raised
some other concerns and that other offences have been
added to the exceptional circumstances category, which
is actually quite broad and does not take into account
the potential for a lower level offender being involved.
That also would apply to someone who is not an
unacceptable risk to the community.
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The Law Institute of Victoria (LIV) have raised the
issue that a person charged with culpable driving
causing death, which is usually proceeded with by way
of summons, is now a category 2 offence under the bill
and so could be more easily refused bail when there is
no unacceptable risk. LIV and Liberty Victoria have
also argued that the bill leads to persons accused of
such offences being refused bail without that link to
risk, and in his review Mr Coghlan did say that there
would still be a two-stage process, even with the
reverse onus test. But also he did state that section 4 of
the Bail Act 1977 should be amended so that it provides
that in applying the unacceptable risk, exceptional
circumstances and show good reason tests, a bail
decision-maker must take into account more detailed
factors. Those factors include the nature and
seriousness of the offence, including whether or not it is
a serious example of the offence; any special
vulnerability of the accused, including by reason of
youth, being an Aboriginal person, ill health, cognitive
impairment, intellectual disability or mental health; and
the availability of treatment and support services. Those
factors also include the length of time the accused is
likely to spend in custody if bail is refused and the
likely sentence, should the accused be found guilty of
the offence charged, as well as existing factors in the
act such as the accused’s criminal history and the
strength of the prosecution’s case.
We also have concerns around funding with these
changes to bail. The government will need to fund more
resources for the courts and provide additional judicial
officers so that people are not left on remand for long
periods. We have been advised that people could still
be left without a trial, waiting not just several months
but several years before a trial happens. This is
completely unacceptable. Greater funding and
expansion of remand facilities are going to be needed in
conjunction with more drug and alcohol treatment and
mental health and other rehabilitation programs.
It should be noted as well that in his second advice to
the government Mr Coghlan said that any reforms to
the Bail Act 1977 arising from his review were likely
to increase the number of people on remand. To help
counter this increase, in the second advice
Mr Coghlan provided, which this bill does not deal
with, he made further recommendations, such as
removing minor offences from the bail and remand
system, because he finds it untenable to remand more
and more people without examining whether the right
people are being held on remand. The proposed notice
of charge process aims to remove those accused of
minor non-violent offences from the bail and remand
system and encourage more of these offences being
dealt with in the accused’s absence. He also
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recommends expanding the intensive bail support
programs for adults and children in the courts, such as
the court integrated services program. We will
certainly be urging the government to implement these
reforms as soon as possible.
As I said, the Greens will not be opposing this bill.
However, we do have a number of concerns, as I have
just outlined, and we will be reserving our right to
move amendments in the upper house.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — What a very short
contribution from the member for Prahran. He is never
able to speak for his full allotment of time, and this
speech would have to be a world record. Given the fact
that he is the justice spokesperson for the Greens, I am
particularly surprised that he is unable to speak for his
allotted time on this bill. He is unable to flag to this
chamber, the chamber in which he serves, which
amendments he is proposing. He just sort of says, ‘I like
some stuff. I don’t really like some other stuff. I’ll get
back to you later’. Then he sits down after 61⁄2 minutes.
What laziness! One thing I will say about the member
for Prahran is that he is consistent. He is dedicated in
his consistency. He is dedicated to laziness and sloth,
and he is consistent in that approach in every
contribution he makes to this house. In every single
contribution he is unable to fill up his time and is
unable to come in here and argue his position. He just
comes in and says a few things and leaves. What I find
most surprising is that he is actually still in the chamber
while I am on my feet, nearly 11⁄2 minutes into my
speech. Usually he gets up and scurries out of here once
he finishes this contribution. So I am surprised.
Nonetheless, this is an important bill that comes before
the house. I acknowledge the work of the AttorneyGeneral, who is at the table, who has diligently worked
on this matter in the aftermath of the tragic events of
Bourke Street, who has recognised the commitment
made and the undertakings provided by the Premier in
light of the Bourke Street tragedy and who has brought
before this place a very comprehensive and thorough
bill. I also recognise that this is the first of a tranche of
bills and it is the first part of a more comprehensive
response.
When a community is confronted with such an extreme
act of violence it necessitates that this place formulate a
response that addresses the need to ensure that it does not
happen again. The notion that you can have a large
number of people run down by a vehicle on a Friday
afternoon in Melbourne — if someone had raised that as
an idea one year ago, five years ago or 10 years ago, it
would not have seemed plausible. I think from my
perspective what struck me particularly about the event
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was the young age of so many of the victims. Every
single victim was younger than me — and significantly
younger than me. When you have a set of circumstances
where a parent is with a child and the child is killed or so
badly wounded that they pass away, it is absolutely
incomprehensible. You cannot fathom it. So when we
are looking at a deeply concerning and troubling event
like this, it requires us to come up with a measured and
reasoned response. That is what we are doing.
This bill gives effect to the review that was conducted
by the Honourable Paul Coghlan, QC, who argued that
there is a need for clear guidelines and a consistent
approach. I think that is really important. I think it is
really important that we ensure that we remove some of
the ambiguities.
The bill will also make sure that serious offences of
aggravated home invasion and aggravated carjacking
will be made schedule 1 offences, meaning that bail
will only be granted where the accused can demonstrate
exceptional circumstances. Clearly people in the
community are concerned about home invasions and
aggravated carjackings, and it is incumbent upon us to
recognise that and provide a measured and reasonable
response — and the bill does that.
I met with Peter Wadeson, who is a bail justice and a
constituent of mine, on the Monday before the Bourke
Street tragedy. He spoke to me at length about his work
as a bail justice. I have got to say I was ignorant of the
role of bail justices — the work they provide to our
community and the fact that they do it out of hours,
they do it for no payment and they can be called out at
night and be on the road. They might be away from
home for hours dealing with a whole series of cases that
could be all over metro Melbourne. After the tragedy of
Bourke Street I talked with Peter at length to
understand in a bit more detail some of his
observations, because he had been a bail justice for
many years. I state this just because of the fact that I
recognise that bail justices have fulfilled an important
role in our society and our community for many years,
and it has often gone unnoticed.
The bill also looks at implementing some of the
findings of the Royal Commission into Family
Violence. There have been instances where violent
partners have been on bail and have gone on to commit
violent acts against their partners or other people in the
community or other members of their family, and it is
important that the bill looks at addressing those issues.
As a result of recommendation 80, the bill will make
changes to ensure that bail decision-makers consider
the risk of family violence when making bail decisions.
I think the community is heartily sick and tired of
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instances where women — and invariably it is women,
but not always — are the victims of family violence by
their former partners and where the courts could have
been more proactive, more engaged and frankly
interested, and they have not been. I think being able to
make sure that these matters are being appropriately
examined and addressed is a really important step along
the way. After the Bourke Street tragedy — —
Mr Southwick — Acting Speaker, I draw your
attention to the state of the house.
Quorum formed.
Mr PEARSON — What an exercise in selfindulgence by the member for Caulfield. I mean,
really, unbelievable! There he is. He sits there, he does
not say a word, he has no contribution to make. He is
just engaging in a cheap, juvenile, pathetic stunt at
7.30 on a Wednesday night, when he should be paying
attention to my very good contribution in relation to
the Bail Amendment (Stage One) Bill 2017. Honestly,
he is clearly not taking his duty seriously as a shadow
minister.
Mr Southwick — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, I ask you to bring the member back to the bill.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Spence) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.
Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverley) — I rise to make a
contribution on the Bail Amendment (Stage One) Bill
2017, and I do so with the lawlessness in the state of
Victoria front of mind. I have no joy in speaking on this
bill, which is a reactive bill to the state of lawlessness in
Victoria under the Andrews Labor government. The
very fact that the public has lost confidence in our bail
system and lost confidence in our law and order system
under this Andrews government, let us be honest, is
why we are here. That is why the government has
rushed a bill before the house as a kneejerk reaction,
because if it were serious about doing real bail reform,
it would have brought much more than this to the house
and it would have brought it in far earlier, but of course
it has not. The bill is rushed and it is incomplete, and
when something is incomplete, you can very clearly see
that it is a rushed job, and it is. This bill does not go far
enough; it is not complete. It is better than what is there,
but it is not complete.
Our view is that we should certainly be debating bills
which reverse the weakening of bail laws under the
Andrews Labor government. In particular I note the
changes that were made in 2016 under this government,
which weakened bail laws and allowed more violent
youths to remain on our streets. Today this bill does
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nothing to address that particular aspect — nothing.
That is what I mean when I talk about a complete
bill — a solution to a problem. This is a rushed job. It is
a half-baked job. It does not go far enough, and it does
not provide the sort of safety and security that
Victorians are looking for and that most importantly the
alternative government in this state, the LiberalNationals coalition, will deliver if we are given the
opportunity to govern.
I looked through the particular schedule of offences
which show compelling reasons or exceptional
circumstances to grant bail, and I am sad to say that so
many of these offences have now become a daily
occurrence in the state of Victoria: carjacking, home
invasion, aggravated burglary, armed robbery,
kidnapping. There is no question that when you turn on
the radio in the morning you always hear sad stories as
to what happened overnight with crime in Victoria.
When you open a newspaper you see stories about
violent crimes on the rise. It is very clear. Then on top
of that you have the chief commissioner of Victoria
Police appear before a Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee hearing and confirm that in the early years
of this government Victoria Police numbers were cut.
You also had the confirmation of the cut of
33 protective services officers (PSOs) under this
government. Is it any wonder we have a public safety
law and order crisis in Victoria? Is it any wonder that
the public has lost confidence in this government?
One of the most important things for a government to
do is protect the citizens of our state.
Honourable members interjecting.
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sent to Victorians, as a consequence of the policy
decisions that it has made, without a doubt we have had
Victorians who have suffered higher levels of crime than
would otherwise have been the case if the government
had not put in place some of those policy positions.
That is a tragedy, because victims of crime will carry
with them the scars of those crimes for life in many
cases. It is not something that victims I have spoken to
say they can simply wake up one morning and put
behind them forever. Some mornings it might not be
front of mind, but on most occasions over the week it
will become front of mind. As I said, for victims of
crime that is a tragedy that in my view, in some cases,
could have been avoided if the government had not
sent the signals to the community about their soft-oncrime approach.
I go to my own district. With everything that is
happening with crime in this state, how on earth can
you still have the Labor Party plan with senior members
of the Labor Party indicating that they are going to
close four police stations in Monash? They are going to
close Glen Waverley police station, Mount Waverley
police station, Oakleigh police station and Clayton
police station.
Mr Pakula — You are just making it up. Who is
going to do that?
Mr GIDLEY — It is on the record from senior
members of the Victorian Labor Party that that is what
should happen.
Mr Pakula — Members of the government? Has
the government said that? Has Victoria Police said that?

Mr GIDLEY — The government can interject —
they can laugh, they can have their jokes — but the
reality is, and they know it, the public has lost
confidence in their capacity to deliver a safe Victoria.
Whether it is the cuts to Victoria Police as confirmed by
the chief commissioner, whether it is the cuts to the
PSO program of 33 officers, whether it is the verballing
of PSOs by calling them plastic police, whether it is the
refusal to reverse the weakening of bail laws under this
government, in particular in relation to youths
remaining on our streets being able to access bail,
whether it is the daily occurrence of crime being out of
control, the government has clearly lost control of
protecting Victorians. It is clearly failing in that
particular task.

Mr GIDLEY — In addition to that senior members
of the Victorian branch of the Labor Party are openly
on the record saying that the decision to refurbish and
reopen Murrumbeena police station is ludicrous.
‘Ludicrous’ — that was the word. I just cannot
understand it. You make one bad policy decision; no
government gets everything right, I will concede that.
But to cut Victoria Police numbers in the early part of
the government, to cut protective services officers, to
weaken bail laws and still to have the Victorian Labor
Party advocating those sorts of police station closures is
just bizarre and shows how out of touch this
government is on its key responsibility of protecting
public safety and delivering a safer environment.

As I said, I looked through this schedule of offences, and
in many cases it is a daily occurrence of reading about
this violent crime, and I take no joy in that whatsoever.
As a consequence of the signals that this government has

There is no doubt and there is no question that members
of the public quite rightly have the opportunity to ask this
government, ‘If you had not weakened bail laws, if you
had not sent some of these signals, would some of these
crimes have occurred?’. That is a legitimate question,
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and some members of the government do not like to be
asked those questions, have those debates, which are
classified as politicking. You know what? You are the
government. You are the government of the day that is
supposed to protect Victorians, and again you are the
government of the day that is failing in that role.
You cannot have the ministerial cars, such as the minister
at the table, the Attorney-General, has, you cannot have
the ministerial offices and you cannot have the trappings
of government and then say to the people of Victoria,
‘Oh, don’t ask us about our responsibilities to protect
you. Don’t ask us about why we weakened bail laws.
Don’t ask us why we cut Victoria Police numbers. Don’t
ask us why we cut PSOs, because that is politicking’.
Well, tough, you have a responsibility, which your
government has failed dismally in, and unfortunately
Victorians, some of them, have paid the price — and
they will live with it for the rest of their lives.
Whether it is the four police stations in Monash that the
Labor Party has clearly indicated they want to close,
whether it is their opposition to Murrumbeena, whether
it is their refusal to do anything at Burwood police
station and their allowing of graffitiing of that station
on a weekly basis, we will hold them to account. We
will stand up for Victorians in areas where this
government is refusing to stand up for Victorians. We
will fight on their behalf to ensure that Victoria Police
numbers are not cut but are increased. We do not
believe PSOs are plastic police. We will actually
ensure — —
Mr Edbrooke — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, I am not sure this member is on the bill, let
alone even on the planet. He is saying that police
numbers have been cut. Seriously?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Pearson) — Order!
I have listened to the member’s contribution. It has
been a wideranging debate. I would remind members
though that they cannot mislead the house, and if
members are going to make assertions, it might be
useful if they can quote from a document as opposed to
just making assertions.
Mr GIDLEY — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, I take offence to the commentary that you
have put forward that I have in any way misled the
house. You made a comment reminding members
about not misleading the house in response to a point of
order. I take offence to that, and I would like that
comment withdrawn unequivocally.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Pearson) — I
withdraw.
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Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — Let us address
this issue. This is the issue about the alternate facts and
post-truth that the member for Mount Waverley
continues to peddle in this house. He has gone all the
way to Trumpism. He ignores that there is a $2 billion
investment to recruit — —
An honourable member — Two billion dollars?
Mr McGUIRE — Yes, to recruit extra police —
3000 additional police. I have called him out on this
before. He is a recidivist on this point. He should not be
saying anything against the Chair; it is totally
inappropriate for him to try to sledge the Acting
Speaker. This is really what is going on.
Let us have a look at the budget reply statements that
have been made. How many times have those opposite
referred to these issues about the record investment in
recruiting new police? How many times? We do not
hear anything about that. What do they say about the
family violence investment? Who is protecting people
in Victoria? It is the Andrews Labor government. That
is what is happening.
They do not like to say anything about that. They are
just developing this alternative narrative to aggravate
anxiety and fear, because you know what? That is the
only proposition they offer to the community. There is
nothing constructive, nothing creative and nothing that
will address any of the critical issues that we have to
address. The member for Mount Waverley should be
called out on this — I am doing that right now — and
we should call him out every time he stands up and
makes the same claim.
This is the routine from now until the election: just beat
the drum on law and order, offer nothing more and do
not actually address the historic issues that the
government has had to come in and clean up. They
want the community to have amnesia. There was a
coalition government. Remember that? Two years of do
little, two years of chaos — that is all that happened. So
all they want to do now is fast-track on the amnesia and
run this line, beat the drum every day, get on the tabloid
media and go as hard as they can.
What will this give Victoria? Will this actually address
any of the causes of crime, any of the historical issues
that have to be addressed? What are the systemic issues
that need reform? The Andrews Labor government has
got a whole raft of these reforms ready to go. It is about
getting the big picture right on what needs to be done.
The next thing is backing it up with the funding, and
there it is in the budget, as I said.
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No wonder the member for Mount Waverley left the
chamber. He does not want to hear the debate. He
wanted to take a point of order, argue or stand his
ground, because he was being challenged. It is quite
right to ask, ‘What document are you quoting from?
Why don’t you just get the budget and quote from the
budget?’. That would be a pretty substantive document
that you could actually address. That would be fair
enough. That is the most recent information. Here it is.
He is called out again. Where is he? He has done a
runner, instead of standing his ground here, defining his
argument and proving his point. Where are the facts?
Where is the evidence-based approach? This is what we
are going through.
We grew up in a time when you pursued
enlightenment, when facts mattered, when evidence
was the basis for what you wanted to address, when
there was intellectual rigour and when it was tested. We
are now in a counter-Enlightenment phase. That is what
is going on. This is what is happening, and this is what
is being peddled. It goes all the way back to the Reagan
administration — I remember analysing this then —
which did a chain reaction on race riots and taxes. This
is how you split people; this is how you continually
wedge. That is what has continued. How does this drill
down into Victoria at the state level here? This is what
they want to do — aggravate anxiety and fear, mislead
the public and not address the issues.
Let us have a look at what this bill does address
specifically. In the aftermath of the Bourke Street
tragedy on 20 January, the Andrews Labor government
will make it harder for people accused of serious and
violent crimes to get bail. Have we heard that agreed to
by the opposition? Are they standing up and saying,
‘Yes, this is what it does’? That is the question. The
government has taken a considered view on what needs
to be done. How has it done that? It has actually done
the research.
Justice Coghlan, an eminent former jurist and former
Director of Public Prosecutions, judge of the Supreme
Court and Court of Appeal, did the report for the
Victorian government. What were his findings? He said
our bail system here in Victoria is ‘arguably the most
onerous in Australia’, but these reforms will make it
even stronger. That is what this bill actually delivers.
That is the difference between the gesture politics of
the opposition and the Andrews Labor government
actually delivering. I want to acknowledge the
Attorney-General, who is at the table, for the way
that he has worked through the complexities of these
issues to actually get something that is practical and
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that will make the community safer. That is what the
point is.
What then happened? The review received
115 submissions and held 39 consultation sessions with
34 different stakeholders. There is its thoroughness and
its rigour. Just to explain it to the member for Mount
Waverley, this bill is the first tranche of legislation in
response to Mr Coghlan’s review. The AttorneyGeneral went out of his way to specify that in his
second-reading speech. It is known and understood; it is
a fact. But what did he want to do? He chose to ignore
that and say, ‘You’re not doing enough. This is what
we want’. He is saying, ‘Yes, it’s better than what is
there now, but it’s incomplete’. Well, yes, that is what
has been stated. This is the first tranche, and there is
more to come on it.
What does this do? Mr Coghlan identified that bail laws
need to be clear, accessible and coherent to work more
effectively. Clear laws will help the community
understand how and why bail decisions are made. That
is important so the community are informed and
understand. The next point was to ensure that they are
applied appropriately by decision-makers, because this
was the next contention: were the judiciary making
decisions in line with community expectations? The
current test for granting bail is unnecessarily complex
and confusing, Mr Coghlan found. Some offences carry
a presumption in favour of bail, others carry
presumptions against it and there are some offences
where no presumptions apply at all. Some offences
require the prosecution to establish that the accused is
an unacceptable risk, and other offences require the
accused to establish exceptional circumstances or show
cause as to why bail should be granted.
Under these definitions, exceptional circumstances and
show-cause offences are listed variously throughout the
Bail Act 1977, which has added an unnecessary layer of
complexity to bail decision-making. To address this
complexity, to simplify it and to make it known and
understood by the community, the bill will create a
schedule 1 and schedule 2 to the Bail Act to contain
lists of offences where the presumption in favour of bail
is reversed, requiring the accused to prove exceptional
circumstances for certain offences, under schedule 1,
and show compelling reasons for other offences, under
schedule 2. That is the proposition. The bill changes the
current wording of ‘show cause’ to ‘show compelling
reason’, so this is a toughening up of the test. A change
in the wording of the show-cause test was
recommended by Mr Coghlan in order to make it
absolutely clear that anyone who faces this test is to be
refused bail unless they show compelling reasons why
it should be granted.
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New offences will be introduced into both schedules to
expand the categories of offences where the
presumption in favour of bail does not apply to include
a greater range of serious and violent crimes. This will
make it harder for people alleged to have committed
violent and other serious offences to receive bail. To
address key emerging crimes, the serious offences of
aggravated home invasion and aggravated carjacking
will be made schedule 1 offences, meaning bail will be
granted only where the accused can demonstrate
exceptional circumstances. Attempts to commit a
schedule 1 offence will also be considered a schedule 1
offence. This means there will no longer be a
presumption in favour of bail for those accused of
attempted murder. A number of offences are being
added to schedule 2, or the category of offences that
will require an accused to show compelling reason to be
granted bail. These include manslaughter, child
homicide, rape, armed robbery and carjacking.
This is another critical reform — a piece of legislation
that is backed by the big-picture strategy, the
overarching legislation, the financial support to do it
and the police officers who are being recruited and are
going to be placed where they are needed most. This is
the overall package that the Andrews Labor
government is delivering for Victorians’ safety.
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — It gives me
pleasure to speak on the Bail Amendment (Stage One)
Bill 2017, and I will start the way I normally finish, by
commending the Attorney-General. I will commend
him now because he is in the chamber. I commend him
on his work on not only this bill but also, in effect, an
enormous number of bills that come through the
Parliament. At the risk of embarrassing the AttorneyGeneral, I have not met anyone who has a better grasp
of the criminal justice system, the bail and parole
framework and the matters that are at the very heart of
this bill.
This bill does some very important things, but before I
get to those important things, I am going to take the
lead of the member for Broadmeadows, who is very,
very well spoken, and compare the member for Mount
Waverley and those opposite to the Trump-esque style
of politics. It was really disappointing to hear the
member for Mount Waverley again speak the rubbish
that he tried to prosecute in this chamber the other
week. Now I have had the displeasure of hearing him
twice perpetuate the same rubbish.
On this occasion though I have the evidence to record
in Hansard. I want to hold him to account, and I want
to inform his community, because he is doing the exact
opposite, as the member for Broadmeadows said.
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Mr Edbrooke interjected.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — The member for Frankston
says he is on a different planet. I think he is. This is
absolute rubbish. Let us be reminded of what he said.
He said a senior member of the Labor Party is strongly
suggesting that four stations in Monash will close and
become a super-station. There are two untruths in that.
Firstly, what does ‘a senior member of the Labor Party’
mean in relation to the Andrews government? A senior
member of the Labor Party could mean anything. In the
member for Mount Waverley’s mind what he is
actually talking about — let us call a spade a spade —
is Cr Geoff Lake from the City of Monash. At a formal
council meeting a few weeks ago he put on the public
record his view that we should have super-stations.
Good on him. Geoff is an articulate and intelligent
councillor and a long-time member of the Labor Party.
I have got nothing against Geoff, but he is not a
member of the Andrews government. He is not the
police minister. He is not the Attorney-General.
Mr Mendacious over there, the member for Mount
Waverley, is not honest and accountable enough to name
the person, so it leaves the observer or the media
wondering who this senior Labor person could be. Is it
the Minister for Police? No, it is a councillor at the City
of Monash, who has as much influence on police policy
as my grandmother does. That is about where it rests.
Mr Foley — Your grandmother is a fine woman.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — Yes. This is the kind of
rubbish that does not belong in this place — this grey
kind of ‘pull a bit of truth out of here and make it a full
truth over there’. That is the first thing.
Secondly, and this is the most outrageous, this is the
very thing that the member for Mount Waverley was
accusing Cr Geoff Lake of putting forward. The
member for Mount Waverley’s government put it
forward under former Premier Denis Napthine. Here is
the evidence — there is far more than what was in the
Age, but this is one example. An article by Nino Bucci
published in the Age of 11 August 2014 — who was in
government on 11 August 2014? The member for
Mount Waverley was in government — was headed
‘Police stations in Melbourne’s east under threat’. This
is important, so I might read a bit of this article:
Four police stations in Melbourne’s east would close and be
replaced with the first of Chief Commissioner Ken Lay’s
‘super sites’ under a plan being pushed by force command.
Only two months after Premier Denis Napthine declared that
no stations would close under a coalition government, it has
emerged that police may ignore concerns of local MPs and
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almost $2 million of station upgrades in the past year to build
a ‘hub’ in Notting Hill.
The move could have major ramifications in several key seats
ahead of the November 29 election, as other battles regarding
police resources rage across Victoria.
Glen Waverley, Mount Waverley, Oakleigh and Clayton
stations —

that is interesting — they are the exact stations the
member for Mount Waverley was referencing as being
part of Labor’s plan; they were in his plan —
would close under the plan, replaced by a ‘super site’, a
vision for policing revealed in the blue paper, released by
Mr Lay in June.

The article goes on, and they had even worked out a
site:
Detective Senior Sergeant Iddles said the Notting Hill station
would be located on a site near Bunnings on Ferntree Gully
Road, almost directly in the middle of the four stations under
threat. The blue paper …

and it goes on. Further down it says:
A Victoria Police spokesman said a feasibility study was
being conducted on the Monash police service area, with no
decisions made on the future of stations. There was no time
line for the study.
Oakleigh station, which received a $316 000 upgrade from
the coalition in October, is in the marginal electorate of the
same name and is held by Labor MP Ann Barker — —

Mr Dixon — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker,
the member has been speaking at some length about
police stations in Mount Waverley, and this is a bail
bill. I am not sure of the relevance of his contribution.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! There is no
point of order.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — Ordinarily I think that
would be a reasonable thing to suggest, but given that
the member for Mount Waverley opened this entire
debate on police stations, I think you get the point.
In a nutshell what has happened here — and it is the
second time it has happened — is that this member has
taken completely out of context what a local councillor,
who just happens to be a member of the Labor Party in
his private time, has said and linked it to a policy
proposition put forward by the member for Mount
Waverley’s then government, the Napthine
government. He has put the two together and somehow
a plan has been hatched. This guy is worse than
Baldrick; he is all over the place.
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Mr Pakula — At least he knew something about
turnips.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — That is right. As the
Attorney-General says, at least Baldrick knew
something about turnips. But I digress.
Mr Southwick — On a point of order, Deputy
Speaker, I think we have heard enough here. This is
about relevance. We need to bring the member back to
the bill rather than have him criticising members in
this house.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I ask the
member to return to speaking on the bill.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — Thank you for the
indulgence, Deputy Speaker, but I was addressing a
substantive issue raised by the member for Mount
Waverley. As the member for Broadmeadows and
other speakers said, this bill not only achieves practical
security for the Victorian community but also comes on
top of significant investments in other resources across
police and across the court system, including really
important programs like the court integrated services
program and others which support the diversion of
young offenders away from the criminal justice system.
This government is not a one-trick pony. We cover the
entire framework of the criminal justice system, and
this bill is a significant part of that. As other speakers
have said, this bill will insert a purpose and guiding
principles section into the Bail Act 1977, clarify tests
for granting bail, clarify powers of police, bail justices
and courts to grant bail, implement recommendations
made by the Royal Commission into Family Violence
relating to bail and clarify provisions relating to the bail
conditions, as the Attorney-General outlined
extensively in his second-reading speech. This is one of
a number of initiatives this government has undertaken
in response to the issues of crime.
Of course there is crime. No-one is hiding that. The only
people who hid the issue of crime were those opposite.
One more point on the member for Mount Waverley: he
misquoted and essentially verballed the Chief
Commissioner of Police when he said that he got up in a
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC)
hearing and made all these allegations that our
government did not fund police and that we cut police.
What the Chief Commissioner of Police said was that we
in Victoria have the second-lowest youth crime rate in
Australia, apart from the ACT. He also said at the PAEC
hearings in February — and the chair of PAEC is in the
chamber — that crime in Victoria started trending up in
2011. Who was in power in 2011? Those opposite were.
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I am proud of the Andrews government’s wholehearted
response to the issues of safety and crime. I am proud
of this bill, I am proud of the work of the AttorneyGeneral, and I will not tolerate rubbish perpetuated with
no substance, as the member for Broadmeadows said,
by those on the opposite side. I commend the bill to the
house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CARBINES
(Ivanhoe).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
Remaining business postponed on motion of
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General).

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

Bus route 788
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — (12 778) I wish to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Public
Transport. The action I seek from the minister is for her
to increase funding for the 788 bus service, which runs
from Portsea to Frankston. I refer the minister to a
Monash University Public Transport Research Group
report. Page 31 sets out a range of municipalities in
Melbourne and their level of public transport services per
week. The table is headed ‘Distribution of public
transport service per resident’. At the top of the table
with a very high level of service of 2197 vehicle
kilometres per head is the City of Melbourne. An
example of an above average municipality is Hobsons
Bay with 727. A low level of service is seen in
Maroondah, which has 524. There are three
municipalities that have a very low level of service, and
they include the Mornington Peninsula. The level of
service on the Mornington Peninsula is half that of the
below average municipalities and only one-seventh of
the one at the top of the table, the City of Melbourne. So
we are very, very poorly serviced by public transport.
What makes it worse — and this is an issue for my
locals — is that I have the oldest electorate in the state,
and I have the fifth-poorest electorate in the state. We
have incredibly low rates of car ownership and
comparatively high levels of households with no-one
with a licence. Obviously given the geography of the
Mornington Peninsula, to access Frankston and further
on where all of the services are — medical, shopping,
entertainment and a whole range of services — the only
way to get there is on this bus route. We recently
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had — and I commend the member for Frankston for
working with me on this one — an increase in the
PenBus services that take young people to Frankston,
Monash University and beyond. But this is another
important issue.
As I said, we ranked second last out of all of the
municipalities in Melbourne, and on top of that we have
issues regarding geography and the profile of the
electorate. We are very, very poorly serviced by public
transport, so I request the minister to provide more
funding for the 788 bus to bring it up to a better
standard so that it is actually a usable service, because I
know that the minute that is done my constituents will
certainly be using that bus service in droves.

Access to justice
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) — (12 779) My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the AttorneyGeneral. The action I seek is for him to provide an
update to Yuroke residents on what actions the
government is taking to improve access to justice for
disadvantaged residents. It is very likely that most
people at some point in their lives will require legal
assistance with a dispute they are having. Whether it is
a dispute with a neighbour or a family law matter, it is
vital that people are able to access sound legal advice
no matter their background or income. We know how
expensive legal assistance can be, even in seemingly
minor cases. Bills can run into thousands of dollars,
which is a major deterrent to people enforcing their
legal rights. That is why access to justice is so vital. I
thank the Attorney-General for his hard work in this
area, and I look forward to his response.

Hoon vehicles
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — (12 780) I raise a matter
for the Minister for Police. The action I seek is for the
minister to make vehicles confiscated under hoon
legislation available to TAFE colleges’ automotive
training workshops. Hoon drivers who lose their cars
have them either crushed or passed on to the State
Emergency Service (SES) for training. The SES offer a
very valuable service with their road crash rescue units,
and it is a service that has saved many lives over the
years. The SES is another valuable volunteer
organisation. I have also seen over the years cars used
by the SES for training, and I have even been cut out of
one on a demonstration day.
However, back to our TAFE college needs. I received a
letter from Terry Sparrow, who is the education
business manager of automotive engineering at
Sunraysia TAFE. He writes:
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As you are well aware TAFE institutes have come across hard
times recently and we are now in a position locally where
many of the vehicles that we work on are outdated or simply
no longer suitable to work on. Many times capital equipment
money excludes the purchase of vehicles so as you can see
this leaves the automotive department in quite a dilemma
especially when funds are tight.

He wonders if it would be better, instead of crushing
hoon vehicles, to donate them to TAFE institutes to
help train apprentices and full-time students. I think this
is a great idea from Mr Sparrow, particularly because
they could use these vehicles that have been confiscated
for educational purposes and for training people.
Perhaps when the TAFE colleges are finished with such
vehicles they could pass them on to the SES for training
purposes. There is a real opportunity here to assist our
TAFEs in keeping their training stock up to date and in
continuing to give our country people in particular the
skills they need to seek the jobs they want in the
automotive industry. This is an opportunity for us to
make a difference and to turn an idiot act into
something of benefit to our community.

Mernda rail extension
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — (12 781) I rise to raise
an adjournment matter for the attention of the Minister
for Public Transport. The action I seek is for her to
outline what is happening regarding the proposed use of
public space that will be created by the Mernda rail
project. Of course there are major public transport
benefits for the community with the 8 kilometres of
track, three new stations, 2000 car park spaces and
more bus services. There are also the economic benefits
and the jobs that will be created during the project,
including the jobs hub, which opened last week and
where hundreds of locals attended seeking work.
Another opportunity that this great project presents is
providing for new public space. With 14 per cent of the
project being above ground there is an opportunity for,
if you like, double use — using the same public land
twice — because that 14 per cent of the 8 kilometres
will be above ground, particularly near Mernda Park
Primary School and also the areas abutting the
Hawkstowe station and the Mernda station.
Opportunities could be available for men’s sheds, youth
groups, community gardens, other recreational
activities and maybe bowls clubs. I know that Mernda
does not have a bowls club, and it would be a perfect
opportunity to have something for older people near
public transport, so I would seek that information from
the minister.
John Holland and the Level Crossing Removal
Authority (LXRA) are getting on with this project.
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They are powering ahead at a cracking pace, but sadly
not for the Mernda town centre. It is sort of the Mernda
mirage. I raised this issue two weeks ago in this place,
and I note that the mayor has responded in this week’s
Whittlesea Review. Although the council’s website says
this town centre has been 10 years in the planning, he is
blaming the Level Crossing Removal Authority, which
has only existed for around two years, for why they
have not got on with it. Well, they absolutely need to
get on with it. He seems to be saying that you have got
to take the time to get it right — what a joke.
Apparently if something is important, you should take
as long as possible to do it.
Whittlesea City Council need to explain to residents
when the town centre will begin construction, stop
making excuses, stop blaming the state government,
stop blaming the LXRA, and get on and build the town
centre and include the opportunities for these public
spaces for community use.

Falls Creek Primary School
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — (12 782) I wish to
raise a matter for the urgent attention of the Minister for
Education. The action I seek as a matter of urgency is
for the minister to provide me with advice as to what
steps his department is taking to address the enrolment
numbers at Falls Creek Primary School in both the
short and long term. With only three days until the
opening of the 2017 winter ski season, business owners
at Falls Creek with children face separations from their
families and disruption to their seasonal businesses and
to their children’s education because Falls Creek
Primary School is unable to accommodate the
necessary number of seasonal enrolments. I have
approached member for Northern Victoria Region in
the other place Jaclyn Symes, and she is aware of the
situation but seems unable to assist. But I do thank her
for her assistance at this stage.
There appears to be an unwillingness on the part of the
department to resolve this issue despite the recognition
of Falls Creek becoming an all-year resort facility
reliant on these seasonal business owners. I am not
talking about wealthy snow bunnies that use Falls
Creek as their winter playground; these are
hardworking average families, many of whom have had
their businesses for generations and are heavily reliant
on the income of the winter season. Take for instance
Jodie Spice, whose family have lived and been in
business in Falls Creek for over 40 years, operating an
accommodation house and retail shop and employing
staff all year round. They currently have three
generations living on the mountain, all passionate about
Falls Creek and its development, and Jodie has been
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unable to enrol her children at Falls Creek Primary
School for the winter season for what will be five years
this year.
The school was formed by the community in 1972 and,
once established, was taken over by the department. The
grandchildren of these founding families are now
amongst those unable to get placements. Students over
the years have included Britt Cox, Australia’s most
successful Winter Olympian. In 2015 the minister
received a letter signed by 50 people that were impacted
in some way by the current limitations of the school
despite recent extensions to the facility. The student
number is capped at 40 students. Historically the cap
would have been sufficient because the number of allyear enrolments stood at eight or nine, so there was
sufficient space available for the winter students. This is
no longer the case, with year-round enrolments
increasing and there being insufficient room to meet the
demand for winter enrolments. I have been contacted by
a number of families that face this dilemma; one family
has had one student accepted and the other has not.
The situation at Falls Creek is unique. It is a
standalone facility by comparison to Mount Buller,
which is an annexe of Mansfield, and Hotham, an
annexe of Bright. It is a unique situation that requires
the minister and the department to explore perhaps
out-of-the-box solutions to enable the education of
these children to continue unhindered and to allow
families to stay together during winter.

Endeavour Hills Cricket Club
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — (12 783) My
adjournment manner is for the attention of the Minister
for Sport, and the action I seek from the minister is that
he approve funding for improvements to the facilities
and infrastructure of the Endeavour Hills Cricket Club.
The Endeavour Hills Cricket Club is a vibrant local
club based in my electorate that recruits players from
across the City of Casey. They are members of the
Victorian Sub-District Cricket Association, the secondtier turf cricket competition in Victoria, and they are the
second most senior club in our region, but unfortunately
their facilities are in need of an upgrade.
Endeavour Hills Cricket Club is a family and
community club with a proud history of engaging
members of our local community. Their facilities are
used by people of all cultures and backgrounds, and the
club actively fosters a friendly and welcoming
atmosphere. We know that local sporting clubs
strengthen individuals and strengthen our communities.
They are places where people from all walks of life
come together to share a mutual love of the game, and
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these clubs provide an opportunity for our young
people to engage with their community as well. They
give them a chance to participate in organised activity
outside of school and develop important and lasting
social connections that play a crucial role in their
development into young men and women.
Being part of grassroots sport gives young people the
opportunity to engage with positive role models and see
the importance and values of teamwork, mateship,
loyalty and discipline, whilst also reaping the physical,
social and mental health benefits of a healthy lifestyle.
Investing in and improving the facilities of grassroots
sporting clubs such as the Endeavour Hills Cricket Club
enhances the quality of sport on offer and the quality of
the spectator experience, and it promotes a sense of
pride amongst the club’s members.
In a highly multicultural electorate like Dandenong it is
clear that sporting clubs provide a connection between
cultures, ages and sexes, offering an inclusive and
constructive social outlet. Sporting clubs deliver so
much to our communities and to the clubs and their
volunteers. They rightly deserve to have facilities and
grounds that match this effort and meet the needs of
their members and of course the participants. On that
note I request that the minister provide funding to the
Endeavour Hills Cricket Club to improve their facilities
and infrastructure.

LGBTI homelessness
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — (12 784) My
adjournment matter is for the minister for housing. The
action I seek is for the minister to develop and
implement an LGBTI homelessness action plan to
address the high rates of LGBTI people who are
homeless and to improve their access to homelessness
services. LGBTI communities are over-represented in
homelessness statistics. According to latest ABS data,
33.7 per cent of lesbian and gay people have
experienced homelessness compared to 13.4 per cent of
heterosexuals. As the Victorian Greens LGBTI
spokesperson I have met with a number of young
people who are same-sex attracted, transgender or
gender diverse who have shared with me some horror
stories when it comes to accessing homelessness
services. I would like to acknowledge and thank the
members of Minus18 and Ygender who were willing to
meet and share their stories with me directly.
Research has found that discrimination, including
experiences within services, has been a major
contributing factor and obstacle to accessing safe and
appropriate service provision. In the Equal Opportunity
Act 2010 faith-based homelessness providers are
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granted an exemption from laws to protect people from
discrimination based on their sexuality, sex or gender
identity. With a majority of homelessness services in
Victoria being faith based this can be a barrier to
LGBTI people accessing services, as they may have
already faced discrimination as a cause of their
homelessness, leaving them less likely to access
services and with no recourse should they feel
discriminated against.
I have also met with key researchers and other
stakeholders within both the LGBTI and homelessness
sectors who have confirmed that LGBTI people are
disproportionately affected by homelessness and that
homelessness services do not have adequate training
or resources to deal with the special needs of this
community. There is also a clear need for further
research and understanding of homelessness within
the LGBTI communities. I urge the minister to act on
this matter.

Rosanna Road safety initiatives
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — (12 785) My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Police. The
action I seek is for the Minister for Police to have her
department install fixed red-light cameras along
Rosanna Road at its intersections with Banyule Road,
Lower Plenty Road and Greensborough Road.
I am aware that the fixed camera site selection
committee is an independent body which makes
decisions about the location of speed cameras in
Victoria. But I am advised that VicRoads have
provided advice previously to the Department of Justice
and Regulation and the fixed camera site selection
committee supporting the installation of fixed cameras
along the Rosanna Road corridor. It will be meeting
again with Resolve Rosanna Road, a local community
group which has advocated strongly for safety
improvements on Rosanna Road and has called for
cameras to be installed along the corridor. It just does
not pass the pub test; it does not pass the commonsense
test for such a busy arterial road catering for heavy
vehicles, commuter traffic and local traffic to be
overlooked for red-light cameras, which have a
significant effect on driver behaviour.
The Andrews government has introduced a truck
curfew, one of its election commitments, on Rosanna
Road and surrounding arterial roads. After community
consultation that truck curfew in the evenings has now
been continued indefinitely as we continue our
investment in the north-east link. Funding of
$100 million was allocated in the budget this year to
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pursue locations and investigations around those works
for the future of that road.
Some $850 000 was allocated last year for capital
works along the Rosanna Road corridor from Burgundy
Street through to Lower Plenty Road, which will be
concluded this month. That $850 000 for safety
improvement works along Rosanna Road, allocated by
the Andrews government, will lead to improved safety.
But this is a further example of why we need red-light
cameras to improve driver behaviour, particularly for
through traffic. Locals understand the safety issues, but
the key issue is those people driving through our
suburbs who are not obeying the road rules, who are
disrespectful of the local community and who are
putting people at risk.
I know this issue well as a local resident of Rosanna. I
understand the concerns of the local community. We
need an explanation from the fixed camera site
selection committee as to why it is yet to approve redlight cameras along that corridor. I am very confident
that the Minister for Police will pursue these matters
with that committee and ensure that we are able to get a
much more positive outcome for the local community
and to improve safety with the ongoing work that we
are doing along Rosanna Road and the surrounding
arterial roads in my electorate.

Hill End Primary School site
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — (12 786) I wish
to raise a matter for the Minister for Education. The
action I seek is for him to intervene in the plans for the
sale of Hill End Primary School and ensure it remains
available for community use. Hill End Primary School
closed in 2007 and since then has been managed on
behalf of the Department of Education and Training by
Hill End Community Inc., known as HECI. This
arrangement was entered into in 2007 with the support
of the regional office of the department of education in
Moe and the Department of Environment, Land, Water
and Planning (DELWP) in Traralgon.
Hill End is a small, relatively isolated community
whose school, church, post office and general store
have all closed over the last 30 years. The school
building has become the community hub due to the
hard work and commitment of the HECI committee,
and it hosts regular community events that are well
supported by the local and broader community.
Australia Day and Anzac Day services are held
annually at the school, along with a quarterly market.
Every Queen’s Birthday weekend the Tanjil Valley Art
Show is held. It is very well supported by local
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exhibitors and large numbers of visitors from right
across Gippsland.
HECI have maintained the school site without any
support from state or local government. They have been
a very proactive, self-sufficient group, relying on their
own initiative and resources to not only maintain this
site on behalf of the department but also strengthen the
very fabric of the community. HECI were incorporated
in 2007 and have an Australian business number
(ABN). They have tax-exempt status and a registered
food premise permit. They have taken out their own
insurance cover for the government-owned buildings
on site. It is very disappointing that no community
consultation has taken place regarding the future use of
the site in the context of the inherent value to the
community provided at the site by HECI.
HECI have not been consulted at all on the proposed sale
of the site. There has been no regard shown for the
achievements of HECI in terms of community benefit
and maintenance of the former school over the past
10 years. The site is very clearly of current and continued
significant value to the community of Hill End.
Seventy community members attended a public
meeting on Thursday, 18 May, to discuss a response to
the state government fast-track planning process. A
unanimous resolution was passed by the meeting for the
sale of the site to be halted and for HECI to be retained
as the formal tenant. DELWP Gippsland has indicated
its support for the site to remain available for
community use under their stewardship. My good
friend in the other place a member for Eastern Victoria
Region, Harriet Shing, is also active in supporting the
Hill End community.
I urge the Minister for Education to remove the school
from the fast-track planning process, take it off the
government’s surplus asset sale list and formally
designate the Hill End Primary School site for
ongoing community use, managed by HECI on behalf
of DELWP.

Essendon Fields employment
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — (12 787) I direct my
adjournment matter to the Minister for Industry and
Employment. The action I seek is for the minister to
join the member for Niddrie and me for a visit to
Essendon Fields with the CEO of Essendon Fields,
Chris Cowan. Essendon Fields used to employ
500 people 15 years ago; it now employs 5500 people.
It would be wonderful to have the minister out on site
with the member for Niddrie and me.
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Responses
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — The member
for Nepean raised a matter for the Minister for Public
Transport seeking increased funding for the bus service
from Portsea to Frankston. The member for Mildura
raised a matter for the Minister for Police seeking to
have hoon vehicles made available to TAFEs. The
member for Yan Yean raised a matter for the Minister
for Public Transport about the use of public space in
regards to Mernda rail. The member for Benambra
raised a matter for the Minister for Education regarding
enrolments for Falls Creek Primary School. The
member for Dandenong raised a matter for the Minister
for Sport regarding funding for improved facilities for
the Endeavour Hills Cricket Club. The member for
Prahran raised a matter for the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing regarding an LGBTI
homelessness action plan. The member for Ivanhoe
raised a matter for the Minister for Police regarding
fixed red-light cameras on the Rosanna Road corridor.
The member for Narracan raised a matter for the
Minister for Education seeking intervention in the plans
for the sale of the Hill End Primary School site. The
member for Essendon raised a matter for the Minister
for Industry and Employment seeking that he visit
Essendon Fields with him and the member for Niddrie.
The member for Yuroke raised a matter for me seeking
information about access to justice in Yuroke. Of course,
as the member well knows, Victorians who live in
Yuroke and in the City of Hume are served by the
Victoria Legal Aid office of Broadmeadows but also by
the Northern Community Legal Centre, which provides
outreach services in Craigieburn and elsewhere around
the northern corridor. In response to the member’s
adjournment matter, I can advise her of a couple of
things. First of all, we recently responded to the Access
to Justice review with our acceptance of almost all the
recommendations plus almost $35 million worth of
funding. That funding will go to legal aid to provide
additional grants for expanded-duty lawyer services, an
expansion of the legal help telephone service, a digital
translator and interpreting services. Some of that money
will also go to VCAT and the courts to expand
alternative dispute resolution, to provide self-represented
litigant support services and to improve online material
for people engaging with our courts and VCAT, and we
have provided funding for online dispute resolution
pilots that are going to be run by VCAT.
In addition to that, I can say to the member for Yuroke
that we have also provided almost $25 million of funding
for our community legal sector. We obviously planned
for what we thought were going to be those federal
government cuts, which were thankfully reversed at the
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very last minute, but the money that we were going to
put in to fill that hole we are putting in anyway. We are
putting in that money anyway, and that will mean over
$6 million over two years to ensure community legal
centres can continue to provide services to disadvantaged
Victorians. We are going to continue the Community
Legal Centre Assistance Fund — that is $1 million every
year for the next four years.
We are also funding integrated service partnerships. The
member may well know about some of those services. I
know the member for Ivanhoe knows that in Banyule
there is that community health partnership. We are going
to be providing $2.4 million over four years for more of
those integrated service partnerships. We are going to be
continuing to support JobWatch, and we will support the
Federation of Community Legal Centres with funding as
well. We will continue with $10.3 million over four
years — the continuation of the Family Violence Duty
Lawyer Fund and the Community Legal Centre Family
Violence Fund, both of which would have otherwise
lapsed on 30 June this year.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house
now stands adjourned until tomorrow.
House adjourned 8.28 p.m.
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JOINT SITTING OF PARLIAMENT
Legislative Council vacancy
Honourable members of both houses met in
Assembly chamber at 6.17 p.m.
The Clerk — Before proceeding with the business
of this joint sitting it will be necessary to appoint a
Chair. I call the Premier.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I move:
That the Honourable Colin Brooks, Speaker of the Legislative
Assembly, be appointed Chair of this joint sitting.
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He is willing to accept the appointment if chosen. In
order to satisfy the joint sitting as to the requirements of
section 27A(4) of the Constitution Act 1975, I also
advise that Mr Gepp is the selection of the Victorian
branch of the Australian Labor Party, the party
previously represented in the Legislative Council by
Mr Steven Herbert.
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — I second the
proposal.
The CHAIR — Are there any further proposals? As
there are no further nominations, I declare that
nominations are closed.
Motion agreed to.

I can inform all honourable members that he is willing
to accept the nomination.

The CHAIR — I declare that Mr Mark Gepp has
been chosen to occupy the vacant seat in the Legislative
Council. I will advise the Governor accordingly.

Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — I second the
motion.

I now declare the joint sitting closed.

The Clerk — Are there any further proposals?
There being no further proposals, the Honourable Colin
Brooks, Speaker of the Legislative Assembly, will take
the Chair.
Motion agreed to.
The CHAIR — I draw the attention of honourable
members to the extracts from the Constitution Act 1975
which have been circulated. Please note that the various
provisions require that the joint sitting be conducted in
accordance with rules adopted for the purpose by
members present at the sitting. The first procedure,
therefore, will be the adoption of rules.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — Chair, I desire to
submit the rules of procedure, which are in the hands of
honourable members, and I accordingly move:
That these rules be the rules of procedure for this joint sitting.

Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — I second the
motion.
Motion agreed to.
The CHAIR — The rules having been adopted, I
now invite proposals from members for a person to
occupy the vacant seat in the Legislative Council.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — Chair, it gives me
great pleasure to propose:
That Mr Mark Gepp be chosen to occupy the vacant seat in
the Legislative Council.

Proceedings terminated 6.21 p.m.
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Thursday, 8 June 2017
The SPEAKER (Hon. Colin Brooks) took the chair
at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Auditor-General:
Annual Plan 2017–18
Effectiveness of the Victorian Public Sector
Commission — Ordered to be published
Border Groundwaters Agreement Review Committee —
Report 2015–16
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notice of approval of
an amendment to the Yarra Planning Scheme — C260
Victorian Environmental Assessment Council:
Fibre and Wood Supply Assessment Report
Statewide Assessment of Public Land
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community to speak to and work with the council and
really to hope for a decision reversal on this issue.
It is absolutely incorrect to close these libraries in small
communities when this particular public asset is so
critical to the community. As the Save Barwon Heads
Community Library group has said, local libraries
increase engagement, reduce isolation and perpetuate
community spirit. As the local member I could not
agree more with that sentiment. Again I respectfully
call on the council administrators to reverse this
decision, to acknowledge that they have got this wrong,
to agree to continue to open this library and to involve
the community in its ongoing future.

Crime
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — Victorians
are sick to death of watching our state suffer through a
crime wave that the state government seems unwilling
or unable to combat. Too often we are waking up to
hear stories of carjackings, home invasions and violent
crimes that are turning our state into the crime capital
of Australia.

Wodonga Institute of TAFE — Report 2016.

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

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Barwon Heads Community Library
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — The City of
Greater Geelong recently announced its intention to
close the Barwon Heads Community Library. I have
been working closely with the local residents and the
administrators of the council about this issue. It is
absolutely critical, in my view, that this important local
asset remain open, and I reiterate today my full and
strong support for keeping it open. In doing so I again
call on the City of Greater Geelong to reverse this
short-sighted decision.
Following the announcement I met with the council
administrators and I did welcome their commitment to
delay the closure of the Barwon Heads library until
30 September to provide more opportunity for the

Last week this crime wave came to my electorate and
indeed my own suburb with a family in Templestowe
having their home brutally invaded. Five men set upon
a family home in a quiet cul-de-sac in a manner that
was brutal, vicious, random and quite shocking. Many
members of my local community have made contact
with my office to express their frustration at the state
government’s seeming lack of will and resolve to tackle
this crime wave that is sweeping our city and our state.
I have a message though for these perpetrators: a
Liberal-Nationals government will subject you to
mandatory sentencing. Whether it is in my electorate or
any of the 87 others, we will not let Victorians continue
to live in fear as the Labor government and the weak,
hopeless Minister for Police are.

Fitzsimons Lane–Porter Street, Templestowe
Mr GUY — I briefly raise the issue of the
Fitzsimons Lane–Porter Street roundabout in
Templestowe, which is a traffic nightmare and difficult
to navigate. It is a three-lane roundabout that causes
mass congestion through Templestowe, particularly for
northbound traffic into Eltham. This roundabout needs
significant change, and I have asked my community for
suggestions as to what they think is a better way
forward. It is my view that this roundabout in its current
form, with reduced lanes to cater for buses, slow
signalisation and three lanes of traffic flow, is not
working. It is dangerous and confusing and a better way
forward is needed to manage both eastbound and Porter
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Street traffic and northbound Nillumbik and Banyule
traffic seeking to get across the river.

Family violence
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) — I rise to update
the house on the groundbreaking work the Andrews
Labor government is doing in my electorate of Mill
Park to combat the scourge of family violence. We all
know about this problem; this Parliament and this
chamber have heard telling words on the matter and
voted on world-leading legislation to address it.
I am proud that my community is tackling this issue
and that the Mill Park police station will be the home of
the first family violence prevention unit in Victoria to
operate as a high-risk investigation office. It is worth
noting that this is in the context of the unit at the Mill
Park police station initially being launched as a victim
management office. It has evolved into something that
will better protect victims and ensure perpetrators are
never able to get away with their actions. This transition
is based on the work of the 2016 Royal Commission
into Family Violence.
Our government has delivered $1.9 billion in the budget
to address family violence — more than all other
jurisdictions combined. Due to the training of the
officers at Mill Park, the unit is now equipped to
investigate high-risk family violence offences. Victims
of family violence can now contact the unit directly and
not get lost in the system. By giving more attention to
the high-risk cases, officers can intervene and respond
to prevent tragedy.
This is about lives being saved; it is about women and
children being protected. There are currently
12 offenders behind bars due to the work of this unit. I
hope the unit continues to do a fantastic job protecting
families in my electorate and that this model is seen as
something that can be replicated across the state. I
thank all ministers involved and certainly acknowledge
the — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Wangaratta law and order forum
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — I was delighted
to have the Leader of the Opposition join me in
Wangaratta last week, where we announced a law and
order forum that will be held on 31 July. Tania Maxwell
from the Enough is Enough anti-violence community
safety campaign also joined us. Tania is working hard to
highlight the problems with bail, parole and sentencing
laws and is advocating for change. Unfortunately
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Wangaratta has been impacted by several violent crimes
in recent times, and it is important that Wangaratta and
the surrounding community come together to discuss this
important issue.

Moira business excellence awards
Mr McCURDY — Congratulations to all
businesses in the Moira shire who were recognised in
the recent business excellence awards. Cobram’s Manto
Produce was awarded the highest honour, taking out the
2017 Moira Shire Business Champion award as well as
the Excellence in Local Produce award.
Congratulations to John Mantovani and his team. Our
local businesses are so vital to the local economy, and I
believe when businesses do well, our local economy
does well.

Elsie Jackel and Doris Head
Mr McCURDY — Two Ovens Valley residents
have recently celebrated 100th birthdays, and I would
like to congratulate both of them. Elsie Jackel of
Cobram marked the momentous occasion with morning
tea with family and friends as well as a lunch.
Mrs Jackel has lived in Cobram for 63 years and is a
talented musician and artist. She and her husband, Len,
ran old-time dance bands, which played several times a
week across the district. Mrs Jackel played the piano
and piano accordion. Yarrawonga’s Doris Head turned
100 on Sunday. Mrs Head has seen enormous change in
her life, from the horse and gig days. She was born
during the First World War and witnessed the
introduction of electricity and hot water in the 1940s.
She was involved in tennis, basketball and many other
activities. Congratulations to Mrs Jackel and Mrs Head
on this milestone and their long and prosperous lives.

Williamstown Cemetery
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Industry and
Employment) — I rise today to recognise the
significant work undertaken by the Greater
Metropolitan Cemeteries Trust and Victoria’s Heritage
Restoration Fund to refurbish the Williamstown
Cemetery fountain. The fountain was constructed in
1892 in loving memory of Agnes White, nee Turnbull,
by her husband, John White. John White was a local
mariner who built ships and operated a successful
trading business. Throughout the electorate of
Williamstown, John funded street plantings, raised
money for the construction of new buildings in
Footscray and donated money to help construct a
women’s ward in the Williamstown Hospital.
When it was discovered that the original £25 donated
by John was insufficient to cover the construction costs
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of the fountain, the Williamstown Cemetery’s trustees
stepped in to help. Now the Greater Metropolitan
Cemeteries Trust and Victoria’s Heritage Restoration
Fund have stepped up to share the cost of the
restoration in a joint initiative. The damage caused by
over 120 years of exposure to the elements took almost
a year to repair and cost $450 000. However, I think
everyone who sees the fountain will agree that the final
result has made the time, funding and effort that went
into the restoration more than worthwhile.
This fountain is one of only three similar fountains in
Victoria and is one of the defining features of the
Williamstown Cemetery, providing a peaceful and
beautiful place for reflection. I would like to thank and
commend the Greater Metropolitan Cemeteries Trust
and Victoria’s Heritage Restoration Fund for restoring
the fountain to its original glory. I would also like to
thank the Friends of Williamstown Cemetery.

Bayswater Community Day
Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) — What a farce the
Bayswater Community Day was on Saturday. It was
touted as a celebration of ‘the end of the Bayswater
level crossing project’. In fact it did nothing for the
local traders, who have collectively lost millions of
dollars through this mismanaged project. And by the
way, the project is not finished. Just ask the traders
who still have construction zones outside their shops
or the older citizens who have tripped and fallen over
the rubble and uneven surfaces that remain throughout
the precinct.
How do a petting zoo or face painting start to repair the
financial hurt, or the musicians and street performers,
who were not even local? We have some great local
musos, but were they given a paid local gig? No, they
were not. The Level Crossing Removal Authority did
not even cough up for the sausages for the few people
who did turn up. We paid for ours, and although I love
our local scout groups, which bit of this was a thanks to
local shoppers and traders?
Then of course there were the Station Street traders.
The cafe need not have opened their doors, and the fish
and chip shop was trading at approximately 10 per cent
to 20 per cent of their normal Saturday lunch trade.
They are already doing it tough. With the permanent
removal of car parking spaces, their regular clientele are
finding it too hard to duck in to grab their dinner.
Where does the pain end for the loyal, long-suffering
traders of Bayswater? The Andrews Labor government
has ruled out compensation, even though one business
has definitive proof that they lost $250 000 due to the
crossing removal project’s mismanagement of timing.
Enough is enough, Premier. This was a huge slap.
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These are real people, and it is sad that again you have
missed that point.

Muskaan Support Australia
Ms WARD (Eltham) — There are some pretty
amazing people living in the seat of Eltham and that
includes Marion Hadingham. She is a kind, generous
woman who wears her heart on her sleeve. She is a
determined woman, who when she sees an injustice
does not just click a ‘like’ button; she goes out and
makes real change. Over the last eight years, Marion
has led Muskaan Support Australia (MSA) to build a
school in Bhopal, India. She has just about reached this
goal, with the last fundraiser, the ultimate Bollywood
Bedazzled ball, being held a few weeks ago. Works on
the school are nearly finished. Over the years Muskaan
Support Australia has raised approximately $90 000.
This would not have been possible without the tireless
efforts and superb work of Marion and her husband,
Kevin — president and secretary of MSA — and the
impressive support of the big-hearted folks at the
Rotary Club of Eltham. I also pay tribute to Matt
Walsh, Eshan Arya, Sunalini Arya, Arjun Reddy and
Lalitha Nair for their work.
Rajbhog Indian Restaurant; Machan Indian Restaurant;
Helloworld Travel Eltham; the Good Guys, Northland;
Run to the River; G’day India; Beyond India;
Stonehaven on Monsants; Bendigo Vodafone; Angad
Australian Institute of Technology; Desi Style by
Essence of India; the Buckland family, Fish Creek;
Raj-Rani Creations Indian clothing store; Roshan’s
Fashions; DJ Baba Saheed; Jawaher Jewellery; Healthy
India, Reservoir; Chimes Indian Restaurant; Indya
Foods Pty Ltd; Bharatha Choodomani Australia; Nacho
Nacho Dance Institute and others were fantastic
supporters of this. With the funds raised from this
year’s ball, works will be completed for the poor and
underprivileged of Bhopal.

Country Women’s Association Diamond
Valley branch
Ms WARD — I recently opened the terrific
Diamond Valley Country Women’s Association of
Victoria art show. It was an impressive array of
women’s skill, creativity and dedication that covered a
wide range of disciplines. It was a pleasure to be asked
to present the individual and group prizes in recognition
of skill, attention to detail and skill growth. Thanks
goes to Helen Vavala, Diamond Valley group creative
arts convener; Danielle Twine, Diamond Valley group
president; and their team. They put together such a
great day.
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Port of Hastings
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — Despite the
overwhelming evidence to the contrary, no-one in the
freight and logistics industry — one worth more than
$23 billion per year to our state — or no-one with more
than a passing interest in Victoria continuing as an
international container port destination was surprised to
read that Infrastructure Victoria has recommended to
the Andrews Labor government that it should rule out
Hastings as the state’s next container port. After all we
must remember that until this Parliament forced them to
stop, the Andrews Labor government was signing up to
give the new purchaser of the port of Melbourne a
70-year monopoly over ports in Victoria, meaning
no-one could build a second port in our state, regardless
of how badly it was needed, until around 2085. That is
blatant economic vandalism.
Against that background, it was predictable that a body
stacked with Labor sympathisers would present a report
that used outlandish assumptions, ignored facts and
misinterpreted evidence to substantiate the ridiculous
conclusion that nothing needs to be done for more than
40 years. The Premier has again simply used
Infrastructure Victoria to try and get his own way.

Minister for Small Business, Innovation
and Trade
Mr BURGESS — At last week’s Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee hearings we heard that the
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade,
Philip Dalidakis, has jetted around the world on an
astonishing seven overseas junkets in the past year,
charging taxpayers a whopping $209 000 for the cost of
flights, accommodation and expenses. You would think
that a person who has spent that much money would
come back with a swathe of new initiatives and benefits
for Victorian small businesses, yet apparently not one
trip was dedicated to that portfolio. When pressed on
the nature of these junkets, the minister said his
department was looking into new and emerging trade
relations, again hoping someone else would generate
something that he could claim.

St Albans level crossings
Ms SULEYMAN (St Albans) — On Sunday I was
joined by the Premier and the federal Leader of the
Opposition, Bill Shorten, together with Dianne
Dejanovic to unveil the St Albans station memorial
garden. The garden is where families and the community
can gather together and pay their respects, and it serves
as an acknowledgement of the victims who have
tragically lost their lives in St Albans, in particular at the
Main Road and Furlong Road level crossings. I thank
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Dianne Dejanovic, whose strength and determination
have endured — never giving up and fighting to make
sure that these level crossings were removed.

Victoria University
Ms SULEYMAN — On another matter, I would
like to congratulate Victoria University (VU), which
has recently been ranked in the world’s top 200 young
universities. I am happy to support the continued
success of VU in the west, in particular at the St Albans
and Sunshine campuses. The west continues to grow,
and today I am proudly wearing the ‘I love VU’ T-shirt,
which is a campaign that will continue throughout the
secondary colleges in my electorate and the west.
Through this promotion VU aims to make sure that
students feel very proud of the university, which
provides pathways for the future.
VU continues to focus on education, not only in
universities but in divisions such as TAFE, including
the Victoria Polytechnic in Sunshine, which again
received a top prize this year. So whether it is a trade or
a degree, VU is providing all the options for students in
the west to obtain an education and opportunities. I
want to thank VU’s Peter Dawkins for his hard work
and the university staff, who are dedicated to
strengthening local educational opportunities for young
people, particularly in Sunshine and St Albans.

Stan Brown
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) — Stan Brown was one
of nature’s gentlemen, and his contribution to his
community makes him very worthy of mention today.
Born in 1914, Stan lived a long and fruitful life at
Yielima, near Nathalia, close to his much-loved
Barmah forest and Murray River.
He and his wife Vera, during their 64 years of marriage,
raised four children and enjoyed a large extended
family. He was a life member of the Yalca-Yielima Fire
Brigade, serving for over 80 years, and was the
communications officer up to the time of his death at
the age of 102. He was a local councillor for many
years and a life member of many community
organisations.
He was also a keen sportsman; he played cricket all his
life, and he played it well. One of Stan’s much told
stories was of meeting Sir Donald Bradman. Stan was
16 years old and was counselled by Sir Donald against
the perils of cigarettes and public houses. It was a
warning he heeded as, in Stan’s words, ‘when Bradman
tells you something, it makes a big impression’.
In delivering his grandfather’s eulogy his grandson
said, ‘He had many words of advice for us over the
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years, one being “Always be kind to everyone and
everything and you will be richly rewarded”, and the
other “If your work interferes with your sport, get a
new job”‘. Stan Brown enjoyed a very full life
contributing to his family and community, and in doing
so achieved the great respect of his own community to
whom he gave so much.

Victoria Police
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — I rise to pay
tribute to the men and women of Victoria Police who
keep our community safe. In the last two weeks we
have seen extraordinary bravery, courage,
determination and resilience from our Victoria Police
men and women, and particularly the special operations
group who were called to protect our community again
during flight MH128’s siege and their professionalism
in keeping everyone on that plane safe and allowing
them to exit and go home to their families.
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house should not be passed until these questions have
been considered and tested. To do so would be to
remove justice for our volunteers.

National Rugby League State of Mind program
Mr CRISP — Last Saturday the National Rugby
League (NRL) conducted a rugby tournament at
Nichols Point oval in Mildura. The event focused on
improving mental health and wellbeing for members of
our local Rugby League clubs and also promoting
mental health in the broader community. All ages
competed, with one of the highlights being the match of
the women’s 9s between the Murray Darling Eelettes
and the Mildura Warriors. NRL ambassadors Reni
Maitua and Dean Widders provided commentary.
Being active in sport has benefits for both physical and
mental health, and it is great to see our sporting codes
run these to promote wellbeing in our community.

Merbein historical society anniversary
More recently with terrorists striking the suburb of
Brighton in metropolitan Melbourne during the siege,
the officers’ expertise saw more lives protected. Sadly
we saw three officers injured, two seriously. This is
the professionalism, diligence, courage and expertise
that our Victorian police officers show each and every
day. They put themselves on the line to protect life
and property and keep our communities safe. We need
to be with them during their physical recovery and to
think about how they are supported in the months that
come when they relive these situations time and time
again. We must ensure that we are serious about
supporting them and protecting them against the
effects of post-traumatic stress disorder. This is a
highly pressurised area. The special operations group
officers are a wonderful bunch of people. I want to
place on the record on behalf of my community my
thanks for their support of our community.

Fire services
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — Despite the best efforts of
Steve Warrington to convince Mildura that under the
new arrangements between the volunteers and the paid
firefighters the Mildura integrated station will improve,
I note that history is not in the chief officer’s favour.
The working relationship at Mildura has best been
described as toxic for many years, something I doubt
will change easily.
Issues that the community want answered are how the
assets are divided, what amenities will be provided for
Country Fire Authority volunteers and where the
equipment will be housed. So many other issues that
concern volunteers and the community have not been
answered, and therefore the legislation before this

Mr CRISP — The Merbein historical society
celebrated its 20th anniversary, and I would like to pay
tribute to their work to preserve the history of the region,
particularly this year as we mark the 100th anniversary
of Birdwoodton. To Bernadette Wells and her crew
there, well done for preserving our history.

Walk from Robe
Mr LIM (Clarinda) — The re-enactment of the
walk from Robe to Parliament began on 6 May and
lasted 20 days along a route of over 500 kilometres. It
was a commemoration to honour the bravery, tenacity
and resilience of the Chinese gold seekers who had to
make this arduous trip 160 years earlier. In 1857, to
curb the arrival of the Chinese, a £10 head tax was
levied only on the Chinese gold-diggers that arrived in
Melbourne. This discriminatory law meant that the
Chinese had to disembark at Robe in South Australia
and walk over 400 kilometres to the central Victorian
goldfields. Some 16 800 Chinese gold seekers walked
overland from Robe, and many died from exhaustion
and sickness. Upon arrival at the goldfields Chinese
miners were often met by racist riots and
discrimination. Nevertheless, these Chinese pioneers
survived and have contributed significantly to the
prosperity and development of Australia and Victoria.
History was made at the great walk reception in
Parliament House on 25 May when the Premier and the
Leader of the Opposition received walkers and
apologised for this discriminatory policy and
wrongdoing of the past.
The Chinese community is now the largest ethnic group
in Australia’s multicultural society, numbering more than
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1.4 million residents. This apology is testament to how
far we have come and is another positive step towards a
more multicultural and inclusive Victoria and Australia.

Ferntree Gully electorate crime
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — Residents in
the Ferntree Gully electorate are expressing their
dismay at this government’s lack of attention in terms
of providing infrastructure for their community, such as
school upgrades, road upgrades and upgrades to
sporting facilities, but also in terms of law and order.
This is a community that does not feel safe and more
importantly does not believe that this government and
the Minister for Police, who is at the table, are doing
enough to make our state feel safe and to make people
in Ferntree Gully and the broader Knox community feel
safe. Residents of my community have complained of
hearing of home invasions occurring in their streets, of
cars being broken into and of people who have suffered
from assault. Ladies have been assaulted at Knox city
shopping centre. Residents of my community have
expressed that enough is enough, and they want more
action from this government.

Knox basketball junior finals
Mr WAKELING — I want to pay tribute to
Stephen Walter and the team at Knox Raiders
basketball for recently hosting the junior basketball
finals. Over the weekend nearly 10 000 people went
through the State Basketball Centre. It was a great
event, and I want to pay tribute to everyone involved.

Fairhills High School and Boronia K–12
College
Mr WAKELING — Congratulations to Fairhills
High School and Boronia K–12 College on their recent
presentation ball. Over 100 students participated in the
event. I wish to place on the record my congratulations to
all involved and to everyone who organised the event.

Scoresby Secondary College
Mr WAKELING — Congratulations to Gail Major
and the team at Scoresby Secondary College for recently
hosting the student leadership day for local primary
schools, including Mountain Gate Primary School.

Bill Shorten
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) — Recently I caught
up with the federal opposition leader, Bill Shorten, MP,
and spoke to him about the Frankston Dolphins losing
their VFL licence and my community campaign to
ensure that we get the club back on track. Bill told me
that he supported the fight and would become a
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member as he knew every membership counted
towards reclaiming our 2018 VFL licence from AFL
Victoria. It was a great pleasure today to meet our
newest Frankston Dolphins member, the leader of the
federal opposition, and give him a team polo top in
front of a standing-room-only crowd at Bill’s town hall
meeting in Frankston. On behalf of Frankston, thanks
for your support, Bill.

Southern United Football Club
Mr EDBROOKE — Last week I met with Michael
from Southern United Football Club to present a
$5000 cheque for the club, which aims to provide an
environment where women and girls in the southern
area can achieve elevated levels of skills and
competition. The club has a focus on developing young
female talent and providing a pathway to the highest
level of football in Victoria and beyond, and the Labor
state government is right behind them.

Frankston schools
Mr EDBROOKE — For the first time in
Frankston’s history, we have two-thirds of our state
schools simultaneously building fully funded Labor
state government projects. That’s more than 10 school
projects established in the two and a half years since
being elected. Apart from supplying record funding for
Victorian schools, for the last three years the Victorian
Labor government budget has met Gonski funding
levels, because all kids deserve the best start no matter
what their background.

Young Street, Frankston
Mr EDBROOKE — It is an exciting time in
Frankston on Young Street. Welcome to two new
Frankston businesses that have established themselves
on the street, Young Cafe and Passion Hair & Nails,
which opened on Young Street in the last few weeks.
It is great to see the Young Street redevelopment
works attracting new businesses to establish
themselves in Frankston.

Maccabiah Games
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — Congratulations
to all the athletes chosen to represent Victoria and
Australia in the 2017 20th Maccabiah Games in July.
Nineteen-year-old track and field athlete Jemima
Montag will carry the Maccabi Australia flag into
Teddy Stadium in Jerusalem at the Maccabiah Games
opening ceremony. It was a privilege to catch up with
Jemima and farewell all of the people who are leaving
on Sunday night — some 250 athletes from Victoria. A
big thankyou to president Barry Smorgon, OAM, who

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Thursday, 8 June 2017

ASSEMBLY

has done a great job in leading the organisation and
enabling a record number of athletes to go, and also to
the organising committee — head of delegation Tom
York, general manager Nikki Burger, head of
operations Karen Holloway, Laurence Miller and
others — who will all be enabling what I am sure will
be a very successful games.
It was a bittersweet farewell to Australia’s biggest
delegation to the games in Israel, paying a moving
tribute to the teammates tragically lost 20 years ago at
the 1997 games bridge disaster. Tony Aarons, Sam
Parasol and Michelle Tremigliozzi lit candles on behalf
of the Bennett, Zines and Sawicki families, while Greg
Small’s daughter Rebecca and his 1997 teammate
Daniel Zalcman lit a candle in his honour.

Yeshiva College
Mr SOUTHWICK — A big shout-out to year 6
students at Yeshiva College, ably led by teacher
Rodney Hill. I will be visiting them on Friday. They
are always keen to learn about the political system in
Victoria.

Hoseah Partsch
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — I rise today to
congratulate a very talented member of my community,
Hoseah Partch. Hoseah is currently competing on the
TV talent contest The Voice, singing Ariana Grande’s
Almost is Never Enough. Hoseah auditioned for the
show on 24 April and wowed all the judges, receiving
the much-acclaimed four-chair turn.
Hoseah moved to Australia in 2011 and is now a
year 12 student at Dandenong High School. He is a
fantastic example to his classmates and our community
that you can achieve whatever you set your mind to
regardless of your circumstances. Raised by a single
mother and the eldest of four children, Hoseah and his
family have had their fair share of hardship. They have
struggled financially and at times battled to get food on
the table, but Hoseah has not let this discourage him. In
fact it has made him determined to succeed, with his
mum as his greatest inspiration.
Having taught himself to play piano in only a few
months and possessing a soulful voice beyond his
years, Hoseah is a remarkable talent and an inspiring
young man. He is now competing in the live finals and
faces the possibility of elimination again on Sunday. I
congratulate Hoseah on his efforts so far and wish him
all the best for the rest of the competition. Come on,
Dandenong, get voting.
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Kirsty Boden and Sara Zelenak
Mr T. SMITH (Kew) — It is my sad duty to mourn
the loss of two fine young Australians who were
murdered on London Bridge in London by terrorists.
Kirsty Boden was a nurse from South Australia and
Sara Zelenak was a nanny from Queensland. They were
two young women, roughly my age, who went to
London and were murdered by Islamic terrorists —
Islamic fascists — who mean our country and those of
our friends around the world immense harm.

Brighton incident
Mr T. SMITH — The ugly spectre of terrorism
appeared again this week, this time in Brighton where
Yacqub Khayre murdered Kai Hao, a
Chinese-Australian who was simply doing his job as an
attendant at an apartment block. I pay tribute to the
special operations group who rushed to the scene and
put their bodies and their lives on the line for freedom,
for decency and for our great state and nation. The
simple question is: why was this man on parole? We
have still not had a sufficient answer to that very
important question.
I was equally appalled by the comments made by the
Islamic Council of Victoria this morning in questioning
whether the incident in Brighton was related to
terrorism or not. I am simply appalled by their
statements regarding safe spaces for various people. In
this country you should be able to say in public what
you say in private.

Ramadan
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) — Ramadan
mubarak, Ramadan kareem. We are in the period of
Ramadan, a deeply spiritual time for Muslims
throughout the world as they fast between sunrise and
sunset. It is a time to reflect, seek peace, consider those
less fortunate and give to the community to care and
nurture others. These are the qualities of the people that
I know of Muslim faith.
I recently went to an open day at the Thomastown
mosque, and I attended my first iftar dinner this year,
which is a meal to break the fast. I attended the iftar of
the AMAFHH Federation, a charity organisation,
which was combined with the Islamic Shia Council of
Victoria iftar. I will also attend the Muslim Welfare
Trust of Victoria’s iftar next week along with a number
of other iftars. I believe if everybody in Victoria had the
opportunity to visit a mosque and participate in an iftar
dinner, they would see that the real teachings of Islam
are about compassion and generosity and that Islam
shares beliefs and concerns with people of other faiths.
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Anglesea, Aireys Inlet Society for the Protection
of Flora and Fauna

RACING AMENDMENT
(MODERNISATION) BILL 2017

Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) — I was pleased to join
the Anglesea, Aireys Inlet Society for the Protection of
Flora and Fauna (ANGAIR) annual dinner last
Saturday night at the Anglesea Hotel. ANGAIR is an
important volunteer community environmental group
that is dedicated to the care and maintenance of our
fragile coastal environment in the Anglesea and Aireys
Inlet area. The dinner attracted a solid crowd of around
100 people who reflected strongly the dedication this
group has to the propagation and protection of the many
coastal plants and animals that are always at threat in a
landscape that is under increasing pressure because of
the growth and popularity of the Great Ocean Road.
ANGAIR has done much to share its knowledge of the
local plants with residents and visitors alike, and with
its meeting rooms and relatively new greenhouse in the
heart of town it is able to keep knowledge and
information about the natural world in people’s minds.

Statement of compatibility

Anglesea coalmine site
Mr RIORDAN — I would also like this Parliament
to record the thanks owed to the many community
groups and the company Alcoa who have been working
solidly for the last 12 months on a rehabilitation plan
for the old coalmine site in Anglesea. For 50 years the
coal mined in Anglesea powered the aluminium
production at Point Henry in Geelong, providing not
only many jobs in Geelong but also a strong backbone
for the Anglesea community. The work being done by
the Anglesea community and Alcoa will hopefully
leave a fantastic legacy of restored landscape, with an
opportunity to provide jobs and opportunity in
Anglesea for years to come.
Draft plans and ideals will be revealed to all the
community over this coming long weekend, and all
stakeholders will now have an opportunity to feed into
the management plan that will guide the rehabilitation
and management of the Anglesea coal mine for the next
10 years. It is very important that all the community use
these coming weeks to have their say, as it will be a
once-in-a-lifetime opportunity for this community to
create a legacy that will sit proudly alongside the
already well-known coastal assets of Anglesea and the
Great Ocean Road.

Mr PAKULA (Minister for Racing) 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 Racing
Amendment (Modernisation) Bill 2017.
In my opinion, the Racing Amendment (Modernisation) Bill
2017, as introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is
compatible with human rights as set out in the charter. I base
my opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview
The bill amends the Racing Act 1958 (Racing Act) to clarify
that Racing Victoria will not become a public entity for the
purposes of the Public Administration Act 2004 (PA act) or
the Financial Management Act 1994 (Financial Management
Act) as a result of changes to the constitution adopted by
shareholders at the special general meeting held on
18 April 2017.
The bill will also amend the Racing Act to specify that the
minister may perform any functions, exercise any powers and
carry out any duties conferred on the minister by the
constitution in relation to the selection, appointment,
resignation and removal of directors of Racing Victoria.
Human rights issues
The amendments to the Racing Victoria constitution adopted
by shareholders at the special general meeting provide the
Minister for Racing with the power to appoint the directors of
Racing Victoria following consideration of a report prepared
by an advisory panel.
The advisory panel will be constituted of the Secretary to the
Department of Justice and Regulation (or his or her nominee);
a nominee of the minister; a nominee appointed jointly by
Victoria Racing Club, Melbourne Racing Club and the
Moonee Valley Racing Club; a nominee appointed by
Country Racing Victoria; and a nominee appointed jointly by
the industry body members.
The Racing Victoria constitution will also give the minister
the power to remove a director from office by notice in
writing to the chair, if the minister considers that the director
has brought the Victorian thoroughbred racing industry into
disrepute. The removal of the director will be effective from
the date set out in the minister’s notice.
The bill confirms that the minister has the power to perform
any functions, exercise any powers and carry out any duties
conferred on the minister by the constitution in relation to the
selection, appointment, resignation and removal of directors
of Racing Victoria.
This may engage section 18 of the charter (the right to
participate in public life) if current directors are not
reappointed. However, the right will not be limited as
directors will be able to seek reappointment.
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The Hon. Martin Pakula, MP
Minister for Racing

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

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
standing orders:
The bill seeks to amend the Racing Act 1958 (Racing Act) to
support changes to the constitution of Racing Victoria that
will ensure that the board is independent and that conflicts of
management are minimised and appropriately managed.
The thoroughbred racing industry generates nearly
$2.1 billion in value annually to the Victorian economy and
sustains more than 19 600 full-time equivalent jobs.
Almost 72 000 people are engaged in the industry as an
employee, volunteer or participant with around two-thirds of
those residing in regional Victoria.
Racing Victoria is a public company limited by guarantee
established under the Corporations Act 2001. Directors of
Racing Victoria have previously been appointed the Victoria
Racing Club, Melbourne Racing Club, Moonee Valley
Racing Club, Country Racing Victoria and industry body
members including the jockey and trainers associations.
In short, the directors of Racing Victoria were appointed by
the people and organisations that they regulate.
In late 2016, the government made a commitment to amend
the Racing Act to ensure that directors are independent and
conflicts of interest are minimised and appropriately managed
and that Racing Victoria would not become a statutory body.
I am pleased to advise the house that Racing Victoria
shareholders resolved at a special general meeting held on
18 April 2017 to adopt amendments to the company’s
constitution to amend the appointment process.
The new arrangements provide the minister with the power to
appoint the chair, deputy chair and directors of Racing
Victoria. The minister will also have the power to remove a
director if the minister considers that the director has brought
the Victorian thoroughbred racing industry into disrepute.
On 2 May 2017, a copy of the notification of the special
resolution was laid before the house for consideration.
The Racing Amendment (Modernisation) Bill 2017 makes
necessary reforms to support the changes to the constitution.
Firstly, the bill amends the Racing Act to make it clear that
Racing Victoria is not a public entity for the purposes of the
Public Administration Act 2004 (PA act) or the Financial
Management Act 1994 (FMA).
The PA act defines a public entity as a public body
(incorporated or unincorporated) that is established by or
under an act (including the Corporations Act), by the
Governor in Council or by a minister. In the case of a body
corporate, the government must have the right to appoint at
least one half of the directors.
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Racing Victoria operates within the strict regime of the
Corporations Act which sets out the requirements around
powers and functions, director duties, financial reporting and
auditing, disqualification criteria for directors and reporting
obligations to the Australian Securities and Investment
Commission (ASIC).
The bill clarifies that Racing Victoria is not a public entity for
the purposes of the PA act or the FMA and that it will
continue to operate under the Corporations Act.
The bill will also amend the Racing Act to specify that the
minister may perform any functions, exercise any powers and
carry out any duties conferred on the minister by the
constitution in relation to the selection, appointment,
resignation and removal of directors of Racing Victoria.
This amendment will make it clear that the minister has the
power to determine the composition of the board.
The bill also repeals schedule 1 of the act. Schedule 1 sets out
the requirements for the establishing constitution of Racing
Victoria and is a spent provision. The bill makes
consequential amendments to deal with references to the
repealed schedule.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr T. BULL
(Gippsland East).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 22 June.

SENTENCING AMENDMENT
(SENTENCING STANDARDS) BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 25 May; motion of
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General).
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — I am pleased this
morning to rise and speak on the Sentencing
Amendment (Sentencing Standards) Bill 2017. I should
say at the outset that the coalition parties will not
oppose the bill, although I have a number of criticisms
that I will advert to in the next few moments, and I will
be proposing amendments.
Opposition amendments circulated by
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) under standing orders.
Mr PESUTTO — This bill addresses a decision of
the Court of Appeal which was handed down in 2015
and which effectively struck down the previous
coalition government’s baseline sentencing regime.
Baseline sentencing passed this Parliament with the
support of the now government in 2014. Baseline
sentencing was intended to be a regime, as I have said
on numerous occasions in this house before, to provide
a mechanism for sentences to rise for a number of
serious crimes.
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The way it operated was to introduce median sentences
taking statutory form that would preserve for courts the
ability to deliver judgements with harsher or lighter
sentences for the offences involved, but there was a
mechanism which drove sentences towards higher
median sentences over time for those crimes.
At the outset I should say that one of the big problems
with the bill that is before us today is that it intends to
be a replacement for baseline sentencing in a form that
the government prefers, and that is its choice, but our
great concern about this bill is that it will not produce
any change to sentences for the crimes that are
stipulated in the bill. The reason for that is that there is
no real mechanism to drive sentences to those higher
points. All that this bill does is introduce a standard
sentence. The courts are not required to do anything
more in their judgements than take that into account
and explain in their reasons how the sentence they are
imposing will relate to that standard sentence.
We cannot see how that, over time, is actually going to
drive any change, because you could have in relation to
the standard sentences a situation where there is no
reason for the average or median length of sentences for
the offences concerned to rise over time. Courts could
continue to deliver judgements that relate to the
standard sentence in the absence of anything that
requires them or drives them over time towards higher
outcomes for serious crimes, which is what the
community wants. Our great fear, as I said a moment
ago, is that it is all about spin and trying to demonstrate
to the community that something is being done on
sentencing for serious and violent crimes but that
nothing at the end of the day will really change.
We know that because courts typically have been
highly resistant to attempts by Parliament to enact laws
in relation to sentencing and sentencing outcomes. With
all due respect to our counterparts in the judicial arm of
government, they do take a different view, but my view
has always been that it is perfectly open to Parliament
and the government of the day to set sentencing policy,
including maximum and, where appropriate, minimum
sentences for crimes.
I am very proud of the fact that the coalition parties
have made a strong statement in relation to 11 key
violent offences where violent reoffenders face the
potential for very hefty mandatory sentences, and that is
in part a reflection of the frustration that members of
the community feel when they see very light sentences
being handed down for violent crimes. So we have
made a statement, we have taken a stand and we have
been prepared to put out there a policy which will
meaningfully entail significant change to sentencing
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outcomes. This is more about cosmetics and not about
the substance of it.
Part of the reason I say that is that the Sentencing
Advisory Council, which the government tasked after
baseline sentencing was struck down in the Walters
decision, prepared a lengthy report which is the basis
for the standard sentencing scheme that the government
has presented to this Parliament. It is just interesting
because it is a lengthy report — several hundred pages
long with an enormous amount of data and text in it —
and it does recommend the standard sentencing
scheme, which this bill embodies, but it is also
interesting because I do not think I have ever really
seen a public agency spend so much time, taxpayer
resources and staff preparing a lengthy report which
contains recommendations that the body itself then
drops like a hot potato.
I say that because on page 194 of the council’s own
report — and the report, I will just note for Hansard, is
Sentencing Guidance in Victoria, which was published
in June 2016 — where it is talking about baseline,
readers of Hansard will be interested to know that the
body which was recommending this scheme had this to
say about this very scheme:
… there are a number of concerns regarding standard
sentence schemes, including:
increased complexity in sentencing;
limited evidence of effectiveness of the standard
sentence scheme improving community confidence in
sentencing;
lack of transparency in identifying offences that should
be subject to the scheme …
difficulty in applying the standard sentence, and in
identifying the ‘objective seriousness’ of a given
offence.

It goes on to say:
While the council has proposed what it considers to be a
rational and transparent method for prescribing the standard
sentence with the intention of overcoming the third criticism,
nevertheless a number of problems with this method of
sentencing guidance remain.
It is not known how the prescribed levels relate to current
sentencing practices, given that it is not possible to ascertain
the sentences that currently sit at the middle of the range of
objective offence seriousness …

and so on. I just have a couple more paragraphs. It goes
on to say at paragraph 7.247:
It is possible that the same issue experienced with baseline
sentencing will arise with a standard sentence scheme;
namely, the difficulty in determining the features of a
‘median’ sentence case in order to compare the case at hand
with a case deserving of the median sentence. The standard
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sentence does not provide the court with the content of which
offending circumstances may represent the middle of the
range of objective offence seriousness.

In paragraph 7.250 it goes on to say:
The council considers that a standard sentence scheme alone
cannot adequately provide a court with meaningful guidance.
Similarly, guideline judgments suffer from a number of
limitations, including that they are, by nature, delivered on an
ad hoc basis to address identified issues and cannot
comprehensively ‘cover the field’.

The point of those long excerpts is really to show that
the Sentencing Advisory Council was putting
something up that it did not really believe in. It is
interesting that for all the criticisms of baseline and
what courts and academic critics level at baseline —
namely, that it involves a complex transition from
existing sentencing practices to a statutorily defined
medium and is unworkable — what they have done in
this case is simply say, ‘We’re going to make it 40 per
cent’. They have just chosen an arbitrary figure. So all
they have done is deprive the courts — and the courts
do not realise this either — of the opportunity to
manage the transition. They are just being confronted
with a 40 per cent standard sentence.
I have been critical of the Sentencing Advisory Council
before, and I repeat those criticisms here today. If you
are going to make recommendations in a report, you
owe it to the government and community you are there
to serve that you make recommendations you are
prepared to stand by. You do not make
recommendations that you are happy to walk away
from if it does not work out the way everybody would
like. You have to own those recommendations and be
prepared to stand by them.
That passage — and there are other passages in the
report that go some way towards this as well —
demonstrates to me that the Sentencing Advisory
Council wants to have it a bit both ways. They want to
recommend something, but if it all goes pear-shaped
they want to be able to walk away from it and say, ‘We
told you so’. They want to make the recommendation
and then say, ‘We told you it was never going to work’.
Well, that is not good enough. I have said before in this
house, and I do not mind saying it again that, had I been
the Attorney-General and received a report like this, I
would have sent it back and said, ‘You present the
government with recommendations you are prepared to
stand by. Don’t hedge your bets with us’. Nevertheless,
we are where we are.
So what is the bill doing? Let me turn to that now. It
obviously repeals baseline and introduces these
standard sentences, and they are for a number of
offences. I will go to those now. This scheme will
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require sentencing judges to consider the specified
mid-range standard sentence for certain offences and
explain how any sentence imposed relates to that
relevant standard sentence.
Just on that, there is no real indication in the bill of
what judges are supposed to do beyond just relate the
sentence to the standard sentence. At least in baseline
there was a clear intention, as I said, to drive sentences
higher, but what it also required was that a court would
have to explain why a given sentence was higher or
lower than the median or baseline sentence. That did
not crimp the judicial discretion that baseline preserved
for the courts, but it did then require the courts to be
conscious of the fact that the community’s expectation
is that for these offences sentences were to be higher
over time. All that this bill is doing is requiring the
court in a given circumstance to explain how it relates
to the standard sentence.
That can mean anything. A court could simply say, ‘In
this particular case, for this particular offence I am
imposing a sentence of six years, noting that the
standard sentence is 10’, and — voila! — it has
complied. That is not really the same thing that baseline
sentencing entailed, which was that the court was
explicitly required to explain why that six-year sentence
was being handed down when the baseline was
10 years. There is a huge difference between the two,
and that is one of the reasons we fear there is not going
to be a real change in sentencing outcomes for these
offences. That is clause 19.
One of the key changes made by the bill is in clause 22.
The bill requires courts to fix non-parole periods for
standard sentence offences. The non-parole period is to
be 30 years for a life sentence, at least 70 per cent of the
relevant term of imprisonment if that term is 20 years or
more, or at least 60 per cent if the relevant term is less
than 20 years. In effect, in our view, this is the same as
the requirement that existed under baseline. That much
we are rather happy with; we are content with that. It
has to be said that under this bill there are more
offences that will be subject to standard sentencing and
in that it goes beyond the offences that were in baseline.
But as I said at the outset, that means little if there is
going to be no change, and that is the great fear here.
There is an attempt to portray this as a strong set of
measures applying to a wider category of offences, but
really it is meaningless given that there is going to be
no change.
I want to spend most of my time this morning talking
about the amendments I am proposing to the bill. As I
said, we are not opposing the bill, but there are some
significant changes that are being proposed in this bill.
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Under the Sentencing (Amendment) Act 2003, if I am
not mistaken, guideline judgements were introduced.
They allow the Court of Appeal to, in very limited
circumstances, deliver guideline judgements. This is
intended to be an opportunity for the Court of Appeal to
explain to all lower courts how they are to apply
sentencing and what practices to adopt, and it entails a
number of parties being able to make submissions to
the Court of Appeal. There has only been one guideline
judgement to date, and that was in the case of
Boulton & Ors. I think it is fair to say that that decision
produced — and I say this with no disrespect to the
Court of Appeal — a range of problems which are
manifest in our system now and which have required
Parliament to take corrective action.
As you may recall, Acting Speaker Thomson, in the
case of Boulton the question of the availability of
community correction orders (CCOs), which the
previous coalition government introduced, was being
considered. The question was: could a community
correction order be available for a range of fairly
serious crimes that would previously have entailed a
custodial sentence? There were other aspects of the
case but this was the main take-out of the decision. The
Court of Appeal in effect held that these CCOs could be
used for a range of, in its words, ‘relatively serious
offences’ including rape, child incest and a range of
other offences. This took the community, and certainly
my colleagues and I, by great surprise.
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The Court of Appeal issued its decision. What followed
was a series, almost like the floodgates first opened, of
decisions across all of our courts which were seeing
CCOs being used for this. I remember members of the
Victorian Bar saying to me, ‘Everybody just rocks up to
court, they cite Boulton and their clients avoid jail when
previously they wouldn’t’. They were just shaking their
heads happily in disbelief that they were getting such
favourable outcomes for their clients. So the first and
only guideline judgement to date resulted in a potential
catastrophe.
There is no way of knowing for sure, but we know that
reoffending for people on CCOs, certainly over the last
year, has skyrocketed. So we have an unhappy
coincidence of the Boulton decision being handed
down, which has seen thousands more people on CCOs
over time whereas previously they would have been
subjected to a jail term, and at the same time you are
seeing skyrocketing rates of reoffending. I say
‘skyrocketing’ because that is the implication of the
budget figures themselves, and I said, I think yesterday
on another bill, that in the last period alone there has
been, on our calculations, a 60 per cent increase —
from 20 to 33 per cent — in the budgeted forecast
increase in reoffending by people who are returning to
corrections after being discharged from a community
correction order. That is a 60 per cent increase in
offending rates by people on CCOs.

We were surprised first of all because it was never the
intention of community correction orders that they be
available as a substitute for custodial terms. What
CCOs were clearly intended to do — and their author is
next to me, the honourable member for Box Hill — was
something that was desperately needed in Victoria
when the previous coalition government came to power
in 2010, which was to toughen up community-based
sentencing. It was seen as a bit of a joke. It entailed
home detention and suspended sentences, which were
just slaps on the wrist. It was understood and accepted
that the community wanted community-based
sentencing to be toughened up.

The combination of those two things — the rising
reoffending rate and a court decision which opened the
floodgates to CCOs — has produced a very difficult set
of circumstances. The government has tried to address
that belatedly. It took them the better part of two years
to respond to that by bringing in legislation which
mandated custodial terms for a number of these
offences. That occurred far too late, and we have
known from the Auditor-General’s report that there are
an enormous number of high-risk offenders who are out
on our streets at the moment on community correction
orders when they should not be. We know that. That is
a time bomb, sadly. I say this at some length because it
is the reason we are proposing these amendments.

That is what community correction orders were
intended to do; they entailed a range of far more
onerous conditions that could be imposed on
non-custodial orders. For the Court of Appeal to say
that the previous coalition government intended that
CCOs now be available for offences that would
ordinarily and previously have attracted a custodial
term was, in our respectful view, completely wrong.
Secondly, the decision surprised Victorians because
no-one would broadly have accepted that we should
have people who are committing such horrifying and
heinous crimes being free to be out in the community.

What is being proposed in this bill is something which,
in our view, does a couple of things. Depending on your
view of the world, it transfers a role that this Parliament
should have to the Court of Appeal, and we have long
had a tradition of separating the powers of the arms of
government in this state and in this country. We have the
judicial, executive and legislative arms. It has always
been the case in Victoria and indeed Australia that we
have eschewed the concept of courts issuing advisory
opinions. Courts generally are required to do no more
than dispose of the controversy before them. We know
occasionally courts can go beyond that and issue what
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we call obiter, but we call them obiter for a reason. They
are not binding to the decision. They were not part of the
ratio of the decision, and therefore we might have regard
to them but they are in no way binding.
Although the common law itself evolves by way of
courts, in a sense creating law, they do it within the
doctrine of stare decisis — the idea that precedents
build up over time, with each decision potentially
adding something to the body of jurisprudence on a
particular issue. We do not ask courts to go and issue
opinions in the absence of a controversy, and what this
bill is proposing in part 4 is to amend the guideline
judgement scheme to give the Attorney-General of the
day the ability to apply to the Court of Appeal for it to
give or review a guideline judgement and to allow a
guideline judgement to include an indication of the
appropriate level or range of sentences for a particular
offence or class of offences.
We take great objection to that proposal. It is not, in our
view — and I mean this with no disrespect to the Court
of Appeal or the Supreme Court more generally — the
place of the Court of Appeal to issue advisory opinions
on sentencing like that. Of course it should give
decisions on sentencing in the normal course of the
appeal jurisdiction of the Supreme Court, but it should
not be making decisions in the absence of cases before
it on matters that are for this Parliament to determine.
The level of sentencing for particular offences in terms
of the maximum and minimum are matters for this
Parliament, and what the government is doing is
washing its hands of responsibility for that and for
bringing legislation before this Parliament to address
issues of sentencing and community safety.
For the Court of Appeal to be given that role is
problematic for us, in light of the fact that the first and
only decision has been hugely problematic, together
with the fact that this will be broadened enormously to
cases that are not before the court — just where the
Attorney-General believes a decision is required. If
anything, the community at this stage wants
governments and parliaments to respond to what they
see as threats to community safety. So I am proposing
that that be taken out of the bill because, were the Court
of Appeal to be given that jurisdiction, it would be
important to record for the record that that is not a
change that will have passed this Parliament with
bipartisan support.
It also entails something which is also potentially
problematic. If you are going to ask courts to make
pronouncements with full judicial effect on matters that
do not involve controversies before the court, on
matters that are typically and traditionally matters for
legislative and executive disposal — if you are going to
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hand that to the courts — then courts have to
understand, and everybody has to understand, that
when you issue a decision in those circumstances you
should expect a full and robust discussion around the
merits of those decisions.
Given the current crisis in law and order, the
community is more active at the moment and more
vocal on the issue of sentencing than it has been in the
past. I think it is fair to make that assessment. But if you
are going to confer on the Court of Appeal this added
jurisdiction, it is going to mean that the court itself is
going to be caught up in very political discussions at a
time when much of the community is calling out for
mandatory sentencing.
In parts of our community — and I know this because I
travel around the state talking to the community about
sentencing and community safety — there are many
people who would go well beyond what our system
traditionally has featured as part of its criminal justice
framework. There are very heated views about
sentencing at the moment, and this would be an
undesirable change to our sentencing framework. It
would put the Court of Appeal, in our view, in a
position where it is going to open itself up to very
political discussions about the judgements it issues,
because they will by definition enter upon what many
people would regard as the normal terrain of the
executive and parliamentary functions before us.
We will not oppose this bill. I will move the
amendments and we will see what the government
does, and I hope they will consider them for the sake of
the standing of the Court of Appeal over the longer
term. We will not oppose it, but this bill, sadly, is going
to be portrayed by the government as a correction of the
Court of Appeal’s decision to strike down baseline
sentencing. But, sadly, in our view it is not going to do
what is required because, as I said, unlike the work of
my predecessor and colleague the member for Box Hill,
there is no underlying mechanism to drive sentences to
the standard. As I said, decisions only have to relate to
the standard, and that could mean anything.
We have here a lot of work that has been done by the
Sentencing Advisory Council, which has issued
recommendations I fear it does not even believe in or
back. We have a bill which is lacking a mechanism to
drive tougher sentences, and we have the government
foreshadowing that on top of this bill it is going to
establish a sentencing council to advise the courts, as it
were, on appropriate sentencing outcomes. Let us see
how effective that is going to be. It will be open for the
courts to completely ignore it. We fear it will be
academically and judicially led, which kind of defeats
the purpose. If you want to know what the community
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is feeling about sentencing, it strikes us as odd that you
would have academics and judicial members driving
that process. It can completely be ignored. I fear that
the government is doing a whole lot of things to portray
itself as being active, but like a lot of other bills that
come before this house, when you break them down
and look at the detail there is little or nothing there.
Having said that, we think that compared to where we
are at the moment, with an inoperable baseline scheme,
something should replace it. This is far from adequate,
but we are prepared to allow it through. But in
government we certainly intend to address sentencing
in a big way. We have already announced a major
package around mandatory sentencing, and we will
have more to say on that in the period ahead. On that
basis I conclude my remarks.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I am delighted to
make a contribution on the Sentencing Amendment
(Sentencing Standards) Bill 2017. As outlined in the
Attorney-General’s second-reading speech, this bill
implements the government’s response to the
Sentencing Advisory Council’s report Sentencing
Guidance in Victoria. The bill that is before the house
today builds on the amount of work that the Attorney
has already commenced in relation to dealing with
sentencing in Victoria.
I believe it was in November 2015 that the government
requested that the Sentencing Advisory Council provide
advice on the most effective legislative mechanism to
provide sentencing guidance to the courts so there is a
degree of consistency in relation to sentencing
offenders and in order to, I guess, promote greater
public confidence in the criminal justice system. It is
quite an interesting circumstance that we are fortunate
to have a Western liberal democracy with an
independent judiciary, and you have the ability for the
judiciary to be able to make a decision and have
flexibility in its decision-making processes. But at the
same time, how do you ensure that in having that
independence and that flexibility the actions of the
judiciary represent community expectations?
I think if you read the papers or listen to talkback radio,
you often hear the anxieties and concerns of the
community if they feel that a particular member of the
judiciary might have got it wrong in terms of a decision
that has been made. It is a challenge to get that balance
right, because you want to be in a position where
exceptional circumstances or the circumstances of an
individual are taken into account by a member of the
judiciary — that they have got the ability to weigh up
all the various circumstances that lead to a person
appearing before the courts. But equally you do need to
try and make sure that there is some guidance being
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provided to the judiciary in terms of the way in which
these matters are dealt with. So it is a challenge.
It is also important that legislation reflects the modern
times in which we live and that we ensure that we try to
keep making improvements to our legislative
mechanisms so that they do reflect community standards
and sentiments, because the reality is that our community
today is different to the one we were living in 10 years
ago, 20 years ago or 50 years ago, and the statute books
must reflect the times in which we live while not
breaching the notion that the judiciary should have a
degree of independence from executive government.
The bill is important as well because it does repeal the
baseline sentencing scheme, which was introduced by
the former government. The then opposition made its
concerns quite clear about baseline sentencing, as did
the courts themselves. The bill seeks to repeal baseline
sentencing and provide a more consistent approach in
terms of the way in which sentencing is implemented
in Victoria.
What the bill is seeking to do as well is trying to make
sure that we as a state make sure that we have got a
better and more robust sentencing regime in place. The
bill will also repeal the baseline sentencing provisions
which have remained inactive on the statute books
since the Court of Appeal ruling of 2015. The bill gives
effect to that, and I think that is important.
We are fortunate in terms of the work of the Sentencing
Advisory Council. I think it is important that as
legislators we have the ability to allow the Sentencing
Advisory Council to do this work and to provide advice
to government. I think it is sometimes important to have
a degree of contestability in relation to the way in which
policy and legislation is developed. I do not think you
want a set of circumstances where the government of the
day is captive and dependent upon one stream of advice.
Certainly in my experience you do want to find a way in
which there is a degree of contestability in this space.
There is the Edward de Bono black hat theory of having
someone or a group offering an alternative perspective,
an alternative view, to challenge the dominant
paradigms, for want of a better example. Having the
Sentencing Advisory Council in place to do work of
this nature, and specifically for sentencing guidance in
Victoria, which it reported on, is really important. It
makes sure that we do have that level of contestability.
You want to try and think about these issues from a
number of different angles; you want to try and provide
a number of different perspectives. I think as a
legislator you want to be in a position where you have
those different perspectives brought to bear so that
ultimately you end up with a much more robust and a
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much more resilient bill that comes before this place
and ultimately becomes an act of Parliament. I think
that is where you aspire to go with these things.

trafficking from 14 years to seven years, and it has de
facto endorsed large reductions in the average sentences
for murder, incest and culpable driving causing death.

I do commend the Attorney-General for his work in this
space. From the government’s perspective it is about
doing that really wideranging, detailed, substantive
work across a number of areas to ensure that the
sentencing regime, the regulatory regime that is in
place, reflects the desires of Victoria in 2017 and for
future years — that you do find a way to examine this
quite closely. You make sure that you update the statute
books to reflect the will, wishes and desires of the
community. To do that work, and to do that work well,
you have to be quite disciplined and focused, and you
have to ensure that the work is done quietly,
methodically and thoroughly.

The government should have acted urgently to ensure
the courts understood and applied the intentions of
Parliament on behalf of the community — that there
should be stronger sentences for these crimes to better
deter offending and keep the community safe. Instead it
stood back and allowed the stronger sentences
introduced by this Parliament under the previous
government to be reduced back to the appallingly low
levels to which the sentencing practice of the courts had
taken them, levels which the community rightly
recognised were, and now unfortunately remain,
woefully inadequate.

I think sometimes in these areas, particularly where it is
quite complicated and where it is quite involved, if you
act in haste, you repent at leisure. You could find
yourself in a situation where in trying to rush something
through quite quickly without having done the really
hard work you end up with a suboptimal outcome. I
think what the Attorney has done with his work in
relation to the Sentencing Amendment (Sentencing
Standards) Bill 2017 is to try and ensure that this issue
is addressed and dealt with quite effectively.
It does take time and it does take a lot of work, but it is
about making sure that the regime that is in place in
relation to sentencing preserves the independence and
integrity of the judiciary but also that standards are put
in place which reflect community sentiment. It is a
really hard balancing act; it is a very, very difficult
balancing act. It requires an awful amount of work and
focus to try and get that right, because if you get it
wrong, if you deprive the judiciary of too much
independence, then you do run the risk of becoming
like Singapore and becoming a nation with a really
onerous and burdensome arrangement. I commend the
bill to the house.

Today, more than 18 months after the Court of Appeal
refused to apply the stronger baseline sentences
legislated by the Parliament, we are considering this bill
introduced by the government for a hopelessly
inadequate replacement. It is an illusory reform because
it purports to impose stronger sentencing but in fact it
does not do so. It keeps the skeleton of the baseline
sentencing regime, but it rips the guts out of it. The
essence of baseline sentencing is to require large
increases in the median or average sentence for each
offence to which baseline sentencing applies, whilst
still allowing departures from the average — up or
down — based on the individual facts of each case.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — When the courts fail to
give effect to the intentions of this Parliament on behalf
of the community, it is the responsibility of the
government of the day to introduce legislation to put
them right. If the government of the day does not do so,
it de facto endorses what the courts have decided.

The key element of the baselines reform, to ensure this
requirement is being met in the sentences that the courts
are handing down, is something that is capable of being
measured by a verifiable, objective measure — namely,
the median sentence that over time is found to be
applied. If it is objectively manifest that that is being
departed from, the Court of Appeal is obliged to
intervene and require a change to sentencing practice.
Without such an objective external measure, almost any
qualitative description of sentencing level used by this
Parliament can be misapplied, can be misinterpreted,
resulting in no solution to the problem that we are
trying to solve — namely, a current sentencing practice
that is way out of line with what is needed and way
below what is needed to keep the community safe. Yet
this key element of objective verification is missing
from the test that is being introduced by this so-called
standard sentencing regime.

Here, by failing to put right the decision of the Court of
Appeal in its baseline sentencing judgement of
November 2015, the Andrews government has de facto
endorsed reducing the average sentence for sexual
abuse of a child aged under 12 from 10 years to three
and a half years. It has de facto endorsed the reduction
of the average sentence for large commercial drug

It is a regime that in essence is based on the Sentencing
Advisory Council (SAC) report of 2012 under the
previous government, a report that we did not accept
the core element of, because our conclusion was that it
would not work — that it would not be effective for the
very reasons that the bill before this house is not going
to be effective in mandating a change of sentencing
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practice. The government has commissioned further
work from SAC, and SAC has come back with an
additional report. But the conceptual structure of the
model that is being introduced in this bill is what the
council recommended in 2012, which, as I say, the
previous government concluded would not work to
achieve its objectives, and under this bill will not work
to achieve its objectives.
Let me go to the key problem with the bill. The bill
introduces a requirement in proposed section 5A that
where a standard sentence is applicable, and I quote:
(b) the period specified as the standard sentence for the
offence is the sentence for an offence that, taking
into account only the objective factors affecting the
relative seriousness of that offence, is in the middle
of the range of seriousness.

Then later on, in proposed section 5B(2) it says:
(2) In sentencing an offender for a standard sentence
offence, a court—
(a) must take the standard sentence into account as one
of the factors relevant to sentencing; and
(b) despite section 5(2)(b), must only have regard to
sentences previously imposed for the offence as a
standard sentence offence in relation to the
sentencing for which this section applied.

Key to this standard sentencing regime is that the
standard sentence is something determined, as the bill
puts it, ‘taking into account only the objective factors
affecting the relative seriousness of that offence’, being
‘in the middle of the range of seriousness’. In other
words, if you take a particular offence, you imagine the
worst possible instance of that offence, not having
regard to matters specific to the individual offender but
having regard to the actual offending. You imagine the
worst possible instance of that offence, then you
imagine the least possible instance of that offence and
then you seek to imagine an example of that offence
that would be midway between the worst and the least
serious of those offences. That is the mid-range of
seriousness to which the standard sentence is expected
to apply. I think it would be obvious to members just
from the way I have described it that even at that point
it is an incredibly subjective process. Despite the use of
the word ‘objective’ to distinguish it from factors
specific to a particular offender, it is highly subjective.
The way to reinforce that conclusion is to say that, if you
look at the whole range of instances of offending that are
actually going on in committing that offence, you could
have 85 per cent to 90 per cent of the instances of that
offence — that is, 85 to 90 per cent of the cases coming
before the court for sentencing — which the court could
legitimately say are below that imaginary midpoint to
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which the standard sentence applies. So 85 per cent,
90 per cent, whatever — a huge percentage of all the
cases being sentenced — can be given a sentence that is
less than the standard sentence and doing that will still be
consistent with this legislation. It has no teeth at all in
requiring a change of sentencing practice for that reason
alone. It is a nebulous concept, a highly subjective
concept. You can understand it as a matter of words, but
to apply it factually is highly subjective and highly open
to contest.
On top of that, you have got the fact that the only
obligation of the court in relation to the standard
sentence is to take it into account as one of the factors
relevant to sentencing. Even that is far from crystal
clear. I am not even sure if the government intends it to
be mandatory for this hypothetical mid-range of
seriousness case to get the standard sentence, or
whether the court simply has to take it into account. But
even if you put the better interpretation on it, it is
hopelessly inadequate.
The only element of the bill that gives some
opportunity for the courts to change the way they have
been acting in the past on these new standard sentence
offences is the proposed new 5B(2)(b), which tells the
courts that they are to disregard — to wipe the slate
clean of — prior sentencing practice in relation to those
offences. So they are given an opportunity to break free
from past sentencing practice, but this standard
sentence regime does not require them to do so.
The only way in which the bill is going to work is if the
courts choose to take it as an opportunity to increase
sentence levels for these relevant offences, but there is
no obligation for them to do that. We will continue to
be dependent on the unreliable, unpredictable
vicissitudes that unfortunately have developed in the
decisions over recent years handed down by the Court
of Appeal, and that give the community no confidence
that this measure is going to tackle the fundamental
problem — that many of the sentences being handed
down in courts in Victoria at this time are hopelessly
inadequate to properly protect the community.
As I said at the outset, when the courts fail to give
effect to the intentions of Parliament on behalf of the
community, the government should act to put them
right. The government should have acted here, and they
have failed to do so.
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — It is my pleasure to
speak on the Sentencing Amendment (Sentencing
Standards) Bill 2017. At the outset I think it would be
remiss of me not to pull up the member for Box Hill
and the member for Hawthorn who said, ‘What’s taken
you so long?’.
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Do not take my word for it; take the Victorian Court of
Appeal’s that said that their two-year sentencing
scheme was completely unworkable. When we came to
office the Court of Appeal handed down its decision
that found that baseline sentencing was completely
unworkable. We must remember too a little bit of
history. The baseline sentencing regime under the
former government was their signature law and order,
tough-on-crime policy. And how long did it last? The
government lasted four years. Their policy lasted two
years, and it has taken us two years to fix it.

the community safer. This standardised sentencing
regime, which has been in New South Wales for
14 years and has been to the High Court, has been
tested. The baseline sentencing of those opposite
lasted two years. It took us another two years to fix it
up, which is what we are doing here today. I think the
Attorney-General should be commended for the work
he has done. I should also commend Arie Freiberg at
the Sentencing Advisory Council out at Monash
University. I have had the pleasure to work with Arie.
He is a man of strong principles.

The Attorney-General took the considered approach.
He made sure that he then did a reference, as the
member for Box Hill well knows, to the Sentencing
Advisory Council. I have had the pleasure of meeting
Arie Freiberg and seeing some of the fine work that he
has done, and I believe the legislation we are putting in
place today and passing with the support of the
opposition will stand the test of time.

Business interrupted under sessional orders.

Our legislation is based on the New South Wales model
that has been there for 14 years. It has been all the way
to the High Court, and it is grounded in evidence.
Unlike the opposition’s policy, which lasted two years,
we have a sentencing scheme based on New South
Wales’, which lasted 14 years. Their scheme lasted two
years, their government lasted four years. This
government will last a lot longer than that, and our
sentencing regime will stand the test of time. It has been
to the High Court. It has been in New South Wales for
14 years. The Sentencing Advisory Council, through
the great work of Arie Freiberg, have come back to the
Attorney-General through their report, and it will be an
important piece of legislation that passes the lower
house with the support of the opposition.
I want to talk about the fact that the Law Institute of
Victoria have also welcomed this piece of legislation,
and they also welcome the scrapping of baseline
sentencing. If I go to my Law Institute Journal, the
Attorney-General that is sitting in front of me in
June 2015 said:
We take on board the criticisms, we treat them very seriously,
and what we want to do, going back to the evidence-based
approach, is look to see whether those criticisms and concerns
come to fruition. If they do, we will consider how and
whether it needs to be modified or amended.
…
The judiciary has expressed concern about having their
sentencing discretion fettered. I understand that concern but
the most important thing for our government is to assess how
these changes work as against their objective which was to
make the community safer.

We do not apologise for the investments we have
made in law and order, in the justice system to make
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Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. There are 22 people in
anti-radicalisation programs that the state needs to keep
track of, and over the last two days you, the Deputy
Premier, the police minister and the corrections minister
have given contradictory information about how many
of these offenders are in prison and how many are in
the community. Despite tabling a written answer to this
question in the upper house at 1.00 p.m. yesterday, by
6.00 p.m. your corrections minister, the fourth one, had
tabled yet another different answer.
Premier, with half a dozen different replies to a simple
question of community safety, can you now tell us how
many of the 22 individuals in these anti-radicalisation
programs are on the streets in the community today?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. Yesterday I made the
point that none of those 22 were on parole, and that is
accurate. Beyond that, whether it be persons of interest
or those that are involved in programs such as this, it is
the advice of Victoria Police that no further comment
should be made.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn all honourable
members not to shout across the chamber. I will not
hesitate in removing members from the chamber
without warning.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — On Tuesday
you said in Hansard:
… Victoria Police, the Australian Federal Police and our
security intelligence agencies work very closely together. You
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could not, I think, get a more cooperative model around threat
assessments …

Not 24 hours later you said the federal and state
agencies needed to work closer together and you
blamed federal agencies for not participating in parole
decisions despite you never having asked them to do so.
Premier, which Daniel Andrews is correct —
Tuesday’s Daniel Andrews who said you could not get
a more cooperative model or Wednesday’s Daniel
Andrews who was looking to shift the blame?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! If honourable members
on either side of the house wish to leave the chamber,
they should continue shouting across the chamber.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. It is a fact that our
relationships, our partnerships between Victorian law
enforcement and other agencies, whether it be ASIO or
the Australian Federal Police or indeed others, are
strong and are valued by me and by our government —
very highly valued. The notion, though, that you would
not seek to further improve them is not one — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — I have made it very clear that
the government believes that this is no laughing
matter — that is the first point. The second point is that
when it comes to some decisions in our criminal justice
system the best approach would be to have all
authorities involved in those decisions directly, not
simply as advisers but directly involved in the interests
of the safety and security of every Victorian and every
Australian.

Ministers statements: counterterrorism
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I rise to update the
house on work the government is doing in response to
recent terrorist incidents, both in Brighton and in other
parts of the world. Violent extremism is tragically a
reality that we have to confront in our state and our
nation and across the world. I would have thought that
was clear to everybody. The government will do
everything we can to ensure that Victorians can go
about their business, and that is why Victoria Police
have put in place additional measures, including
additional police presence, and a range of other steps to
ensure that everything that can be done to secure and
keep safe citizens at sporting events, transport hubs, in
all settings, across this coming busy long weekend is
being done.
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Victoria Police briefed the media and through them the
community on those steps today. I congratulate and
thank Victoria Police for the diligent, careful and
determined way in which they respond to events and to
threats every hour of every day. I think all Victorians
can have confidence and pride in our police and their
partners that they are doing this important work. People
will see additional police out at sporting events and
places of mass gathering over the weekend. I am certain
that will be a source of reassurance to them, knowing
that Australia’s best police force is there to provide
them with support.
Beyond that, tomorrow I will take to the Council of
Australian Governments a series of proposals, one of
which includes better partnerships between agencies.
Another includes the deployment of a specialist
Australian Federal Police force at Melbourne Airport
and Avalon Airport — a permanent specialist force at
the airports. That is among a number of proposals we
will advance to keep Victorians and Australians safe.

Brighton incident
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. Recommendation 13 of the
Callinan review states no person, whether a potentially
dangerous parolee or not:
… should be granted parole who has not behaved
satisfactorily for at least the second half of that person’s time
in prison. Failure to meet these requirements should be clear
disqualifications for parole.

Yacqub Khayre was convicted for arson committed in
prison in both February 2014 and 2015. Khayre served
four years and seven months before he was paroled.
The second arson incident, in February 2015, was
committed in the second half of his jail term. Premier,
why is it that this man was released on parole despite
his actions clearly breaching recommendation 13 of the
Callinan review?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — Can I thank the
Leader of the Opposition for his question and make a
very clear point that — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr ANDREWS — Well, the coroner is conducting
an inquiry into these matters. That is apparently
something you ought to laugh about; you should laugh
about that. The coroner is conducting an inquiry.
Victoria Police are involved in an active investigation
into not only what occurred in Brighton but also any
contributing factors to the tragedy that we saw on
Monday evening. More generally, can I indicate to the
Leader of the Opposition that there are half the number
of people on parole today in the Victorian community
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than just a few years ago. The government was left
quite some implementation to do — —
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, it was a
clear question about why Yacqub Khayre was released
on parole despite his actions breaching
recommendation 13 of the Callinan review. The
Premier has not answered anywhere near the specifics
of that question.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr Guy — Yes, really. I ask you, Speaker, to please
bring him back to answering that serious question.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, the
Premier was being directly relevant to the question that
was asked. It went to matters regarding the Callinan
review and parole and the individual concerned in the
incident this week. I think the Premier should be
allowed to continue to answer the question and not be
interrupted by this point of order.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Mr ANDREWS — Just to be clear about this, there
is a coronial inquiry going on. That should be allowed
to run its course. There is an active police
investigation — —
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is referring to a coronial investigation. I am
asking about Yacqub Khayre in jail, not a coronial
investigation. I am asking about this man, when in jail,
breaking actions that are contrary to the Callinan
review. I am not asking about a coronial investigation. I
am asking a clear question about breaching Callinan
reforms that the Premier has not answered.
The SPEAKER — Order! I note that the Premier
has just under 2 minutes left to continue his answer. I
ask him to answer the question.
Mr ANDREWS — The point that I am attempting
to make is that if there are any learnings — and I would
have thought there would be no debate about this, given
that the process of the Callinan review was begun by
those opposite — if there are further reforms that need
to be made to our parole system and implemented
largely by this government — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — Thank you, whichever shadow
minister made that point. If there are further
improvements and strengthening that needs to be made
to parole as a result of the police investigation and the
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coroner’s investigation, then the government will not
hesitate to make those changes, just as we did not
hesitate to implement all the unfinished business on
Callinan left to us by those opposite.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Malvern is warned.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — Yesterday
the corrections minister told upper house question time
that the full review into the Brighton terrorism incident
that saw an innocent man killed and three police
officers injured will be conducted by the Office of
Correctional Services Review within the department of
justice. This office rarely, if ever, makes their reports
public. Premier, will you now commit to appointing an
independent third party to conduct a full and transparent
investigation, with findings to be made public, into the
fatal terror incident?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. As I indicated in my
answer to the substantive question, there is a police
investigation and there is a coronial inquiry. The
coronial inquiry will be the subject of a coronial report.
It will be an open inquest, as it should be. Just as we
have done in other matters, if the coroner at any point
seeks additional resources or any other support she
might need to do that important work — which, I might
remind the Leader of the Opposition, is a public
process — then we would stand ready to provide that to
her. The question seems to either forget or be unaware
that the coronial process is in fact a public process.

Ministers statements: counterterrorism
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — Terrorism
knows no boundaries, whether state, national or
international. That is why Victoria Police —
Mr R. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Warrandyte is warned.
Ms NEVILLE — works side by side with the
Australian Federal Police (AFP) and ASIO — in fact I
have had the opportunity to meet with and talk with the
joint counterterrorism team, and they literally sit next to
each other in Victoria Police offices — and that is why
we have invested over $60 million in strengthening our
counterterrorism command. The system we have in
place is the envy of other states. That is why we have
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also made significant changes to our laws to give police
the powers that they need.
But of course there is an opportunity for the federal
government to provide greater assistance. This is a
national and an international issue. One of these issues
was highlighted recently, when we look at the hijacking
of the Malaysian Airlines flight. Airports are under the
jurisdiction of the federal government — they are on
federal land — and under the jurisdiction of the AFP,
but as is always the case and will always continue to be
the case, we provide additional support. Our specialist
police and our general duties police will respond to an
incident when called by the AFP.
In this day and age, with the heightened threat level and
with the issues we have seen internationally around
aircraft and airports, it is appropriate for the AFP and
the federal government — for Malcolm Turnbull — to
look at having a permanent tactical response at the
airport. Our officers of course will back the AFP, but
we should have somebody there when an incident
occurs. We are not able to be there. We are not
permanently placed there. In fact we are not able to
be — it is against the law. We need the AFP to call us
in. We are calling on Malcolm Turnbull to not just be a
commentator on the sidelines but to work with us,
improve the system, improve safety for Victorians and
improve the safety of Melbourne and Avalon airports.
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that so much of this work was left to this government to
do. I stand by the comments that I have made, as the
advice I have is that 23 measures were identified, 22 of
those have been completed, one is ongoing, and that has
been well known.
Supplementary question
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — Given the Premier’s
admission that both he and the Deputy Premier have
given incorrect information to this house — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Kew
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Kew
will leave the chamber for the period of 1 hour.
Honourable member for Kew withdrew from
chamber.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Macedon is warned, as are the members for Dandenong
and Bentleigh.

Parole reform
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — My question is to the
Premier. On Tuesday the Premier told us that the
Callinan review reforms have been implemented.
Yesterday the Deputy Premier said the Callinan
reforms had been fully implemented, yet the corrections
minister just yesterday tabled in the Legislative Council
a written response stating that the implementation of the
very first measure recommended by Ian Callinan, QC,
is still 18 months away. Is the corrections minister
wrong, or are the Premier and Deputy Premier both
misleading the house in claiming that the Callinan
review has been fully implemented?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! If members wish to
remain in the house for the remainder of question time,
I suggest they cease shouting across the chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
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Parole reform
Supplementary question
Questions and statements resumed.
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — Given the Premier’s
admission, I refer him to the fact that his first
corrections minister, Wade Noonan, promised that the
Callinan review’s recommended information
technology reforms, which were designed to allow the
parole board to properly case manage dangerous
criminals and keep the community safe, would be
operational by December 2015. Why then has the
Premier allowed his fourth corrections minister to blow
out the completion time for this vital parole reform until
three years later — namely, the end of 2018?

Honourable members interjecting.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The members for Kew
and Ripon are warned.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I am indebted to the
member for Box Hill for reminding the entire house

The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Caulfield is warned.
Ms Staley interjected.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Ripon!
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I can advise the
former Attorney-General that apart from having to fix
his absolutely botched baseline sentencing — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The members for
Ivanhoe and Niddrie are warned.
Mr ANDREWS — I am advised that there were as
many as eight recommendations where no work had
been done at all. Let me assure the member for Box
Hill that the last person that I will be taking lectures
from on implementing Callinan is the member for Box
Hill.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, I draw
your attention to sessional orders enabling you to
require a written answer when an oral response has
been non-responsive. I submit that the Premier’s
answer was entirely non-responsive to my question. It
was contentious of this Parliament, and I ask you to
require him to provide a written answer.
The SPEAKER — Order! I will consider the matter
at the conclusion of question time.

Ministers statements: major event security
Mr EREN (Minister for Tourism and Major
Events) — I rise to update the house on major sporting
events taking place in Victoria over the next week. Once
again the Andrews Labor government has attracted the
best of the best to Melbourne, with of course Brazil and
Argentina facing off at a near-sold-out MCG on Friday
night. The Wallabies will be taking on Fiji in the
international Rugby Union competition on Saturday, and
our Socceroos will face Brazil on Tuesday night at the
MCG. These events are what make Melbourne and
Victoria great and are enjoyed by locals and visitors
alike. Our visitors contribute some $22 billion to
Victoria’s economy each year.
Sadly we have seen violent extremism around the world.
The recent events in Manchester are a tragic reminder of
the importance of tight security at major events. Unlike
the federal government and those opposite, the Andrews
Labor government takes action on national security
issues, and we need to see greater unity on this important
issue. That is why we are boosting police numbers in
Melbourne and around our sporting precinct over the
weekend. This weekend Victorians will see a ramped-up
police presence around transport hubs and central
locations such as Federation Square. We are in close
contact with Victoria Police and sporting venues about
ensuring there are appropriate security measures at all
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major events. These measures will ensure the safety and
wellbeing of spectators and event-goers.
We are doing our bit, and we need the federal
government to do more. Tomorrow at the Council of
Australian Governments meeting the Premier will be
taking a number of counterterrorism measures to the
Prime Minister. Fencing and blocking technology, which
allows authorities greater control over
telecommunications in emergency situations, is
important and has been used in other jurisdictions. This
technology should be made available across all states and
territories for the benefit of Australians and visitors alike.

Ministerial code of conduct
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — My question is to the
Premier. In the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee hearings the Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation said she had not met
with Stephen Conroy, who is both a member of the
ALP national executive and is also acting as a lobbyist
for the gaming industry. She went on to say she would
only meet him with an independent witness, and then I
understand that later she said she would not meet him at
all. However, the Treasurer, I understand, has said that
he has met with Mr Conroy. Premier, will you direct all
your ministers not to meet with Stephen Conroy whilst
he acts as both a lobbyist and an ALP factional
powerbroker?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the member
for Prahran for his question. Each and every minister in
the government is fully aware — when it comes to
tender processes, licensing processes, all processes that
are active and competitive — of their considerable
obligations to always act with utmost probity.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — There is laughter from those
opposite. They are struggling to work out what that
term means. I would indicate to the member for
Prahran that neither I nor any of my ministers would
be off having meetings, for instance, in a kitchen
deciding how to rezone land. We would not be
rezoning land in someone’s kitchen. We would not,
with the stroke of a pen — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Members will cease
shouting across the chamber.
Mr ANDREWS — You do not like it, do you? You
do not like it. Captain Probity over there does not like it
very much. I tell you the other thing, member for
Prahran, that we would not do. We would not, with the
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stroke of a pen, change Fishermans Bend’s entire
zoning against the advice of our department. We would
not do that either. I can assure the member for Prahran
that each and every member of the government is fully
aware and compliant with their probity obligations.
While I am at it, there are a few other things we
probably would not do. We would not necessarily take
$500 000 from a gaming tycoon.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Government members
will come to order.
Mr R. Smith interjected.
Mr ANDREWS — What is more, I can inform the
member for Warrandyte that in the event we were to get
the biggest donation in Australian political history, we
would declare it. You always know he gets louder and
louder the more upset he is. The Prince of Probity over
here, I am sure he has got white shoes on under the table
there — the Captain of the White Shoe Brigade!
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier will resume
his seat.
Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Warrandyte
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Warrandyte will not shout at the Chair. The member for
Warrandyte will leave the chamber for a period of
1 hour.
Honourable member for Warrandyte withdrew
from chamber.
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Ministerial code of conduct
Questions and statements resumed.
Mr Hibbins — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, I think the Premier has had a bit of fun with
his answer, but I would ask you to direct him to actually
answering the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Premier to
continue his answer and answer the question.

Thursday, 8 June 2017

Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I do thank the
member for Prahran for his question, and I want to
again assure him that despite the numerous examples of
how not to act just sitting across from me here, all of us
in the government are fully aware and fully compliant
with our obligations — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier’s time is
completed.
Supplementary question
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I have a supplementary
question to the Premier, and I am glad he mentioned
rules and obligations, because the federal code of
conduct for lobbyists states that ‘a member of a state or
federal political party executive, state executive or
administrative committee (or the equivalent body)’
cannot be a registered lobbyist. Premier, will you
commit to adding this provision to the state code of
conduct so lobbyists cannot also be party political
factional powerbrokers like Stephen Conroy?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — The member for
Prahran raises issues in relation to the federal code. I do
not have a copy of that code in front of me, but I will
take the member for Prahran’s word for it as to the
terms and conditions of it. I have no announcements to
make about the state code today, but I am more than
happy to discuss these matters with the member for
Prahran — happy to.

Ministers statements: aviation industry
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Industry and
Employment) — I am very pleased to rise and update
the house on the importance of the aviation industry to
the Victorian economy and, of course, jobs. Victoria’s
aviation industry is worth more than $1 billion to the
state’s economy, and that is why we work so hard to
attract new airlines to fly in and out of Melbourne,
obviously to boost tourism and create jobs.
We have seen some good recent announcements in
relation to international airlines choosing to fly in and
out of Melbourne. In fact just last month the Minister
for Tourism and Major Events announced that
SriLankan Airlines will commence operating a daily
service from Melbourne to Colombo, a fantastic
announcement that will see about 100 000 seats on that
route every year. On the same day we saw Japan
Airlines announce that it will commence a daily direct
service from Melbourne to Tokyo. What a great
outcome that is as well. These announcements will
mean that 31 international airlines will soon be flying in
and out of Melbourne Airport. Airports like Melbourne
and Avalon are very important for local jobs.
Operations at Melbourne Airport directly support
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14 000 jobs, and that figure is expected to grow by
about 9000 or 10 000 up to 23 000 by 2033. I know our
northern suburbs MPs are aware that two-thirds of
those jobs are filled by local residents.
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which I am happy to table, in relation to Ken Block and
his statements around the chief. We are asking: why are
volunteers not getting an opportunity to have a say in
the FRV, which will effectively dictate what they can
do in the state of Victoria?

Last year Melbourne Airport experienced record
growth in passengers — more than 34 million people
through the gate. If people feel unsafe at our airports, it
will diminish our global reputation, and that is the last
thing we want. As the Minister for Police said,
international airports are governed by federal
legislation. That is why the Prime Minister has to step
up and protect our airports, protect our passengers,
protect our industry and protect jobs. That is what the
Prime Minister must do.

Mr MERLINO — Dear oh dear! The fire services
reform is restoring the Country Fire Authority to a
volunteer organisation and giving them $100 million of
additional funds, and Fire Rescue Victoria, a single
career service, will be headed up by the very best
commissioner.

Fire services

Ministers statements: parole laws

Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — My question is to the
Minister for Emergency Services. Yesterday you said
that the government is going to conduct an exhaustive
executive search for the commissioner of Fire Rescue
Victoria. Minister, is it not the case that any executive
search would be a sham and a waste of money, as
Canadian fire unionist Ken Block has already been
approached and promised the job of running Fire
Rescue Victoria?

Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — I rise to
indicate the government’s rejection of the Prime
Minister’s notion that state attorneys-general or indeed
politicians generally should determine parole in
individual cases. It is not just Victoria that rejects this;
the South Australian Attorney-General, John Rau, and
indeed the New South Wales Attorney-General, Mark
Speakman, have already rejected this idea, and with
good reason. It is a ludicrous suggestion that any
Attorney-General should make these decisions, and no
Attorney-General could support it.

Mr MERLINO (Minister for Emergency
Services) — No.
Supplementary question
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — Minister, with
Canadian fire unionist Ken Block proudly declaring to
Canadian media on 11 June 2012 that ‘I view the
position of firefighters union president to be an
equivalent to the position of the fire chief’, can you
advise whether your supposed selection panel for the
Fire Rescue Victoria commissioner will include any
volunteer representatives, such as the Volunteer Fire
Brigades Victoria (VFBV)?
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Emergency
Services) — I thank the member for Gembrook for his
supplementary question. Such an independent body! It
has been so independent over recent years! There was
not a squeak out of the VFBV when you cut
$66 million out of fire services — not a squeak while
those opposite denied presumptive rights, while those
opposite cut the fire services budget. There will be an
exhaustive process, as there should be. We will get the
very, very best person for the job of Fire Rescue
Victoria commissioner.
Mr Battin — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, we are talking specifically about a job
position that we already know is a sham, with an article,

The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Deputy Premier
to come back to answering the question.

It has been the strangest of a number of strange
interventions by the Prime Minister. The chair of the
Adult Parole Board of Victoria has already slammed his
recklessness and the fact that his proposals would
reduce community safety. It was amazing to the
government that the Prime Minister’s first response to
tragedy — to terror — would be to attack the Premier
of the state in which it occurred. The only other world
leader that has adopted this approach has been Donald
Trump in attacking the mayor of London. And while I
am no fan of former Prime Minister Abbott, I very
much doubt that his response to terror would be to work
up a line with the Leader of the Opposition.
By contrast, the Premier has proposed a cooperative
approach, with cooperation about parole decisions with
the Australian Federal Police (AFP) and ASIO, a 24/7
AFP presence at our airports and better application of
technology. With the Council of Australian
Governments on tomorrow, it is not too late for the
Prime Minister to show leadership. It is not too late for
him to be at least a version of the Malcolm Turnbull we
thought we were getting. It is not too late for him to
redeem himself.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
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CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
South Barwon electorate
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — (12 789) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. When will VicRoads work with Mr Leigh
Bennett of 255 Mount Duneed Road, Mount Duneed,
to alleviate flooding to his property as a result of
inadequate drainage infrastructure on Mount Duneed
Road? As a result of the minister’s directive that
VicRoads are not permitted to speak to me, I
unfortunately have to raise this matter in Parliament.
When Mount Duneed Road was upgraded, the culverts
out the front of Mr Bennett’s property became too high
and as a result the water running off Mount Duneed
Road does not drain as it should. Unfortunately the
water now heads through Mr Bennett’s property. On
24 April this year there was severe damage to
Mr Bennett’s property as a result of heavy rains. His
sheds were flooded and a dam bank was nearly
destroyed by the excess water running through the
property. Mr Bennett informs me that VicRoads is
trying to pass the blame to the Surf Coast shire, but
Mount Duneed Road is a VicRoads road. Instead of
passing the buck, can the minister ensure that VicRoads
works with Mr Bennett to fix this problem?

Yuroke electorate
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) — (12 790) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Industry and
Employment, and I ask: what is the government doing
to support apprentices and, in particular, to fill any gaps
in helping apprentices to get a job? Local residents
seeking an apprenticeship often contact my office to
seek advice about opportunities in the local area. These
are people who have searched exhaustively for local
opportunities and are contacting my office as a last
resort. That is why it is so important not just to identify
gaps in current services but to make sure that we are
doing everything we can at the state level to address
them. I know local residents would appreciate
information from the minister on this vital issue.

Lowan electorate
Ms KEALY (Lowan) — (12 791) My question is
for the Minister for the Prevention of Family
Violence. The information I seek is: where will the
sole family violence support and safety hub be located
in the Department of Health and Human Services
western region? Almost one-quarter of the state is
represented by the western region of the Department
of Health and Human Services, yet the government
has only allocated one support and safety hub for the
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entire region. This provides inequitable access to this
important resource. Police, counsellors, victims of
family violence and concerned constituents have all
raised concerns about having only one family violence
support and safety hub in this enormous area. There
has been no community consultation; there has been
no consideration of the impact of travelling such large
distances across this region, given we have some of
the highest rates of family violence in the state. I
therefore ask the minister: where will this one hub for
a quarter of the state be located?

Narre Warren South electorate
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — (12 792)
My question is to the Minister for Education and
concerns Kambrya College in my electorate, and I ask:
when will the architectural designs for the school’s new
$3 million multipurpose facility be completed? I know
that the school and architects McGlashan Everist are
hard at work designing this much-needed new facility.
This state-of-the-art facility will replace portable
classrooms with a brand-new building that will house
new classrooms and a multipurpose facility. The
multipurpose facility will also be available for use by
the local community. I am really excited to see the
school’s vision become a reality and cannot wait to see
the designs for their new facility at our very own
revolutionary school.

Sandringham electorate
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — (12 793) My
constituency question is directed towards the Minister
for Education. The Sandringham East Primary School
community has done a massive amount of work to
bring about reinvestment in the school through the
master planning process and capital upgrade funding,
and there were positive indications that funding would
be available in this year’s budget. I ask the minister:
will funding be delivered to the Sandringham East
Primary School as positively indicated, this year?

Carrum electorate
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — (12 794) My
constituency question is for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change. Minister, how will
the recent announcement by the Andrews Labor
government welcoming plans for Australia’s first
offshore wind farm in Gippsland assist us in meeting
our 2025 emissions target and our 40 per cent
renewable energy target by 2025?
I have met with many local residents and environmental
groups and with local representatives from
Environment Victoria who want to know what this
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wind farm will mean for Victoria and Victorian jobs
and how it fits into our climate change framework.
My constituents are deeply concerned that the federal
Liberal government wants to allow the Clean Energy
Finance Corporation (CEFC) to fund new coal stations
and that it will continue to attack renewable energy
jobs and investment. The CEFC was established to
fund renewable energy, energy efficiency and
low-emissions technologies; however, it is not
allowed to fund such projects. Those opposite want to
join the US in withdrawing from the Paris climate
change agreement. My constituents and I look forward
to the minister’s response.

Burwood electorate
Mr WATT (Burwood) — (12 795) My constituency
question is to the Minister for Roads and Road Safety. I
notice that in this year’s budget there is an allocation of
$7.7 million for repairing noise walls along the Monash,
Eastern, Frankston and South Gippsland freeways —
65 kilometres of freeway, I estimate. Given that the
Monash Freeway does actually run through my
electorate, the question I have is: where particularly
could we expect repairs of noise walls — at which
locations and how much? Where is it being fixed?

Essendon electorate
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — (12 796) I direct my
constituency question to the Minister for Industry and
Employment. I ask: what is the latest information about
the Jobs Victoria Employment Network program being
delivered via the Wingate Avenue Community Centre
in Ascot Vale?

Polwarth electorate
Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) — (12 797) My question
is to the Minister for Tourism and Major Events. Can
the minister tell those involved in Great Ocean Road
tourism in my electorate what plans he has to fast-track
the much-needed Shipwreck Coast Master Plan?
It was reported yesterday that despite growing
international visitors to Australia, the lack of both public
and private investment in Victoria is causing Victoria to
slip further behind in the tourism stakes. Victoria’s
growth in Chinese tourists is half that of New South
Wales. At only 7.3 per cent growth, it is trailing the
national average of 12.2 per cent, even though aviation
access to Victoria is allegedly increasing. Victoria is
trailing New South Wales on total visitor numbers and
average visitor expenditure. Regional Victoria is being
ripped off with the system as it currently stands, with
only 7 cents out of every overnight international dollar
being spent in regional Victoria.
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The Victoria Tourism Industry Council CEO, Brad
Ostermeyer, has said:
… what the statistics don’t show is how lacking the visitor
experience is at the Twelve Apostles. International visitors
visiting this attraction expect better infrastructure …

Jobs, opportunity and the ability of the Great Ocean
Road and the Twelve Apostles to stay on the
international radar are at great risk with the inattention
that this government is giving it.

Macedon electorate
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — (12 798) My question
is for the Minister for Women. I ask: how will the
recently announced Joan Kirner Young and Emerging
Leaders program help young women in my electorate
and elsewhere in country Victoria develop the skills
and experiences to take on leadership positions in our
communities?

SENTENCING AMENDMENT
(SENTENCING STANDARDS) BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — If I could commence
where I left off, this bill does repeal the baseline
sentencing provisions which have remained inactive on
the statute books since the Court of Appeal ruling in
November 2015, as it was made very clear to us that it
was incapable of being given any practical operation.
This bill will replace the baseline sentencing scheme
with the standard sentencing scheme and prescribe
standard sentences for 12 of the state’s most serious
crimes, including murder, rape and sexual offences
involving children.
The standard sentence represents an offence at the
midpoint of objective seriousness that is calculated at
40 per cent of the maximum penalty. For example, a
standard sentence for rape is 10 years, and it has a
maximum penalty of 25 years. For an offence with the
maximum penalty of life imprisonment, an
offence-specific approach has been adopted, with the
standard sentence for murder being 25 years. The
standard sentence scheme introduces an additional
factor for courts to take into account in the form of a
legislative guidepost as part of the sentencing process.
The courts will be required to consider the standard
sentence alongside other relevant sentencing factors,
and they will need to provide reasons explaining how
the sentence they have imposed in a particular case
relates to the relevant sentence.
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There is also reform in relation to guideline judgements,
and the bill will implement recommendations of the
Sentencing Advisory Council’s report to enhance the
guideline judgements scheme. Guideline judgements
allow the Court of Appeal to provide broad sentencing
guidance to courts beyond the facts of a particular case
and are a mechanism to promote greater consistency in
sentencing.
I do want to say that this was not an easy bill to bring
together, despite all the hard work of the Sentencing
Advisory Council. There was an immense amount of
consultation that the Department of Justice and
Regulation undertook with the various courts and
stakeholders, and they are to be commended for that. It
did take about two years to get this legislation right, and
if you recall, under the previous term the former
government’s legislation lasted two years. Now, that
government itself lasted two more years, but their
legislation lasted two years before the Court of Appeal
found it defective, inactive and unworkable. We have
worked with parliamentary grafters to make sure this
piece of legislation is, we believe, foolproof by looking
at what occurred in New South Wales, where a similar
sentencing standards scheme has been in operation for
14 years and which has been all the way to the High
Court and tested.
We do have great confidence that our standard
sentencing scheme is the right way forward. I am very
proud, as Parliamentary Secretary for Justice, to see the
work that has gone into this. In many respects it was the
signature policy — baseline sentencing — of the
former Baillieu-Napthine governments, and it was
found to be completely defective. This policy that we
are implementing today will, we believe, stand the test
of time. I think it is also important to remember that it is
actually about transparency as much as making sure our
courts reflect community expectations. How the
scheme works and the enhancement of the guideline
judgements are really important and build on a whole
range of reforms to Victoria’s sentencing laws.
We have also seen this week reforms to parole. We
have had reforms to bail. We have had reforms to
community correction orders. A whole suite of reform
has come through the justice portfolio, whether it be
updating our statute books in relation to home invasion
or updating our statute books in relation to carjackings.
This is very important. I think we need to be aware that
in many respects this is why we are here today —
because of the inaction, in many respects, of the former
government as well. You cannot sit on your hands for
four years, cut the police budget and rush through
legislation with a ‘tough on law and order’ agenda that
will not last the test of time. That is what the Court of
Appeal found very clearly; they said it was unworkable.
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It did take two years to get this legislation right, but for
any members that have met Arie Freiberg at the
Sentencing Advisory Council or have heard him on
talkback radio on Jon Faine on a regular spot, they
would realise the work that he does through the
Sentencing Advisory Council is world-class. We are
actually lucky to have that body in Victoria, and why
would you not use that body? Why would you not use
them to test your legislation? Why would you not use
the Sentencing Advisory Council to look at world’s
best practice, as they have done here, in many respects,
in adopting what has been working very well in New
South Wales?
I think it is very important, though, to realise that as
legislators what we do here does have an impact on
our jail system and our prisons. It is very important to
get this right, and we do need to reflect the
community’s expectations, but we also need to be
mindful that when you are passing laws in this
Parliament as legislators it does have an impact on our
police resources and on our prisons, and we need to
make sure that we are focusing also on rehabilitation
and that we are using some of the groundbreaking
work of Jesuit Social Services and Dropping off the
Edge, focusing on disadvantaged communities and
making sure that we do not have the ham-fisted
approach of the previous government, ramming
through a law and order agenda that is unworkable.
We have a whole suite of reform that is needed as
legislators, passing our sentencing reforms, our parole
reforms and our bail reforms but also making sure that
we are working with our youth justice system and
ensuring that young people do know to have a life of
purpose. We are rebuilding TAFE after four years of
neglect and cuts and making sure that our education
system is simply world-class. I want to commend the
Attorney-General. He fixed up the previous
government’s mess, and he should be congratulated.
Mr Gidley — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
I acknowledge the debate has been wideranging, but
bringing misleading and false statements on TAFE
into this debate is even a step too far for the member
for Niddrie.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Spence) — Order!
There is no point of order. The member’s time has
expired.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I rise to speak on the
Sentencing Amendment (Sentencing Standards) Bill
2017. I welcome that the debate has diverged into
TAFE. There is a bit of work to go in TAFE, because
we know what the Auditor-General’s report into TAFE
finances said. They are still struggling to stay
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financially sustainable with the recurrent funding. The
balance sheets are only being kept in the black by the
TAFE Rescue Fund and these other grants from the
government, and they are all due to expire in 2018, so
there is still a lot more work to be done to save TAFE
after the disastrous, disastrous reforms implemented by
the Brumby Labor government and continued on by the
previous Liberal government.
Onto the bill itself, this bill does repeal the baseline
sentencing scheme. It establishes a new standard
sentencing scheme for certain indictable offences, it
enhances the guideline judgements scheme and it
amends the definition of the arson offence. From the
Greens perspective, we certainly support the part of the
bill which deals with the repealing of baseline
sentencing provisions. The Greens always opposed this
baseline sentencing being introduced. When that was
introduced Sue Pennicuik, our justice spokesperson and
a member for Southern Metropolitan Region in the
other place, argued that that would be unworkable and
would make the sentencing regime far too complex.
That is exactly what has been found by the Court of
Appeal, which held that baseline sentencing was
incapable of being given any practical operation. So we
certainly welcome that the government is acting to
repeal baseline sentencing.
We do support the enhancement of guideline
judgements. It was the Sentencing Advisory Council
that, in its sentencing report in identifying offences
where sentencing guidance is required, recommended
that guideline judgements are the most effective,
influential and persuasive form of providing
sentencing guidance. They made it clear that guideline
judgements have the best capacity to address the
issues when identifying those sentencing issues. They
said that guideline judgements can address sentencing
concerns that are broader than the concerns relating to
the particular offence, particularly around family
violence offences. We feel that the government should
be giving these guideline judgements the chance to be
utilised first to address any problems with sentencing
for certain offences rather than going ahead with the
standard sentencing scheme in conjunction with
guideline judgements.
We do not support the standard sentencing scheme,
given that the Sentencing Advisory Council said that
the standard sentencing scheme was not their preferred
model of sentencing guidance. They have indicated that
all the offences where there were problems with
sentencing could have been appropriately dealt with by
guideline judgements from the Court of Appeal. This
bill does implement a number of Sentencing Advisory
Council recommendations that the Court of Appeal
have the power to provide guidance in terms of

1781

guideline judgements, which does then beg the question
why we actually do now need the sentencing scheme.
In terms of public confidence in sentencing within the
judicial system, as identified by the Sentencing
Advisory Council, research demonstrated that when
informed of facts relevant to sentencing, members of
the public do not generally consider that the sentences
imposed by judicial officers to offenders are too lenient,
with the exception being for particular sexual offences
against children. Again, we question why the scheme is
being introduced when guideline sentences could be a
much more effective option according to research in
terms of public confidence within sentencing.
We are also concerned that the bill establishes mandatory
minimum non-parole periods for the standard sentencing
scheme, which we feel does undermine judicial
independence to ensure that we get the right sentences,
given the seriousness of the offence and the
circumstances around the offending. We also suggest
that further training for judicial officers in sexual
offences — and the Sentencing Advisory Council has
actually identified that this is an area where there is a
problem with sentencing consistency — would be
extremely useful, just as I understand it is being used for
training judicial officers around family violence to assist
in a greater understanding of these matters and ensuring
that appropriate sentences are delivered.
We also feel that the government needs to start taking
justice reinvestment seriously, far more seriously than it
is, whether it is ensuring that the justice system is
addressing those issues with offenders that are outside
their offending, whether it is their mental health issues,
whether it is family violence issues, whether it is drug
issues or whether it is homelessness, because the
evidence is clear that it is justice reinvestment that is the
most effective in reducing crime. The route that this
government is going down, following the lead of the
opposition with their policies, will just simply lead to
more crime and more recidivism.
Whilst this bill provides for the enhancement of
guideline judgements, and certainly we support that, we
do not support the implementation of standard
sentencing. We will not be opposing this bill in this
place, but we will reserve our judgement and our right
to move amendments in the other place.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — The Andrews
Labor government is implementing Victoria’s largest
ever suite of legislative measures to crack down on
serious offenders, toughen sentences for serious and
violent crimes and increase consequences for young
offenders. The raft of reforms is required to address
historic neglect and the failure of previous
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administrations, the last coalition government in
particular, on baseline sentencing and to address
emerging trends and demands.
Within this suite we have the Bail Amendment
(Stage One) Bill 2017, the Children and Justice
Legislation (Youth Justice Reform) Bill 2017 and the
Sentencing Amendment (Sentencing Standards) Bill
2017. They deliver on a series of commitments made in
response to the bail review, the community safety
statement and a Sentencing Advisory Council report.
We have seen how this is coming through the
Parliament. The Bail Amendment (Stage One) Bill
2017, which we have discussed and debated, will
implement key recommendations of Mr Paul Coghlan,
QC, following the terrible Bourke Street tragedy in
January of this year.
Under these reforms it will be harder than ever for
serious offenders to get bail in Victoria and community
safety will be given a much higher priority. Bail will be
refused for a number of new offences, regardless of
age — and that is the critical proposition — including
aggravated home invasion and aggravated carjacking,
unless there are exceptional circumstances, putting
them in the same category as murder and terrorism.
That is the highest level that is now being assessed.
There will also be a presumption against bail for many
more offences, including rape, armed robbery and
dangerous or negligent driving while pursued by police,
which again has been an emerging issue that needs to be
addressed. That is what the government has done. In
addition, people who commit serious indictable offences
while on bail, summons, parole, serving a community
correction order or are otherwise under sentence will not
be granted bail again unless they can prove there are
exceptional circumstances. The government will
introduce a second wave of bail reforms later this year
which will cover more complex matters, including
giving police more powers to remand and clarifying the
unacceptable risk and reverse onus tests.
This is the legislative architecture the government has
put in place, and this bill we are now debating is another
one of these key reforms. On sentencing, the headline in
the Age of 25 May this year sums up the strategy. The
headline is ‘Victorian government tells court to lock
violent criminals up for longer’. There it is. That states it
bluntly. The introduction to the article states:
Murderers and rapists face tougher sentences under an
Andrews government plan to lock up offenders for longer.

The article continues:
New laws will create standard sentences for 13 serious crimes
in a bid to force judges to imprison offenders for longer.
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Data from the sentencing council shows the average sentence
for rape is five years, one month — but the new standard set
by Parliament will be 10 years.
The standard sentence for murder will be 25 years and drug
trafficking of a commercial quantity will be 16 years.
…
Judges will have to consider the standard sentence for each
crime, along with the seriousness of the offence, the
individual circumstances of the case, and the relevant
maximum penalty.
…
The tough new sentencing regime follows a report from the
Sentencing Advisory Council which was commissioned after
the Court of Appeal found that the baseline sentencing
scheme was unworkable.

This is an issue that I have addressed on a number of
occasions because of the coalition’s incredible
arguments against the fact. This is the pattern of
behaviour. If you do not like the facts, just present
alternative facts. Let us just move to the post-Trump
world view of how you actually do politics.
Mr Gidley interjected.
Mr McGUIRE — The member for Mount
Waverley is recidivist-in-chief. You do not have to take
my word for it. Just go and actually have a look at what
the judgement was from Victoria’s Court of Appeal.
Mr Gidley interjected.
Mr McGUIRE — He says, ‘Everybody but the
government’. I hear the voice from the other side of the
chamber, the informed view of the member for Mount
Waverley. He wants to dispute Victoria’s appeals court.
There is no argument in this. They said bluntly, ‘It is
unworkable’. It is one of the most scathing critiques I
have seen of legislation by our highest court. It is now a
case study for juris doctorate students at the University
of Melbourne on how not to do it. This is not a
debatable point.
Mr Gidley interjected.
Mr McGUIRE — The member for Mount
Waverley can be the last galah at the end of the line for
as long as he wants, but it does not change the fact.
That is the point. What he is trying to do is aggregate
anxiety and fear without ever going to the facts. That is
all he is doing. He has no remedy, no responsibility. He
is not looking at what needs to be done, and in the face
of a decision by the appeals court of Victoria, he wants
to just deny it ever happened. I mean, this just beggars
belief. I hope this is called out by the media for the
repeated way that it is done.
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We need to move beyond this proposition, because this
goes to higher issues. We had grown up in a time when
we actually pursued enlightenment — that the facts
counted, that there was intellectual rigour and that we
actually had evidence-based propositions. Now, under
what the Guy-led coalition are doing, it is: ‘Let’s just
trash the place. Let’s just tear it down. Let’s say whatever
we think will get the headline of the day without care,
without responsibility, without accuracy, without
fairness, without balance — let’s just trash the place’.
Does this fix anything? No. That is the critical point. It
does not solve any of the issues that are complicated and
need to be addressed in a thoughtful, considered manner,
as is being done by this government in rolling out the key
reforms that are required.
Mr Gidley — Sat on your hands.
Mr McGUIRE — He goes, ‘Sat on your hands’.
Here it is again. I hear that galah at the end of the fence
again — ‘Sat on your hands’. Let us get it straight: we
had a one-term coalition government, two years of doing
little and then two years of chaos. That is what happened.
Then what did we have? We had the whole thing about:
‘Let’s bang the drum on baseline sentencing before the
election’. It was another law and order election — ‘Let’s
whip up fear and anxiety’. And it did not work; that is
the point. It does not matter how many ways you want to
deny it; the court said it will not work and it cannot work.
In all my time either in journalism or in public debates I
have never seen such severe criticism as was levelled
against that proposition. That goes to the heart of the
matter. What have they learned? They have learned
nothing. The member for Mount Waverley still wants to
argue the toss on that play.
Let us actually have a look at what baseline sentencing
is now. Baseline sentencing was seen as overly
complex in the modelling. It relied on comparative
and statistical analysis. Baseline sentencing was
expressed by reference to an abstract future statistical
point, whereas standard sentencing is a legislative
guidepost that courts must take into account when
sentencing an offender. The baseline sentencing
scheme did not provide a mechanism or guidance to
the courts for the achievement of the baseline
medium. In November 2015 the Court of Appeal held
that the baseline provisions were ‘incapable of being
given any practical operation’.
That is really the headline for this coalition —
‘incapable of being given any practical operation’.
They cannot get it done. They did not get it done the
last time, and that is the issue. They want us all to have
amnesia. They are wanting to convince the media to
forget about what happened. ‘Let’s not mention the
war. Let’s not talk about the Baillieu-Napthine
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one-termers. Let’s not talk about baseline sentencing in
the context with which it was judged’. As I say, it was
not the Green Left Weekly that gave this decision on
you. You have got to understand that this is the appeals
court of Victoria.
Under the standard sentencing scheme a court must
take into account standard sentences when sentencing
an offender for a standard sentence offence and explain
how the sentences imposed relate to the standard
sentence. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverley) — It is my
pleasure to rise this afternoon and make a contribution
on the Sentencing Amendment (Sentencing Standards)
Bill 2017. I do so continuing the debate that the
member for Broadmeadows and other members in this
place have. In my contribution I will address the bill as
well as the so-called suite of reforms that have been so
much of a hallmark of the debate in this chamber on
this bill.
I note that the opposition is certainly not opposing this
bill. However, we do have significant concerns with
this bill. The first obvious one is: why has it taken this
government this long? After the Court of Appeal made
their decision, why has it taken this government this
long to bring legislation into the house?
Mr Wakeling — Still working out their position on
the Callinan review.
Mr GIDLEY — Exactly. As the member for
Ferntree Gully says, it seems that this government not
only do not have a direction and do not understand how
to keep Victorians safe, but they just cannot make up
their mind. Maybe it was, as the member for Ferntree
Gully says, the issues of the Callinan review. More
importantly, the reason this particular legislation has
taken this long is that this government just does not
know how to keep Victorians safe. We should have
been debating legislation that makes changes in
response to the Court of Appeal’s decision, and the
shadow Attorney-General has called for these many,
many times, yet this government has sat on its hands.
The only reason I can see that would be the case is that
they really do not understand the importance of keeping
Victorians safe.
In addition to that, this new sentencing standards scheme
is, in our view, a weak response to the Court of Appeal’s
decision to strike down baseline sentencing. It does not
require the courts to apply it, and indeed giving the Court
of Appeal the power to issue wideranging sentencing
opinions will, if anything, see excuses for soft
sentencing. The community is increasingly tired of those
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soft sentences, and that is the other important aspect of
this debate. There is no question about it.

commissioner. I ask that you ask him to reference
exactly what page and what line he is referring to.

If they take their heads out of the sand, as members of
the government should, they will see that the public of
Victoria do not feel safe, not only in their own homes,
which is what the government’s Minister for Police has
said — in her own words, they do not feel safe in their
own homes — but also on our streets. They do not feel
safe for their family and their loved ones on our streets.
They do not feel safe in the state of Victoria. That is a
terrible tragedy because one of the most important
things a government can do in office is ensure that
Victorians do feel safe.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Spence) — Order!
It is not a point of order; it is a point of debate.

You might ask why that is the case. Why are people not
feeling safe in their homes, as this police minister
rightly says — and I will give her credit for rightly
saying that — and why is it that they also do not feel
safe on their streets and in other places? There are a few
reasons for that. Firstly, under the so-called suite of
reforms that has been referred to in this debate, the
government weakened bail laws, and as a consequence
of that, we have seen a direct flow in relation to youth
offenders in particular. Secondly, the government sat on
its hands on the baseline sentencing response. Thirdly,
crime is up over 20 per cent. Fourthly, they are cutting
police numbers and cutting protective services officers
(PSOs). Do not take my word for that — —
Mr McGuire — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, on misleading the house, the $2 billion
investment is there. Everybody knows about it; I have
called this out repeatedly. I call on the member to stop
misleading the house.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Spence) — Order!
There is no point of order.
Mr GIDLEY — The member for Broadmeadows
and other members of the government just have to look
at the transcript of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee (PAEC) hearing when the chief
commissioner of Victoria Police said very clearly that
in this term of government this government have cut
police resources; they have cut the number of police in
Victoria. We have had a reduction in the number of
police in Victoria. That was the answer that the chief
commissioner of Victoria gave to the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee hearing. Unless the member
for Broadmeadows or the government want to say that
the chief commissioner was wrong in his answer in the
transcript, then they do not have a leg to stand on.
Mr Dimopoulos — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, the member is verballing the chief

Mr GIDLEY — The member for Oakleigh is very,
very sensitive about police numbers. Is it any wonder
when there is a secret plan that the member for
Oakleigh is aware of that senior members of the Labor
Party have put out to shut four police stations in
Monash? Is it any wonder he is sensitive about it?
Check the transcripts, member for Oakleigh.
There is a weakening of bail laws. The government is
sitting on its hands, not responding to the Court of
Appeal’s baseline sentencing issue. There is cutting of
police resources, as the chief commissioner indicated to
PAEC. There is cutting of PSOs, with 33 less PSOs as
of December this year; again, check the records. And
crime is up 20 per cent. Crime is up 20 per cent, there
are weakened bail laws, there is a cut to police
resources and a cut to PSOs and there is a police
minister who acknowledges people do not feel safe in
their homes. But, as the member for Broadmeadows
says, ‘There’s nothing to see here. There’s no crime
problem in Victoria. The public has all got it wrong.
There’s no issue here’.
Mr McGuire — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, I take offence. That is not what I said. The
member is verballing yet again. I ask him to withdraw.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Spence) — Order!
Member for Broadmeadows, I did not hear that there
were comments specifically about you.
Mr McGuire — I raise exactly what he said. He
said, ‘The member for Broadmeadows says there’s
nothing to see here’. I never said those words. I take
offence at what he said, and I ask him to withdraw. He
referenced me as the member for Broadmeadows.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Spence) — Order!
It is not a point of order.
Mr GIDLEY — The government is very, very
sensitive on these issues, and I understand why. Crime
is up 20 per cent. On top of that we have had the secret
Labor Party plan outlined by senior members of the
Labor Party to shut not one, not two, not three, but four
police stations in Monash: Glen Waverley, Mount
Waverley, Oakleigh and Clayton. In addition to that
they call the Liberal-Nationals plan to refurbish and
reopen Murrumbeena police station ludicrous.
This government’s approach to public safety is very,
very clear, and it is very, very clear why the people of
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Victoria do not feel safe not only in their own homes, as
the minister said, but on our streets. When you weaken
bail laws and you refuse to acknowledge that you have
a problem with crime in Victoria, when you sit on your
hands and do not respond to the Court of Appeal’s
baseline sentencing decision, when you cut police
numbers, when you reduce PSOs, when you increase
crime by 20 per cent — —
Ms Thomas — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
I would like to draw your attention to the fact that the
member is misleading the house. The Andrews Labor
government has committed record investment to
Victoria Police, with more than 3000 police being
recruited now and over the forward estimates. The
academy is full and it will be for the continuing term of
this government.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Spence) — Order!
There is no point of order.
Mr GIDLEY — I have not even got on to the
so-called police station that has not been closed that is
open in the member for Burwood’s electorate, and they
are already like that. If I had an extension of time, we
would then get on to so-called open police stations, like
the member for Burwood’s, that are covered in graffiti
and not even open most of the time.
The trend is clear. If this was not such a serious issue, it
would be a joke. But the victims of crime in the state of
Victoria, the people of Victoria, deserve so much more.
They deserve so much more from this government to
live up to its responsibilities to protect Victorians. It has
failed to do this, and it is about time this government
got off its hands and did its job.
Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) — It is a pleasure to rise
to speak on the Sentencing Amendment (Sentencing
Standards) Bill 2017. Before I go to the specifics of the
bill, given the contribution from the member for Mount
Waverley that we have just heard, I am compelled to
make some broader comments on public safety and law
and order to correct the record on a number of
inaccuracies that he just stated.
One was that police numbers have been cut. It is
important to note that in his speech he verballed the
chief commissioner, who has said no such thing.
Perhaps the member could now present evidence of the
chief commissioner saying that we have actually cut
police numbers. In fact you might find that the chief
commissioner said in that hearing that police numbers
have increased.
One of the biggest threats to the state of public debate is
the phenomenon of fake news, which we have seen on
steroids in the last 12 months. It is the theory where you
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can say absolutely anything, knowing that it is wrong,
but pretending it is the truth if you say it often enough.
We hope that people can see through your lies. It is like
budget day just a few weeks ago when the Leader of
the Opposition said that there was absolutely nothing in
this year’s state budget for law and order, when there
was $2 billion for additional police — a package that
included 2729 new police officers, on top of attrition
recruitment, together with 406 police funded last year.
That is a total of 3135 extra police.
Mr Gidley — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
this sounds like a budget speech. I would ask you to
draw the member back to the bill on sentencing.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Spence) — Order!
There is no point of order.
Mr STAIKOS — You opened Pandora’s box, sport,
so you are going to sit there and listen to this. We have
provided funding to replace 10 police stations across
Victoria, a new 24-hour police assistance line and an
online portal to make it easier to report crime, a new air
wing including three new helicopters and a fixed-wing
plane, 100 new protective services officers to boost
mobile patrols and public transport safety — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Spence) — Order!
Member for Burwood!
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Spence) — Order!
I have repeatedly asked the member for Burwood to
desist from screaming across the chamber.
Mr STAIKOS — Since he has been re-endorsed —
and can you believe that, members on this side of the
house? — he has got a new sense of self.
There will be 42 new specialist officers to help keep
vulnerable young people from a life of crime, banning
cash for scrap metal to end the trade in stolen cars,
funding for automatic numberplate recognition
technology on all highway patrol vehicles, and a new
dedicated training facility for specialist and critical
incident police. This is on top of the 400 police custody
officers, 12 of whom are stationed at the Moorabbin
police station in my electorate, which I am very proud of.
The member for Mount Waverley sought to heap blame
on the botched baseline sentencing.
Mr Wakeling — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, I appreciate the member is new to the house
and has probably picked up the wrong document, but
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this is a debate about the Sentencing Amendment
(Sentencing Standards) Bill 2017. The member is
halfway through his contribution and has not made any
reference to the bill. I ask you to bring him back to the
bill at hand.
Mr STAIKOS — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, I am responding to the previous contribution.
I think I am entitled to respond to the previous
contribution.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Spence) — Order!
This has been a wideranging debate.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Spence) — Thank
you, member for Burwood, without your assistance.
The debate has been wideranging. I ask the member to
continue on the bill.
Mr STAIKOS — I am speaking about baseline
sentencing, and that is the reason why we are here:
because those opposite botched baseline sentencing. If
the member for Mount Waverley — —
Mr Wakeling — What is the name of the bill?
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murder of an emergency worker or custodial officer,
culpable driving causing death and rape.
Unlike baseline sentencing we are confident that this
will actually work. You can pass any piece of
legislation in this place but if it is unenforceable, it is a
total waste of time. I can certainly understand that
whenever people, my constituents, come and see me
they are concerned about a crime rate that has risen
every year since 2011. And we should remind members
opposite of the fact that this problem did begin when
they were in government. This government is working
tirelessly to turn something around that was started
when they were in government. It is important to note
that because we have heard from people like the
member for Ringwood. In her many interjections this
week she has said things like ‘We jailed him’ in relation
to the individual who is alleged to have committed that
horrendous crime in Brighton near my electorate
recently. We have heard opposition MPs saying, ‘You
let him out’. This might be news for those opposite, but
the reality is politicians do not jail people and
politicians do not let people out, and they know this.
They absolutely know this.
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr STAIKOS — I mentioned the name of the bill.
You should clean your ears out, member for Ferntree
Gully.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Spence) — Order!
The member for Malvern! The member for Ferntree
Gully!

They botched baseline sentencing. This is why we are
in this position. To provide the context, it was in
November 2015 that the Attorney-General asked the
Sentencing Advisory Council to provide advice on the
most effective legislative mechanism to provide
sentencing guidance to courts. This request followed
the Court of Appeal stating in November 2015 that the
baseline sentencing provisions, which commenced in
2014, were:

Mr STAIKOS — We are in this era of fake news
where they feel like they can say absolutely anything.

… incapable of being given any practical operation.

The government responded to the Sentencing Advisory
Council report in June 2016, announcing a commitment
to introduce a standard sentence scheme and reform
sentencing laws. One of the things that this bill does is
correct a monumental stuff-up by the former Liberal
government.
This bill introduces a standard sentence scheme that
will increase consistency and public confidence in
sentencing. It is based on a successful scheme that has
operated in New South Wales for the better part of
14 years. It will provide a legislative guidepost at the
midpoint of objective seriousness for 12 serious
offences. These are offences like murder, as well as

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr STAIKOS — That is absolutely offensive, but
we are in this area where they think they can say
absolutely anything and get away with it. It is not
politicians who jail people. It is not politicians who let
people out. It is politicians who set the laws, and we are
setting a law today. We have brought in a bill that we
know will work, that will provide tougher sentences
and that will give the community confidence in our
system of law and order, in our Parliament, in our
courts and in our police.
If you remember those tragic events in 2012 and
2013 — the murders of Jill Meagher and Sarah
Cafferkey by men who were on parole — this side of
the house when in opposition did not play politics with
those tragedies. This side of the house gave the then
government the clean air and the support needed to fix
the parole system. The then government did some good
things in that area to fix the parole system. It left most
of it for this government to sort out, but nonetheless that
is the way you approach tragedies of that seriousness.
You support the government. You give the government
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the space to make the reforms necessary to keep
Victorians safe. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr WATT (Burwood) — I rise to speak on the
Sentencing Amendment (Sentencing Standards) Bill
2017. While listening to the member for Bentleigh’s
contribution I struggled to decide whether he was trying
to be Sergeant Schultz, ‘I know nothing’, or whether he
was trying to be Bart Simpson, ‘I didn’t do it. Nobody
saw me do it. You can’t prove anything’. I have got to
say that the way members of this government have put
their heads in the sand, they are more like ostriches.
You put your heads in the sand — you cannot see
anything, nothing is happening, and you say, ‘No, I
didn’t do it’. It reminds me of when my kids would
cover their eyes and say, ‘I can’t see it, so it didn’t
happen. I can’t see anything. No, you’re not in front of
me, nothing is happening in front of me because I’m
covering my eyes and I can’t see it, and you can’t prove
it so it didn’t happen’.
Well, let me tell you people, it did happen. Crime has
gone through the roof. This government have paid no
attention to crime from the day they got elected — no
attention. Two and a half years, these guys have been in
power. I sit here and I listen to the tripe coming from
the other side around baseline sentencing. They say it is
all our fault. Let me just make this point: the rulings
came down and you did nothing. For two and half years
you did nothing, and crime has gone through the roof.
Crime has gone up by 22 per cent since you have been
in government — is it 20 per cent or 22 per cent?
Mr Gidley interjected.
Mr WATT — It is 20 per cent. That is right: taxes
have gone up by 22 per cent when you promised they
would not, and crime has gone up by 20 per cent.
Thank you very much, member for Mount Waverley.
As I mentioned yesterday during — —
Mr M. O’Brien interjected.
Mr WATT — As the shadow Treasurer said, the
only thing going up higher than the crime rate is the
tax rate.
Yesterday in this chamber I mentioned Roosevelt’s four
freedoms and discussed the thoughts of Menzies on
those four freedoms. I also gave my own thoughts on
them, noting that it is around 75 years since Menzies
gave that radio address. Freedom from fear is a basic
human right. It is one of the four freedoms put into the
United Nations Universal Declaration of Human
Rights. The United Nations Universal Declaration of
Human Rights recognises freedom of speech and belief,
and freedom from want and fear.
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The problem we have in this state is that the
government and the members of the government do not
seem to comprehend that people have a right to
freedom from fear. And people do fear — they are very
fearful. When I pop down to the local footy, people pull
me up and say, ‘We have a problem with crime, and
you need to get the government to deal with it or you
need to get rid of them’. In 18 months time the
government is going to be on the way out because they
will not listen, because they have their heads in the
sand, because they have been playing Sergeant Schultz,
because they have been trying to be Bart Simpson. The
problem we have is that the government have done
nothing in two and a half years.
I am reminded of a quote from Reagan in 1981. He
said:
Government’s first duty is to protect the people, not run their
lives.

I keep coming back to that quote because it is a very,
very good quote. This government, the Andrews Labor
government, and all of its members should stand
condemned for trying to run people’s lives instead of
protecting their lives.
You need to protect your citizens. It is the first thing
you do. If a government cannot protect their citizens,
they do not deserve to be the government. That is very
clear. That is the message that I keep hearing from my
electorate, and I know it is the message that the member
for Mount Waverley keeps hearing from his
community, but what we keep hearing from senior
members of the Labor Party in our communities is that
that does not count.
The fact is that the Burwood police station in my
electorate has been closed for two and a half years. I
know there are some people within my local
community who have been advocating for more police.
In particular I have, and I know that there are members
on the Monash City Council that are calling for the
reopening of that station and investment in police
numbers. There are senior members of the Labor Party
within my area and the member for Mount Waverley’s
area who have advocated, and have not recanted their
advocacy, the closing of the four police stations — —
Mr Gidley — Four.
Mr WATT — Four: count them. We are talking
about Clayton; senior members of the Labor Party want
Clayton closed. Senior members of the Labor Party
want Glen Waverley closed. They want Mount
Waverley police station closed, and Oakleigh station
closed. Senior members of the Labor Party have
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advocated for closure of all of the police stations in the
Monash area — all of them.
When I heard about this I was dumbfounded. I could
not believe that senior members of the Labor Party
would come out and advocate very blatantly what we
know is already happening in our communities.
Ashburton police station is down to two days a week.
Burwood police station has been closed. As the
member for Mount Waverley pointed out, Burwood
police station has been graffitied. It was quite bad last
week; it was terrible last year. One of the things that has
not come across all that much is that it has been
graffitied for that period of time. The wall, the fence
outside that police station have had graffiti on them
since the start of last year. It is still there. I drive past
regularly, I see this graffiti and I wonder: why has
nobody done anything about this?
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talk about Jordanville. I remember going down to
Jordanville train station with the member for Mount
Waverley when the PSOs started. I do not live too far
from Jordanville train station. It is one of the closest
stations for me to get to. It is a station that my kids
travel past regularly to get to school. I have got to say
that it is a little disappointing to hear that there are not
PSOs at Jordanville train station anymore.
Members of the government need to get their heads out
of the sand. They need to start taking control of the
problem that we have in this state. Firstly, they need to
accept that there is a problem. Secondly, they need to
accept that it is their responsibility to deal with the
problem. They are the government. Get on with it.
Freedom from fear is a basic human right.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr SCOTT
(Preston).

Mr Gidley — Why?
Debate adjourned until later this day.
Mr WATT — The member for Mount Waverley
asked, ‘Why?’. I can tell you why: because there are no
police there so they never see it. If you do not see it,
why would you clean it? In two and a half years what
we have seen is a reduction in police, an increase in
population and then a reduction in police per capita.
Those on the other side will argue about whether a real
reduction, which is what we saw initially, and then a
reduction per capita is actually a cut.
Let us put it this way: crime is going up. People are not
seeing police when they need to. Some weeks ago I
asked the Minister for Police, ‘When was the last time
somebody could walk into the Burwood police station
and see a police officer?’. I am yet to receive a response
to that very simple question. If the police station is not
closed, if this is not a plan by the Labor government —
even though it has been revealed by senior members of
the Labor Party — to reduce police numbers and close
police stations, tell me when the last time a person
could walk into the Burwood police station and speak
to a police officer. It is a very simple question for a very
simple government.
I hear members opposite talk about the fact that there
are more protective services officers (PSOs). How can
they say there are more PSOs, when we actually know
that there has been a reduction — an actual
reduction — in the number of PSOs? There are 33 less
PSOs out on the beat, not more. You can talk about
there being more all you like, but if there is actually
less, you are caught out in a lie. You cannot keep
saying this. It is not true. There are less PSOs.
There are PSOs that used to be at train stations when
we were in government, and now they are not. We can

DISABILITY AMENDMENT BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 25 May; motion of
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing).
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — It is a pleasure to
rise to make a contribution to the second-reading debate
on the Disability Amendment Bill 2017. I state up-front
that this bill has the support of the opposition. This bill
implements recommendations of the Family and
Community Development Committee’s inquiry into
abuse in disability services. It was a joint investigatory
committee inquiry, and I commend the members of
Parliament from all sides who contributed to that report
and were involved in its recommendations.
The primary objective of this bill is to make the
disability services commissioner (DSC) the key
oversight body for investigating and resolving
complaints in relation to disability service delivery. One
of the key aspects of this legislation that will sit under
that is the fact that the bill picks up the committee’s
recommendation to provide an own-motion inquiry
power to the disability services commissioner, which
will allow the office of the commissioner to investigate
matters without referral. The office can now be
proactive in determining what issues it will investigate.
I understand from the bill briefing I received that the
office of the DSC will be appointing somewhere
around a dozen people to undertake these various
inspections and investigations.
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The bringing on of this bill prompted me and I am sure
other members of the chamber to go back over the
committee’s report and consider in detail its contents
again. Throughout the inquiry the committee heard
undeniable evidence of the widespread nature of abuse
and neglect of people within the disability sector over a
long period of time. It is probably pertinent to put on
the record now that within our disability sector
workforce statewide we have some absolutely
incredible people who have enormous talent and great
will to make a difference in the lives of those with
special needs. They do these jobs not only for the pay
packet at the end of the week but also for the reward it
provides them as individuals. I have certainly seen that
firsthand in my own family situation. I have seen
people make an enormous difference to the lives of
people who are the most vulnerable within our society.
But unfortunately we also have those who are in it for
the wrong reasons, and this bill goes to the heart of
rectifying some of the highly unfortunate scenarios that
we have seen. Many of the stories that were relayed by
families to the inquiry through the hearings were
absolutely heartbreaking in nature. I do not think that
anyone in this chamber or in society in general would
disagree with the thought that abuse in any way, shape
or form of people with special needs — the most
vulnerable in our community — is one of the most
abhorrent crimes that can possibly be committed.
The abuse that was reported to members of the inquiry
through that process took many forms, including but
not limited to physical and sexual assault and verbal
and emotional abuse — which has an enormous impact
on the mental health of clients — financial abuse and
even levels of general neglect that were so severe that
in some cases they were endangering lives. The inquiry
also found that abuse occurs in a range of different
settings — not only residential accommodation, and not
only respite options and day care programs. It happens
in services that are operated by the government — the
Department of Health and Human Services — but also
by non-government providers. There were no
boundaries or borders in relation to this.
Families shared accounts of their family member’s
abuse and spoke of their own experiences, which in
many cases were far from acceptable, in their attempts
to report this abuse and advocate on behalf of their
loved ones and their relatives. It was very clear and
very apparent that there were significant shortcomings,
with high levels of frustration in the systems for
reporting abuse. In particular many people,
disappointingly, felt that when they came forth with
their concerns, whether they were parents, loved ones
or guardians, they felt that their concerns were either
dismissed too readily or ignored by the Department of
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Health and Human Services service providers and also
by the disability services commissioner’s office. Many
of the stories that were relayed were very confronting.
The committee heard that the sector has unfortunately
employed predators who have repeatedly offended, and
this highlighted the need for reforms such as this but in
many areas. Further evidence of the need to act was
published in the findings. The inquiry findings were not
enough. A Health and Community Services Union
survey was widely published not that long ago. It found
that 46 per cent of disability sector employees — 46 per
cent of respondents — reported that abuse occurred
either frequently or occasionally.
Now, I understand that when you do these surveys you
often get those that have a concern as the respondents.
So I am sure that while that figure is not 46 per cent
right across the entire sector, it is still a high figure if
46 per cent of respondents felt that way and had
experienced that. Another disappointingly high figure
was that 55 per cent of those respondents said that
abuse occurred frequently or occasionally and that their
co-workers perpetrated such acts. So the union
highlighted that some of the cases that were reported in
this survey were around sexual abuse and things like
residents being denied food and others being bound
with gaffer tape. That was some of the feedback that
came out of this Health and Community Services
Union survey.
We also heard in the inquiry a number of people stating
that they believe the levels of abuse are underreported.
Carers have openly stated that they have been on
occasions scared to report abuse or neglect, and one
carer said that — and it was very significant to read this
quote in the submission:
… it is either not acted on or you become a victim yourself by
being bullied by supervisors or team leaders.

That is not the environment in which our most
vulnerable people should be cared for, where the
workforce caring for them and their wellbeing feels that
way about the environment they work in. That is
extremely unhealthy, and there is no greater proof of
the need for action than in that commentary itself.
As we transition to the national disability insurance
scheme (NDIS), the overarching framework for the
sector will come under the NDIS safeguards
framework. We know that that is scheduled to be
implemented in about mid-2019, when the NDIS has
been fully rolled out, and therefore I guess this
legislation that we have here today is somewhat an
interim measure. These powers that we are giving to
the disability services commissioner are somewhat an
interim measure that will lead to the overarching
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NDIS framework coming into place, but it is
important that in the significant amount of time there
is until the NDIS framework comes out that we make
these changes at the state level. This is about
addressing some of the shortcomings and providing
additional powers in the interim.
I certainly hope that when we do transition to the NDIS
safeguards framework we have at least the same basic
level of protections and investigative powers relayed
that we have here, but I still think that there are areas
where we can improve those powers, so I see this next
period under this legislation in the lead-up to the NDIS
overarching framework coming into play as perhaps
being welcomed but also somewhat of a trial period to
see if from a federal perspective we can improve even
further in certain areas and make sure that the body that
is providing oversight to those with special needs has
every power it needs to take action.
Throughout the inquiry the committee heard criticism
of the disability services commissioner. Many felt that
the disability services commissioner’s office had failed
in its role to provide effective oversight of the sector. In
particular there was the belief in a lot of families that it
had failed in its duty to appropriately investigate reports
of abuse. The committee did acknowledge — and quite
rightly — that whilst there was a view that the DSC had
perhaps not lived up to expectations, it primarily found
that this related to the narrow functions that were given
to the office. They were restrictive; they did not allow
the office of the disability services commissioner to
provide the level of investigation that families expected
would occur, and the legislation that we have before us
today is about rectifying much of that scenario.
So in response the bill before the house today provides
some of those greater powers. People with a disability
have the right to live free from abuse, neglect and
exploitation. We absolutely must ensure that the culture
within disability services promotes and upholds the
rights, the dignity and the safety of people with special
needs. It is also important to ensure that where abuse
and neglect does occur in disability services, we have a
robust oversight mechanism in place to be able to deal
with it to ensure that each and every allegation is
properly investigated and that processes are put in place
to protect people from harm.
For a few moments I want to just talk about the
own-motion inquiry power. When the disability
services commissioner was established as a complaints
body, the commissioner’s powers related to the
conciliation of, investigation of and education about
complaints. In other words, the office of the disability
services commissioner had restrictions about what it
could do when a complaint was received. In future,
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when a complaint is received the own-motion inquiry
powers will give the disability services commissioner
the power to investigate — as the term is defined —
under their own motion.
In hindsight and given the findings of the inquiry, the
submissions that were made to the inquiry and the
experiences that were shared as part of the inquiry, it
could be strongly argued that the Office of the
Disability Services Commissioner should have been
provided with more powers when the position was
established, and perhaps governments of both
persuasions over the journey could have provided those
powers, so we are here today with a bill that does give it
more power and will make people more accountable
and responsible.
The scope of this new function allows the
commissioner to investigate without referral, and I
think that this is critically important. The office of the
DSC can now investigate the most significant issues
such as sexual abuse, physical abuse, financial
exploitation and abuse, and significant neglect. The bill
aligns the commissioner’s powers under this new
function with its existing powers to investigate
complaints, and some of these powers include
compelling attendance, calling for evidence and
documents, applying to a magistrate for a warrant to
inspect premises and issuing service providers with
actions to remedy any issues substantiated as a result of
any inquiry by the commissioner.
Of paramount importance is this new inspection power.
If we are to have an effective and strong oversight
body, it must have strong inspection powers. It must be
able to investigate concerns to the appropriate level.
Previously a lack of these inspection powers resulted in
longer than acceptable time frames.
Recommendation 7.7 of the inquiry was around
providing the additional powers required to undertake
more timely site visits, so the bill, as I said earlier,
allows the commissioner’s office to appoint authorised
officers, and these officers will be able to visit and
inspect relevant premises on their own motion.
During inspections the officers will have the power to
inspect documents and conduct interviews with staff,
volunteers, service users and visitors. Very importantly,
if entry is refused, there is now an offence for
unreasonably obstructing or hindering the disability
services commissioner. So you must let these people in,
and unless you have got a valid reason not to, you will
be held accountable and charges will be laid.
Obviously to respect the dignity and the human rights
of people with a disability, the commissioner’s
authorised officers will be required to obtain the
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consent of a person with a disability or indeed their
carer or guardian as required before entering private
rooms. You can picture that, for some people, having
an authorised officer from the disability services
commissioner entering the room unannounced could be
quite a traumatic experience for individuals, so that
permission is obviously a very important part of
making sure that those i’s are dotted and those t’s are
crossed so that we do not have that scenario occurring.
I want to talk about some of the actions that can be
taken as a result, and this is important because this goes
to the very heart of making perpetrators responsible and
accountable for their actions. The commissioner can
specify in writing any action he considers the service
provider ought to take to remedy the complaint, and I
was also advised during the bill briefing that in
developing this legislation Victoria Police and the
department developed a memorandum of understanding
that for any investigations of criminal matters that are
initiated by the disability services commissioner’s
office the police still have primacy in that investigation.
That is important and an important step in being able to
share that information to make sure that offenders are
held to account and perpetrators face the full brunt of
the law.
It is then that we rely on the court system to make
people accountable and appropriate for their penalties,
and one thing that we are going to watch out for from
all this is that we get our act tidied up within the
disability sector and we give the greater investigating
powers to the disability services commissioner but also,
when people are found guilty of these abhorrent crimes
of abuse and neglect in a range of areas, that we have a
high anticipation that the court system will provide
punishments in line with community expectations.
There is no more gut-churning crime, as I said earlier,
than preying on those who are the most vulnerable in
our community, and those who do this by choice and
perpetrate these actions must face stiff penalties in line
with community expectations.
This bill is a small step in trying to strive towards zero
tolerance of abuse. We need to make offenders
accountable, and we need to remove them from the
sector, and this bill enables the commissioner to share
information with not only Victoria Police but also other
agencies, whether that be the Ombudsman, the
departmental secretary, the Office of the Public
Advocate or even the coroner’s office in the case of
death. This will hopefully ensure that whatever action
needs to be taken is undertaken by the relevant body
and ensure that it is investigated to the level that it
should be.
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I just want to talk about, I guess, the culture for a few
moments. When we are talking about legislation like
this today, yes, we are giving additional powers and,
yes, we are aiming towards zero tolerance and trying to
make people more accountable, but we also need an
obligation from the workers and providers in the sector
to improve culture. Agencies, whether they be
departmental or private, need to screen better the people
that they are employing in these positions. They need to
screen these people better, they need to do better
background checks and they need to educate their staff
on what is right and wrong.
Too many times, as we travel around the state, we
hear ‘We were short of a respite carer’ here and ‘We
were short of a person working in the day care centre’
there. ‘We needed someone and we put them on.
We’re going to suss them out, but we put them on
because we’re desperate’. It is not good enough. It is
too late when we get to that stage, so we have to
provide higher levels of oversight to screen potential
employees and educate staff.
In the last 30 seconds before the lunchbreak and in
winding up I would just like to pay tribute to a
disability service provider in my area, Noweyung,
which has just recently gone through a change of CEO
from Ernie Metcalf to Michael Amor. That is a
wonderful, wonderful service and, I think, could be a
great example of how a good and well-run service is
operated. This bill strengthens the safeguards for those
with disabilities, and the opposition supports this bill.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.03 p.m.
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — I am very
pleased to rise to speak on the Disability Amendment
Bill 2017. It is very pleasing to be a member of
Parliament when bills like this come before the house
and you have the opportunity to speak on something
that will make long-lasting change to people’s lives.
This bill comes out of the Family and Community
Development Committee’s inquiry into abuse in
disability services, the report of which was tabled in the
Parliament last year. The committee made
49 recommendations and the government accepted all
of those in principle. So it is very pleasing to be
speaking on today’s particular amendment bill, which
goes a long way towards protecting people with
disability from harm.
As chair of the Family and Community Development
Committee I was grateful to be part of this inquiry, and
I want to thank my fellow committee members for their
contributions as well. It was quite a harrowing
committee to be on, as we heard many, many families
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and many, many people with disabilities who have
suffered abuse not just over the last little while but in
some instances for decades.
I will start with a contribution that someone made to
that committee. Ms Schipp spoke to the committee
about her son’s numerous experiences of sexual assault
by disability support staff. She said:
By way of background about ourselves, our 35-year-old son
has cerebral palsy. He is visually impaired. He is
intellectually normal; he has tested at average or above
average. He is speechless, and that is very important to the
experience of abuse, and he walks. He suffers from
PTSD … seriously. He has been sexually assaulted many
times by four different assailants that we know of. The first
assaults occurred when he was nine. The other assaults
occurred when he was turning 29 and after. Three of the four
assailants worked in group accommodation settings: one in a
Yooralla respite care unit and two in a DHS community
residential unit. One assailant worked in our son’s own home.

That is just an example of some of the evidence that the
committee received over that long period of time.
What the inquiry revealed, as the member for
Gippsland East eloquently pointed out — and I thank
him for his contribution and for his interest in this
matter — was that abuse across Victoria and indeed, I
would suggest, across this nation is both systemic and
normalised.
We made a lot of recommendations around the fact that
many of the contributors to our inquiry were very
concerned that the process for reporting abuse was not
acted upon, that the road towards reporting abuse was
confusing — that people did not know where to go —
and, of course, in many cases that the family members
of people who were abused reported they were not
believed. Now, that has to change and we as legislators
have to make sure that that changes, and that is why this
legislation is so important.
One of the recommendations in our report, which is not
relevant particularly to this bill but it is important, was
that many people across the disability sector called for a
royal commission into abuse in disability services, and I
am very pleased that federal Labor has announced that
if they win government they will implement a royal
commission for these people. It was important to us
during the inquiry that the voices of people with
disability and their families and carers were heard. Too
often their voices have been silenced, particularly
around matters of abuse.
The response from the government has been
exceptional. We know that we need a zero tolerance
approach to abuse of people with a disability, and
starting from that point we can implement a range of
measures that will improve the whole process around
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abuse and how to prevent it, how people can report it
and how it is investigated. The investigation side of it is
very important, because up until now, when we make
changes in this legislation, there has not been an
oversight body that has been able to investigate abuse
to the extent that people in the inquiry called for. It was
decided by the committee that the disability services
commissioner would have oversight of investigation
into abuse in disability services.
That decision was made based on a number of issues.
The first was that it was obviously imperative that there
was an independent oversight body and because the
disability services commissioner already has a role
within the disability sector to do a whole lot of things.
Strengthening their role through this legislation is
important. What came out of the inquiry was the need
for own-motion powers for the disability services
commissioner.
People with disability, as I said, reported to us that
abuse had become normalised. What that means is that
abuse that we would think would be reported or
investigated was considered a normal situation. There
were things like taking away someone’s wheelchair,
feeding them inappropriate food, bullying, issuing the
wrong medication and stories of neglect. Of course we
would say that that needs to be reported — that that is
abuse — but within the disability sector it has been
accepted. However, it should never be accepted again.
The disability services commissioner will be made the
key oversight body for the disability sector in Victoria,
including having the powers to conduct own-motion
inquiries into reports of abuse and neglect — and that
was recommendation 7.1. Currently the commissioner’s
legislative functions relate to conciliation, which was
considered to not be a strong enough function. In fact
people were telling us that conciliation did not resolve
problems. The commissioner undertakes inquiries if
requested by the minister or the Secretary of the
Department of Health and Human Services and he
implements education, training and research. What this
has meant is that the commissioner has been restricted
largely to investigating and dealing with complaints.
Concerns may arise where there is no complaint,
particularly in the case where a person with a disability
may not have the capacity to make a complaint. This
bill addresses those concerns. We want to ensure that
the disability services commissioner has the powers that
he needs to be able to investigate thoroughly. The
member for Gippsland East mentioned authorised
officers — inspectors if you like — which was another
recommendation from the inquiry. They will be able to
go to service providers and group homes and be able to
make sure that abuse is not occurring, and also to report

DISABILITY AMENDMENT BILL 2017
Thursday, 8 June 2017

ASSEMBLY

directly to the disability services commissioner if abuse
is happening.
Not only should disability services not tolerate or
normalise abuse, but they must be part of the change.
One of the things to come out of the inquiry was that
change takes time. It will take a cultural change within
service providers as well as within the general
community about how we treat people with
disabilities. People must understand that they have
rights just like everybody else, that they have a right to
safety, that they have a right to live a life free from
abuse, and the disability services commissioner will
play a major role there. He will be able to initiate
inquiries at his discretion to investigate allegations of
individual cases of abuse and neglect of people with a
disability and the systemic and recurrent issues of
abuse of people with a disability.
It is also intended that the commissioner’s inquiries will
focus on how service providers can improve services and
systems to better respond to and prevent abuse and
neglect. The referral powers are an important part of this.
In the short while that I have I want to say that I am
very proud to be part of a government that is actually
implementing this really important change to protect
people with a disability. We have to start somewhere
and this is a really good start. There is a long way to go,
and starting with a zero tolerance approach is also really
important. We need to get our service providers on
board and we have to make sure that everybody in our
community understands that it is not okay — it is never
okay — to abuse people who have a disability. Their
voices have been heard and I think that we are
responding through this bill to their voices.
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) — I rise to speak on the
Disability Amendment Bill 2017 and say from the
outset that the opposition supports this bill. The bill
strengthens those safeguards for Victorians with a
disability and gives the disability services
commissioner further oversight functions and powers in
line with recommendations from the inquiry into abuse
and disability services. To that end the commissioner
will have those greater powers to investigate and report
on abuse and neglect, and to make sure that from those
investigations the improvements are enacted and
appropriate safeguards are put in place.
It also provides the commissioner with own-motion
inquiry powers to prompt investigations that may stem
from other sources, and obviously the credibility of
those sources can then be investigated subject to those
own-motion inquiry powers and also new inspection
powers. The commissioner will be able to instigate
unscheduled visits without notice by appointing
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authorised officers to visit and conduct inspections, and
therefore direct the action that needs to be taken in
order to rectify any concerns. The bill also enables
greater information-sharing capacity between agencies
in relation to the national disability insurance scheme.
I think from my understanding there has been strong
support from all stakeholders in relation to this bill. I
will pick up on what was mentioned before. It is
important to make sure that any abuse towards
disabled people is actually detected very, very
quickly — that it is prevented in the first place, but if
it does happen that it is detected very, very quickly
and that it is then addressed. Abuse in any form is
wrong but abuse of someone who is highly vulnerable,
and that includes those people who have a disability,
is abhorrent. Therefore we need to make sure that we
protect the vulnerable.
That is one of our main jobs as legislators: that where
there are risks we legislate to make sure those risks are
managed. When our vulnerable people are exposed we
must ensure that those exposures are eliminated. If
they cannot be eliminated, they should be detected
very, very early and be mitigated or minimised. We
should rectify or put in place restitution to deal with
the exposure and implement measures to actually
prevent it from happening again. It is certainly
important that we as a Parliament approach this in a
bipartisan fashion to support measures that will help
protect our most vulnerable people, and that includes
people with disability.
I just want to highlight the inquiry into social
inclusion for Victorians with a disability that the
Family and Community Development Committee
undertook towards the end of the last term of
Parliament. The member for Thomastown was in here
earlier. I was hoping that she might be in here at this
point in time, but she was also on the committee with
me — a committee that I chaired. It was an important
reference. I certainly know that those with a disability,
their families and the agencies involved have an
incredible desire, and rightly so, to ensure that people
with a disability are included from a social perspective
in activities that are important to them and in activities
that actually provide substance and meaning in terms
of their life goals. I would encourage the government
to dust off the report, which contains very, very
significant recommendations — recommendations
made for those who are deeply affected, those who
feel excluded and those who are vulnerable — have a
look at the recommendations again and implement
those recommendations.
We need to do what we can to ensure not just that
those who are vulnerable and those with a disability
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are protected from abuse but also that they are able to
contribute to society in ways that they want to and
ways that mean their goals for their own lives are
actually able to be achieved. That was very much a
focus of the committee inquiry — making sure that
those people have the social inclusion that they desire.
It is very, very important. As I said, I would absolutely
encourage and implore the government to pull that
report out, look at those recommendations and
implement them in the best interests of people with a
disability. It is absolutely vital that they have the
opportunities that they are able to be afforded and that
their life goals are based around. On that note, I am
pleased to be able to offer my support and the
opposition’s to this bill, and I wish it a speedy
passage.

keen to see what the recommendations may be. I know
that those who have contributed to that report are very
anxious to see the outcome, so if I could just put in a
little plug for that while I am on my feet. Thank you,
Acting Speaker, for your indulgence there.

Ms KNIGHT (Wendouree) — I am pleased to be
standing to speak on this bill, but I am not in some
ways. I feel a little conflicted about this. I think it is
disappointing, I guess, that we have to be here to speak
about what is a real issue in disability services, but I am
very proud to be part of a government that is actually
addressing this.

It is so incredibly important. What we would say is,
‘Yes, of course. Isn’t that just a basic human right?’, and
absolutely it is. It is a basic right to live without fear of
abuse. Sadly, that has not been the case, particularly for
people with disabilities, for a whole range of reasons.

From the outset I want to express my gratitude to the
Family and Community Development Committee,
which worked on the inquiry into abuse in disability
services, and I particularly acknowledge the current chair
of that committee, the member for Bendigo West, who is
a very good friend of mine. I know when I am out and I
am talking to people and talking to my peers who are
also carers they have the utmost respect for the member
for Bendigo West, and it is easy, after hearing her
contribution, to see why. She is very, very passionate
about this issue, and I thank her. I do not think I would
be remiss in thanking her for all other carers who cannot
be here today but who I perhaps can represent.
It was incredibly important work that the committee
did, and I thank them for it. Of course from that work
we are now standing here and debating the Disability
Amendment Bill 2017. The overall objective of the bill
is to amend the Disability Act 2006 to improve
safeguards for Victorians with a disability and in receipt
of supports from disability service providers, and to
implement key aspects of the government’s public
response to the 2016 parliamentary inquiry into abuse
in disability services.
While we are talking about that parliamentary inquiry, I
also want to acknowledge the current inquiry that is
happening into autism services. I would encourage the
committee to table that report — I know there has been
an extension to that reporting date already — as soon as
possible. There are a lot of people with autism, and
they, their families and their service providers are really

I want to quote from the Minister for Housing, Disability
and Ageing’s second-reading speech for this bill:
People with a disability have the right to live free from abuse,
neglect and exploitation. We must ensure that the culture
within disability services promotes and upholds the rights,
dignity and safety of people with a disability.
It is also important to ensure that where abuse or neglect does
occur in disability services, that a robust oversight mechanism
is in place to ensure allegations are properly investigated and
processes are in place to protect people from further harm.

I know that the member for Bendigo West touched on
some of the stories that she heard and the committee
heard during the course of that inquiry. It is so
incredibly important that those voices are heard because
they are often silenced. I know that in my situation my
big, strapping almost 28-year-old has no speech at all. I
actually rely on other people to ensure his safety, and
that can be a bit of a hard thing to do, as you can
imagine, when you hand over, essentially, the care of a
child — despite the fact that he is in his late 20s — to
others. You do worry about his safety. When I see him I
cannot ask him, ‘Is everything okay?’, because he
cannot tell me if everything is okay or not. So it is
really, really important that these safeguards are in
place and that if there is anything picked up, it is
investigated straightaway. Of course there are incident
reports and things like that that happen, but it does kind
of play on your mind, ‘How do I know for sure that
he’s all right?’.
I want to say from the outset that the staff who support
him are fantastic; they are wonderful, and I love them
dearly. Certainly this is not a reflection upon them. It
is a broader reflection on the system. Tom has been
part of the system for 26 years and for all of those
26 years I have not known if anything untoward has
happened to him. I certainly hope not, of course, but I
just do not know.
Legislation such as this is incredibly important because
it sets a standard. It says that this ends here. Our
expectation is that people with disabilities who are
vulnerable and who are in relationships with a power
imbalance have every right to be as safe as anyone else.
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That is our expectation, and it is here in the legislation.
That sends a message to those who work with people
who may be perpetrating abuse to say, ‘No, that is
wrong. No, you cannot do that’.
It also serves to say to those service providers, ‘You
need to look at your culture. You need to see where
there may be weaknesses in the culture, where there
may be an acceptance that, well, maybe it is okay; Tom
has been a bit annoying with his Compics today,
demanding things, so we are just going to hide them
from him for a little while’. I am not saying that has
happened, but it may prevent those things from
happening. It may prevent someone from turning off
someone’s wheelchair because they do not feel like
dealing with that. I am hoping that this legislation does
send a message and does cause service providers to
look at their culture to see where that culture can be
strengthened.
This is going to sound very morbid, but I am not going
to be around forever to check up on Tom — I do not
know if I do want to live forever, but anyway. Also, I
think there are people in this chamber who will
understand that when you are a parent of a child with a
disability and you have other kids, you worry about
what those other kids’ responsibilities are going to be.
You do not want to say to them, ‘Right, it is up to you
to make sure that everything is okay with your brother’.
That is an incredibly difficult conversation to have, so
to have these safeguards in the bill kind of relieves the
pressure on other kids having sole responsibility for the
child who has a disability.
One of the things I really appreciate around this
legislation is that, as the member for Bendigo West
said, there was a lot of input from people with
disabilities, from those who live with disability, from
carers and from service providers. I am really pleased
about the contribution of those who live with disability.
The member for Gippsland East and I were at a little
forum in the library about ‘Choice, Control and the
NDIS’ and I refer to the saying coined by those with
disability, ‘Nothing about us without us’. I think that is
incredibly important and it was certainly true in the
context of the research that we were discussing and
hearing about.
It is also important knowing that those who are
impacted are the ones who have really got us here, in
getting to this recommendation, in drafting this
legislation and in having the confidence to speak on it.
They are the ones who have lived the experience and
have had the courage to talk about it in order to prevent
it from happening to other people.
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I really want to express my gratitude, and I am sure the
gratitude of everyone here in the house, to those people
who told those stories and to the carers who sat with
them and listened to them as well. I want to thank the
opposition for supporting this bill and I wish this bill a
speedy passage through this house and the other.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — I am pleased
to contribute to the debate on the Disability
Amendment Bill 2017 and also to follow the remarks
made by the member for Wendouree. The ability to
speak what might be termed truth in the face of power
or to power, or to contribute to the development of
legislation is well grounded in the context of firsthand
understandings of particular issues that we in the
community confront.
Early in my political career, when asked how I found
life in politics, I would give the example that political
life ranged from the disability sector through to dealing
with companies that might have a sliver of the global
market and be exporting locally manufactured product
to 46 countries. In the field of disability I then further
parse the different categories of disability which might
include intellectual disability, physical disability and
psychiatric disability.
The most powerful speech I have heard in this chamber
in my time was made by John McGrath, member for
the then seat of Warrnambool. As I understand it, he
made it just one seat along from where the current
member for Ivanhoe is. He spoke about the challenges
faced by his own family — he ultimately lost one of his
children. He spoke about psychiatric disability and the
impact that schizophrenia has had on families. He made
comments to the effect that no war, no famine, no
disease has exacted so great a toll on human life or
caused so much suffering as that caused by
schizophrenia and its impact on the life of families.
As local members, we would often be invited to meet
with the boards of local welfare agencies or meet with
parents of children with disabilities who were keen to
see the very best achieved for their wellbeing and
welfare. A number of years ago I had occasion to refer
to John and Jean Holstock and their daughter, Dana,
who lived to the age of 43 and saw the extraordinary
care, outside the days she spent in day institutional
care, provided by her parents. It was very moving to
gain an insight into the care and commitment provided
by her parents. I trust as the national disability
insurance scheme (NDIS) evolves there will be ongoing
opportunity for that paramount level of care being
provided so that all children can have the opportunities
that Dana Holstock had during her 43 years.
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I am mindful too of another local family who are
concerned about the welfare of their son following
deinstitutionalisation. They told about how their son
who had an intellectual disability had been bashed and
bullied and had his head placed down the toilet in his
schooling environment. This fellow’s parents were
distraught with concern following his
deinstitutionalisation about his welfare and wellbeing
without good supervision.
On another occasion I visited a Beaumaris family
where an 86-year-old dad was looking after his
56-year-old Down syndrome son. The mother of the
household had died some years beforehand. The state
of the living conditions within the household could at
best be described as parlous, and the level of care
provided by the father, while well-meaning, did not
meet the need of the moment for the welfare of his
56-year-old son. So there are a raft of questions and
challenges that we as a community confront to work
out how we can provide the highest level of care, the
best level of care and also the safest level of care. It is
in this context that we are considering this bill today.
The bill gives the power to the commissioner to
investigate reports of abuse and neglect in disability
services, attempting to improve safeguards for people
with a disability by establishing the own-motion inquiry
power and other new inspection powers. It allows the
commissioner to appoint authorised officers to visit and
inspect relevant premises without notice and specify
action that needs to be taken as a result of
investigations, and it also allows for greater
information-sharing capacity between agencies in line
with the transition to the NDIS. I state for the record
that the bill is keenly supported by the coalition.
The question was raised in relation to the power of
entry inspection without a warrant in the context of a
report by the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee in the 58th Parliament’s Alert Digest No. 8
of 2017 where, at page 13, it raises a question of the
power of entry inspection. It notes that the statement of
compatibility provides that:
While the powers may involve some interference with
privacy, the search powers are necessary to ensure the
commissioner is able to conduct an effective investigation
into complaints, systemic or individual issues of abuse or
neglect of persons with a disability, or investigations referred
by the minister or secretary. The powers are limited to
premises that are directly related to the investigation, and to
those areas where there is a limited expectation of privacy.
Section 132E(1) restricts the power to premises on which a
service provider who is being investigated provides a service
that is being investigated. Section 132E(4) prevents the search
powers being used in respect of residential areas, except with
the consent of the resident, guardian or next of kin. Further,
section 132F(2) prevents the powers being used to inspect or
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copy medical records, unless the person with a disability, their
guardian or next of kin has consented.

Within the Sandringham electorate there are a number
of disability organisations that have undertaken
extraordinary work. Recently the federal Treasurer
visited Bayley House, in an adjoining electorate,
following their commitment of a further $6 billion to
top up the service delivery potential under the NDIS.
Bayley House has an extraordinary range of programs,
both day programs and residential care. I salute the
members of the parent committee of management,
noting the eclectic skill sets that are possessed by the
board members and the contributions by successive
chairs over many years, during which there has been a
sense of purpose and advocacy and lobbying. A local
family, the Savage family, had one of its members,
Dom, under the care of Bayley House. It was delightful
to see the way many people were able to prosper with
the skill sets within Bayley House.
There is also another agency, Moira Disability and
Youth Services, which has provided extended care in
terms of residential accommodation as well as acting as
a broker for a range of other support services. One of its
members, Judy Challenger, helped develop a residential
unit in Correa Avenue, Cheltenham. It started from a
pristine site, and on the board of Moira at the time were
two people whose lifetime work had been in the
disability sector. They were physiotherapists by training
and keenly committed to their work and an optimum
level of care.
A world-class service for disability support, a 24/7
residential care unit, was established in Correa Avenue
with the support of the neighbours. Services were
provided to many members of the Moira extended
family within that precinct. It was a world-class facility.
It had the appropriate breadth of corridors, the
appropriate design layout, the appropriate number of
pulleys to assist in the physical movement of people
within the precinct and good landscaping within the
premises. One of the responsibilities of the board was to
ensure that staff within the management of that precinct
met the highest levels of care in the operation of the
unit. I pay tribute to the staff and members of the wider
Moira community for its commitment to the care and
welfare of people in care. In conclusion, the Disability
Amendment Bill provides a high level of scrutiny of
support services and has the support of the opposition.
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) — I am very pleased to
have the opportunity to contribute to debate on the
Disability Amendment Bill 2017. The Andrews Labor
government is committed to making Victoria the fairest
state in the nation. We are committed to investing in
and improving the lives of those that need it the most.
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Our most vulnerable deserve the same chances and
opportunities that are afforded to each and every one of
us and each and every Victorian.
I have been particularly fortunate to form some
wonderful friendships with some very special people
who live with a disability. My mother, Lesley, worked
hard at two Sunbury schools over a 15-year period in
integration, and in this time I certainly watched how
hard Mum worked and heard the stories about the many
challenges her students faced, but above all I learned
what an incredibly supportive community we have. Just
last week I had the opportunity to meet Ernie Metcalf,
the new CEO of Distinctive Options in Sunbury. Ernie,
like so many, is passionate in this space. He and his
team are particularly strong advocates for people with a
whole range of disabilities in my community. Through
the work of Mum and through the work of a number of
the Sunbury schools, I became very familiar with the
many barriers that those with disabilities face, whether
those barriers be physical or emotional, barriers within
society or barriers within community.
I became particularly close with a wonderful guy named
Ryan Jans, and Ryan is sadly no longer with us. He was
a truly remarkable person: funny, brave, honest and kind.
He was a Blues supporter, but we will not hold that
against him, and he taught me a great deal. Ry lived with
cerebral palsy, and he had limited mobility and limited
speech. He would drive his wheelchair with a head
control and was able to put that chair into forward or
reverse with the only working part of his arms, which
was his left wrist. Remarkably he was able to operate his
computer with that left wrist thanks to some incredible
software that would help him work his computer — an
incredibly important way for him to communicate when
communication was so very difficult.
What I came to learn about Ryan, though, was that his
courage, his resilience and his commitment to life and
to always doing his very best were something that was
truly inspiring. He had his wonderful mum, Karen, his
sister, Lauren, and his Pa, and a very supportive
network of family and friends in Riddells Creek and in
Sunbury. Ry really did have to fight for everything that
he ever had. As I mentioned, he had wonderful carers
and a great support network, and he was well supported
by the Department of Health and Human Services, but
nothing was ever easy for him.
All too often we can get caught in the business of life,
and our health and our mobility are things that we often
take for granted, but it is when those things are taken
away that we truly reflect on how important they are.
Each and every day we know that thousands of
Victorians suffer through disability. As a government,
as lawmakers, we have an obligation to help the most
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vulnerable and those in need when and where we
can — those like Ry and his family, who at every
opportunity fought for the very best quality of life and
truly worked to make his life the best that it could
possibly could be. Sadly he is no longer with us, but the
lessons that I learned from him were to be quick to
laugh, to be quick to forgive and to do your very best to
live with passion and courage.
The amendments to the Disability Act 2006 provided
in this bill will work to improve safeguards for all
Victorians with disabilities who are receiving
important support from a whole range of services.
This bill implements key facets of the government’s
public response to the parliamentary inquiry into
abuse in disability services, held last year, as a number
of speakers this afternoon have mentioned. This
inquiry shone a light on far too many incidents of
abuse and neglect. I want to thank those that were on
the committee.
The parliamentary inquiry into abuse in disability
services found substantial evidence of widespread
sexual and physical assault, verbal abuse, financial
abuse and neglect across the disability sector. The
parliamentary inquiry found systemic normalisation of
abuse within disability services, and this is obviously of
great concern to all involved. The inquiry also
recommended that the office of the disability services
commissioner be made the key oversight body for the
disability sector in Victoria, including having
responsibility for receiving mandatory reports about
abuse and neglect as well as own-motion powers to
inquire into reports of abuse and neglect.
We as a government responded to the parliamentary
inquiry on 23 November 2016 and committed to
amending the Disability Act 2006, and here we are this
afternoon. The Disability Amendment Bill 2017 acts on
this commitment by enhancing critical safeguards for
people with a disability until, of course, the national
disability insurance scheme and the national quality and
safeguarding framework commences from mid-2019.
These amendments aim to set a benchmark for the
national framework. The rights, the dignity and the
safety of someone with a disability are all at the
forefront of this bill.
As I mentioned, this bill provides for new guiding
principles around upholding the rights, dignity,
wellbeing and safety of those with a disability.
Importantly the bill will provide the disability services
commissioner with new own-motion powers to initiate
inquiries into cases of abuse and neglect and systemic
or recurrent patterns of such abuse or neglect. These are
important changes. They are important powers because
they go to the protection, the security and the safety of
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those with disabilities. Obviously we as a government
and as a Parliament have a very important role to
ensure that we are doing all we can to prevent harm of
our most vulnerable Victorians.
The powers of the Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing and the secretary of the department will also be
strengthened to request the commissioner to investigate
certain cases of abuse. Importantly the act will now
include a new guiding principle to ensure that disability
services do not tolerate or normalise abuse, exploitation
and neglect and should promote a culture that upholds
the rights, dignity, welfare and the fundamental safety
of a person with a disability.
These changes come as a result of the inquiry, but
obviously there is a financial implication to them as
well. I am very pleased the 2017–18 state budget
committed $8.7 million in funding to facilitate the new
powers of the disability services commissioner, fund
training for community visitors, design a new
registration and accreditation scheme for disability
workers and implement stage 2 of the disability abuse
prevention strategy, which expands the disability
worker exclusion scheme.
You cannot imagine much worse than the abuse or
harm of someone with a disability, but sadly, as
uncovered through the work of the inquiry — the
very important work of the inquiry — we know that
it happens, and this bill is all about addressing
exactly that. The Andrews Labor government does
not tolerate the abuse or the neglect of people with a
disability; it is simply unacceptable. We are as a
government committed to improving the safeguards
for people with a disability and working with
people with disabilities and other stakeholders to
achieve the highest possible standards.
I do want to take this opportunity in the time that I
have remaining to commend the minister for the
hard work, the dedication and of course the
financial support that he is providing to the sector,
as well as his passion for making the lives of each
and every person with a disability better, safer and
fairer. I think of all of the things that Ryan taught
me and all of those values that he lived by, that
drove him, that drove his family, and I am so very
proud to have known him. It is bills like this that
fundamentally go to the core, I think, of why we all
come to this place — to make Victoria stronger,
safer and fairer. I am very pleased to commend the
bill to the house.
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — I am pleased to
rise and make a contribution to the debate on the
Disability Amendment Bill 2017. As the good member
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for Gippsland East said, we will be supporting this bill.
I think everybody in this house agrees that we need to
support and stand up for the most vulnerable in our
communities. I did hear it said once — and I agree
entirely with this statement — that a sign of the
maturity of your community is how they treat their
most vulnerable, and I certainly endorse this bill.
We know the purpose of the bill is to strengthen the
safeguards for Victorians with a disability by providing
a disability services commissioner, and that will give
greater oversight, functions and powers in line with the
recommendations that came out of the inquiry into
abuse in disability services. It gives the commissioner
greater powers — and I will talk about the lack of
powers in a moment — to investigate reports of abuse
and neglect in the disability sector and attempts to
improve safeguards for people with a disability by
establishing the own-motion inquiry power, another
good addition, I think, in this legislation.
The bill also allows for greater information-sharing
capacity between agencies in line with the transition to
the national disability insurance scheme (NDIS), and as
the member for Gippsland East also said, this is pretty
much an interim bill in the short term until the complete
NDIS rollout takes place. Furthermore, it will allow the
commissioner to appoint authorised officers to visit and
inspect premises without notice and specify the action
that needs to be taken as a result of the investigations.
We know that the joint committee inquiry into abuse in
disability services heard some undeniable evidence of
abuse within the disability sector, which is quite
disturbing. In every community we have terrific people
who work in different sectors and we have those who
are not so terrific, and certainly the disability sector is
no different. I have seen firsthand those who do an
outstanding job at the Wangaratta District Specialist
School, for example, with some of the disabilities that
we have in our own communities, and that is statewide.
I have seen the work they do, and they are outstanding
contributors to our community. I take my hat off to the
work that they do.
Some of the stories of abuse that have come out of the
inquiry certainly were horrific. There was evidence of
neglect, financial abuse and certainly verbal and
emotional abuse. We also heard that abuse occurs in
day care programs. It certainly occurs in respite and in
residential accommodation, and there is no major
discrepancy between government and non-government
providers. There were issues in both areas, and there are
no boundaries when it comes to abuse within the
disability sector.
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One of the concerns that came out of this inquiry was
that the parents who did come forward to the inquiry
were quite disappointed. They felt that either their
issues were ignored or they certainly were not
addressed at the level that they would have liked to
have seen them addressed. A survey was done, and
over 46 per cent of the respondents said a level of abuse
existed. A large percentage of those said that the abuse
came from co-workers — which is again quite
frightening — which also led to under-reporting, and
that was highlighted as a significant area of concern.
That in turn gives that perception or feeling that the
claims were not taken seriously.
This legislation, as I said before, is an interim piece as we
wait for the complete rollout of the NDIS, which will
happen as the months and years go on. The NDIS
safeguard framework endeavours to have the checks and
balances in place. Criticism of the disability services
commissioner was also highlighted — again, that
complaints were not dealt with adequately. Hopefully
these extra powers will change that perception and that
reality. We need to ensure that the culture within the
service is of a level of utmost integrity and that the
oversight ensures that any complaint is dealt with to the
highest level and expectation.
There will also be new inspection powers, which I
spoke about before, and they will increase the oversight
and the transparency. Officers will have that increased
power. Certainly there will be respect for dignity and
human rights, but of course carers and guardians will
need to give consent. That is all very good and well, but
importantly there is no expectation that they need to
have a complaint before they examine a particular
situation. Community expectations are that we need to
protect our most vulnerable, as I said earlier. Then of
course the perpetrators need to be dealt with — firstly
stopped — and then brought to account. When we
employ people in the disability sector we no longer
want excuses such as, ‘There was a wrong reason for
employing someone’, or, ‘We didn’t have time’, or, ‘It
wasn’t appropriate to put somebody else on, so we
skipped a few levels and we put somebody on who was
not suitable’. As a community, as a state, we need to
ensure that for those who are working in the disability
sector, which is a very vulnerable sector, those checks
and balances have been done and that there are
opportunities to examine their work on the way
through. The time is right to ensure that the disability
sector has the utmost oversight and transparency.
This bill was developed with strong participation from
the disability sector and was based on
recommendations from the inquiry into abuse in
disability services. Consultation with both disability
service providers and other bodies has been strong and
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supportive of the bill, and they have welcomed the
commissioner’s increased powers to investigate abuse
allegations. The own-motion function is a welcome
opportunity to allow investigations to take place, as I
said, without allegations to begin with, and I think that
is a terrific step forward.
Without further ado, as I said earlier, we are supporting
the bill. We all agree in this place that we need an
absolute zero tolerance within the disability sector in
this area. I will leave my remarks there.
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) — I am really pleased to
rise to speak on the Disability Amendment Bill 2017.
This bill is to amend the Disability Act 2006 to improve
safeguards for Victorians with a disability who are in
receipt of support from disability service providers
registered under the act and service providers
contracted or funded by the Department of Health and
Human Services. It is also to implement key aspects of
the government’s public response to the 2016
parliamentary inquiry into abuse in disability services.
It was a real pleasure to be involved in that committee
and to make a major contribution. I want to commend
not only the Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing but also those other members who were
involved in the inquiry for the significant work that
they did. This was quite a long inquiry. It involved
many submissions and many public hearings. We heard
from many people with disabilities, people who worked
in the sector, various organisations and the department,
so a wide area was covered.
The concern for me was hearing from parents of people
with disabilities in particular about the various forms of
abuse that their children had suffered while they were in
some form of care. In the many stories that we heard a
pattern formed that there was, I suppose, an acceptance
of it to some degree — that this sort of abuse was
normalised within the sector and seen as okay, which
was pretty horrifying to all of us on the committee.
Families attended those hearings and told their stories
of their loved ones being abused in some way. It was
just horrific. Even worse than that was the fact that very
little had been done to deal with those issues. So this
legislation is really important to people with disabilities
in ensuring that we have a zero tolerance approach to
that. It is going to take some time to change that culture,
but this is a great start to doing it. It is really important
that people with disabilities are protected and that they
and their families have some right or avenue to take
action when they do experience that abuse.
One of the things that was quite horrifying for me was
that of the number of people who had been abused in
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care who had lodged complaints nobody was able to
give us an example of one actually being followed
through to a charge. That was largely due to the fact
that the person with the disability was not deemed to
be a credible witness in some way. I found that very
disturbing. We heard a lot of evidence around that.
Every time we heard it I asked, ‘Why wasn’t the
person charged?’.

a number of organisations that clearly indicated they
were moving away from casualisation because of the
potential for abuse. We were pleased to hear that some
organisations were moving towards that. I know that
organisations in my electorate of Geelong — Karingal
and Gateways — made submissions to the inquiry and
indicated their desire to have a zero tolerance approach
as well, which was pleasing to hear.

I think we need to start dealing with some of these
issues. In 2017 it is horrendous that we have situations
where people are being abused and the perpetrators are
actually getting away with it. This is not about attacking
disability workers. Many disability workers fronted up
to the inquiry or made submissions outlining their
concerns about the sector that they work in and the
attitude of some organisations and some other workers
around how these issues were dealt with at the time. We
have a lot of good workers in the field, but when they
took action a lot of them were penalised. They were
discriminated against. If they were casual, they were
not given more work. There were all sorts of scenarios
that came out of the inquiry that indicated that even
workers were having difficulty getting anything done
on this particular issue. This legislation goes a long way
towards protecting people.

This is a great bill. I commend the minister for the work
that he has done on this. I again want to thank my
colleagues on the committee of inquiry. I commend the
bill to the house.

One of the other things that became very clear was that
women with disabilities are at the greatest risk of sexual
abuse and violence. We heard of one situation where a
young woman had been abused from the time she was a
child right through to her adulthood in, I think, three or
four different supported accommodation services. For
that to continue to happen is disturbing. We cannot not
do something about that. People with disabilities have
every right to feel protected, and when their families set
them up in special accommodation — shared housing,
disability housing or wherever it might be — they
should feel confident that their loved ones are being
cared for in the best possible way. The evidence we
heard was that they are not being protected from these
sorts of abuse. It went from verbal abuse to physical
abuse, sexual abuse and financial abuse. There were a
whole range of issues that were raised with the
committee during this inquiry that really very little had
been done to protect those people from. If you think
that verbal abuse is okay, well, it is just not. None of us
would put up with being verbally abused on a regular
basis. It is abuse; it is violence. Those people need to be
protected from that.
The other interesting factor that came through for me
was the casualisation of the workforce in the disability
sector and how much of an issue that was. Bringing in
casual workers who had no real relationship with the
person with the disability was another issue that was
identified as quite important for the sector. There were

Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) — I rise today to speak
on the Disability Amendment Bill 2017. Like some
other speakers this afternoon I wish to talk about the
human element of this important legislation. In a week
where this state has acknowledged the hard work done
by Anthony Foster in terms of shining a light on the
way we treat our most vulnerable in the community, it
is important that legislation like this takes into account
another element and aspect of our society that too often
and for too long has been forgotten or not cared for in a
way that is befitting of the people it affects.
I was born and bred and grew up in the city of Colac,
which is at the heart of my electorate. In Colac is the
state’s last remaining institution. That institution was
built in the late 1960s and early 1970s. It has been a
large employer in the town and a large feature of our
community all my life. It is a unique experience when
you go to other communities and places that have
perhaps not experienced the acceptance or had the
opportunity to meet with and liaise on a daily basis with
those in society who have a variety of disabilities.
I can proudly say that in a community such as Colac we
have for a long time had a situation where a whole
range of opportunities, activities and engagements in
society have been allowed for when it comes to those
with disabilities. Whether it is eating lunch down by
Lake Colac in the wonderful cafe that is managed by
Marie, where they have for 15 years employed people
with disabilities, or whether it is engaging the local
gardening service, Jiffy Services, or the Jiffy pet wash
services, there are a range of activities that have kept
people actively engaged in the community.
Of course with the closing of a facility such as
Colanda, which this government announced last year,
it is also important to remember that if we are going to
have safe places for people with disabilities to live, we
also have to look after the people that are looking after
them. We have to care for the carers as well. Though
this government has brought in this legislation that
essentially puts a permanent spotlight on the way we

DISABILITY AMENDMENT BILL 2017
Thursday, 8 June 2017

ASSEMBLY

care for people, it would also be good for them to
make sure that the people we are keeping the spotlight
on and the communities we are looking after also have
some security.
For example, the government has made a loose sort of
commitment on how many houses they will be replacing
the institution with. For this community 170 jobs in a
town is a very important element. Those 170 people have
children in schools. They have partners who have other
jobs, and there is wide connection. It has a very big
impact in a country town. When the government makes
such a big decision to finally close the last institution,
which I think nearly all people welcome, and replace it
with houses, it is important that that is done in a dignified
way that gives security to people so they know where
their lives are going.
Unfortunately in our community at the moment, while
we are bringing in legislation that on the one hand is
going to look after people with disabilities, on the other
hand we are not giving security of tenure to those who
are currently doing the looking after. We are not caring
for the carers. It is unfortunate that there are many people
making regular representations to my office who want to
know whether they have a job in the future in disability.
They want to know whether the long-term relationships
that they have established with many of the clients they
look after will continue, whether those clients are going
to be cared for in a community that in some cases they
have been part of for nearly 50 years and whether, when
that person moves, they are going to have the dislocation
not only of a new home and a new environment but also
of a new set of carers and people around them that look
after them. It is an important element. We cannot see
caring for the most vulnerable in our society as just an
easy fix in legislation. We have also got to walk the walk
and talk the talk. We have to make sure that the
government looks at the care of these people in totality
and not just through this legislation.
This legislation is about keeping those who are
responsible open and transparent. It allows for a system
in which we not only follow up things when they are
reported but also follow up on the care and wellbeing of
people from the very earliest inklings that things may
not be going as they should.
For me this is important legislation. Not only have
disability services been an important part of the
community that I have grown up in, but with the
change to the national disability insurance scheme
(NDIS) that is now coming in — we saw the first NDIS
office open in my hometown of Colac — people
needing this type of care and concern from the
government, who once were put in institutions, are now
being put out into community houses. These
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community houses are not always run by the
government. There are a broad range of service options
that people will have.
With the federal government getting involved in the
management of funds and resources it is going to be
important that legislation such as this is able to go across
all jurisdictions — that it is not just going to be one of
those things that corrals people’s concerns and worries
into one jurisdiction and not the other. For example, I
had a case presented to me just this week where a simple
podiatry service for people with disabilities has been held
up in my community because the NDIS cannot get
around to authorising any of the local podiatrists to be
funded for the services that they, in some cases, have
been providing for people with disabilities for over
10 years. The NDIS has been very, very slow off the
mark to get that authorisation through so that podiatrists
can continue to provide what is sometimes a very
important service to people with disabilities.
In conclusion I, like members of the government and
my colleagues in opposition, support the changes that
this legislation brings about. It provides a light that will
continue to shine and shine very easily onto our most
vulnerable. We look forward to it being passed through
both houses.
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) — I am very
pleased to rise to speak on this bill today. As the
previous speaker said, in a week where we have
honoured someone such as Anthony Foster, who spoke
for those who cannot speak for themselves, for those
who are the most vulnerable and for those who have
been taken advantage of, it is fitting that today we are
considering this bill.
In my very first speech in Parliament I talked about the
influences on my decision to seek election to this place.
Many of those influences came from within my family,
but in relation to this bill it came from the fact that both
of my grandfathers had a disability. My maternal
grandfather was in his 30s, happily married with five
children and a sixth on the way, when he dived into the
Brighton baths and broke his neck. He became a
quadriplegic and could not move from the neck down.
My nanna, who was a working nurse — a bit unusual at
that time — gave up her paid job to become a full-time
carer for her husband and eventually six children. He
lived for another 14 years with his disability — again,
that was somewhat unusual in those times. They
certainly grew up in their family understanding issues
associated with disability.
My paternal grandfather suffered a workplace accident.
He owned and operated a small business in Bendigo,
basically dealing in farm machinery, and he had an
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accident on a tractor of sorts and suffered an acquired
brain injury. This left him a very different person and
ultimately left him unable to work.
Both of my parents grew up in environments where
they understood firsthand that some people need more
assistance than others to lead fulfilling lives. Both of
my parents have always shared this understanding with
my brothers and me, and they certainly sought to instil
in us a sense that we are all interconnected, a sense of
the common good and a sense of solidarity. They taught
us that we must speak for those who cannot speak for
themselves. That is why I am in this place today, and I
think that is why we debate bills such as those we are
debating today.
In putting some notes together for this bill I was this
morning reminded of the story of a friend of mine who is
the legal guardian of his sister. His sister is a 57-year-old
woman with an intellectual disability. Cognitively she is
about the age of seven or eight, and for the past 25 years
she has been able to live independently in a block of four
units owned by Housing. She has always been an
exemplary tenant; despite having a cognitive age of
seven or eight, she has always paid her rent on time and
carefully maintained her flat, and her support networks
are located around her.
Sometime late last year or the year before — 2016, I
think it was — a gentleman moved into the flat next to
her and basically began taking advantage of her. He
stole her money — made her pay him $50 on a fairly
regular basis — and eventually came into her flat and
very seriously abused her. He ended up being arrested
and hopefully charged, but certainly in her situation she
was well and truly taken advantage of.
Stories such as those in my family and stories such as
what happened to my friend’s sister are sadly far too
common. We know that according to the conversation
the abuse and neglect of people with disabilities demands
a zero tolerance response and that people with a
disability have a higher risk of experiencing violence,
abuse and neglect in public facilities, private facilities
and in the community. While national figures are not
available, within Victorian disability services alone
410 assaults were reported in 2013–14. The risk of abuse
is exacerbated if people have little or no functional
speech and no means to report abuses when they occur.
More than 90 per cent of women with severe
communication disorders, for instance, suffer abuse.
We need to hold people who perpetrate or sanction the
violence, abuse and neglect of people with disabilities
to account, and that is exactly what this bill does. It is a
direct response to the parliamentary inquiry into abuse
in disability services, and it has a zero tolerance
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principle. It includes an own-motion inquiry power for
the disability services commissioner, a strengthening of
the commission’s powers under referral and
information-sharing mechanisms.
People who suffer from a disability in our society are
certainly amongst the most vulnerable, and those who
are amongst the most vulnerable in our society should
be afforded the greatest of care and the highest level of
protection. Regrettably the system failed those who are
most in need and those who most need our protection.
The parliamentary inquiry brought to light evidence of
abuse of people with disabilities. It was abuse that was
widespread and abuse that was varied in nature, such as
sexual and physical assault, financial abuse like what
happened to my friend’s sister and verbal abuse.
Widespread abuse and neglect compromises the dignity
of people with a disability and in so doing compromises
the dignity and integrity of the system. That these
atrocities were ever able to occur in our disability sector
is truly an indictment of the sector itself and ultimately
on our society. The inquiry concluded that the
necessary oversight and protection was just not there to
prevent the harm and neglect that was caused, and for
the reasons I have outlined I take that very personally.
Importantly this government is unconditionally
committed to ensuring that this harm is prevented from
occurring in the future.
The zero tolerance principle is the key part of this bill.
It is very clear that what would not be accepted and
what would not be tolerated by the general public was
accepted within disability services, and as the member
for Geelong outlined, so often people were not
believed. The Age has reported:
Nearly half of all Victoria’s disability sector employees have
witnessed their co-workers perpetrate acts of abuse, violence
or neglect on people with disabilities living in their care, a
survey reveals.

The right to live free from abuse, neglect and
exploitation is a right held by all people — people with
disabilities or otherwise — and it is certainly a right that
is supported in the Disability Act 2006. To enforce this,
the bill includes a zero tolerance principle, and this
represents an important commitment of this
government to respond to issues and recommendations
that were raised in the inquiry.
Most disability workers, as the member for Geelong
said, are doing the right thing and play an integral role
in creating accessible, respectful, caring services for
disabled people in our state. Regrettably for some it has
been too easy to do the wrong thing. This government
supports the absolute integration of the zero tolerance
principle towards the abuse, neglect and exploitation of
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disabled peoples. The inquiry was an important
mechanism in investigating these services and the way
they protect vulnerable members of our society, and it
is important that we take the recommendations into the
fullest consideration and respect the value of the
submissions made by those who participated in the
inquiry. In conclusion I do not normally rely on quotes
from within the party or the movement itself, but I think
the federal opposition leader could not have said it
better when he said:
Labor should not be about creating monuments on hills, or
statues in parks. Labor’s monuments and statues are when a
young person can find a job, when a person with disability
can get access to the ordinary life that others take for granted.

Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — I am delighted to join the
debate on the Disability Amendment Bill 2017 and
pleased that this is a bill the coalition is supporting. The
Disability Act 2006 was introduced into Parliament in
2006 and commenced in 2007, and essentially the
amendments proposed here will strengthen this act.
They will further protect and strengthen the rights of
people with a disability.
Prior to the 2014 election both major parties committed
to this inquiry going ahead. I was very pleased to have
been part of the Family and Community Development
Committee, which conducted this inquiry. Our first
inquiry was titled inquiry into abuse in disability
services, and the report was tabled in May 2016. There
was also an interim report, which outlines in some
detail the complaints processes, that was tabled in
August 2015.
During our inquiry we heard of some abhorrent cases of
abuse. Many of them were high profile and had quite a
lot of media attention. We were also cognisant at the
same time that there was the imminent rollout of the
national disability insurance scheme (NDIS) — that the
trial was underway and that there would be a transition
period. The NDIS will obviously replace a lot of the
arrangements that are already in place, but individuals
will certainly be able to have choice and control, and
for the NDIS there will be a complaints management
program. So cognisant of all of these things that were
happening in the background, we pressed on with this
very important inquiry, and the bill we see before the
house today is a response to that inquiry and in
particular to one or two of the recommendations.
I want to outline where we found abuse occurring.
Abuse was occurring not in one spot. It was occurring
in a whole range of different places, ranging from a day
program to a residential house or service to even a pizza
restaurant. We heard of an extraordinary example of
abuse that occurred very publicly in a restaurant in a
particular town. With regard to the specifics of this
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inquiry, which looked at reporting and why cases were
not reported or acted on and what could be done to
prevent abuse, one area that we paid particular attention
to was the complaints process. This is outlined in
chapter 5 of the interim report, and figure 5.1 provides
detail around the complaints process for somebody with
a disability who has been abused and what they can do
about it.
The figure is very confusing because the options are
confusing. You could go to the disability services
commissioner (DSC). You could go to the police. You
might go to the staff of the particular organisation that
you are at. If it is a day centre or a residential centre,
you may go to the Department of Health and Human
Services, whether you are a worker or a client, or the
facility depending on the circumstance. You could go
to a central department’s complaint unit. You might
complain to a community visitor. You may complain
to the public advocate or the Ombudsman or even
IBAC. We noted that things will change when the
NDIS is rolled out, but certainly changes need to
happen in the interim. It is too important. The role of
the disability services commissioner, as a result, is
being altered quite somewhat.
Throughout our inquiry the disability services
commissioner copped quite a lot of criticism. There
was, I guess, to a degree an unfair alignment of the role
and scope of the disability services commissioner
compared to community expectations. The
commissioner’s approach was criticised by several
inquiry participants — quite openly criticised — but
when you looked into it the actual scope and the role of
the disability services commissioner were indeed
limited and they were very restricted with regard to
complaints. They had powers such that they could
receive, assess, conciliate and investigate complaints
around disability services providers. Since 2012 they
have been able to conduct independent reviews and
provide advice to the department about category 1
incidents relating to allegations of staff-to-client assault
and unexplained injuries. As I said, these changes are in
response to that.
The community and certainly the people who were very
critical of the DSC thought that the commissioner did
have additional powers and that they were not doing
what they should have been doing, but, as I have said,
the commissioner was quite restricted, so some of the
changes that are being brought in here look at
addressing this so that the DSC can actually take on
more, be much more effective in the role and operate
much more in line with what people who are working
in the sector and who are stakeholders and who engage
with that sector expect.
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The changes around own-motion powers are very,
very worthy, because people expected that the
disability services commissioner had these powers
when they did not, so the flexibility to establish an
own-motion inquiry, I think, is extremely important. I
just want to reiterate some things that were mentioned
by the minister in the second-reading speech because
the commissioner had powers already and some of the
new powers are aligned with the existing powers.
These include compelling attendance and calling for
evidence and documents, applying to a magistrate for
a warrant to inspect premises and issuing service
providers with actions to remedy any issues
substantiated as a result of an inquiry by the
commissioner. I think having that flexibility built into
the system is a good thing, and it does allow things to
move along a little bit more quickly.
Another change strengthens the commissioner’s powers
under referral, and this is about service improvement.
With regard to matters about service provision,
complaints, abuse or neglect, the powers now will
allow things around service improvements to be
referred to the DSC, making the system better for
everybody. So it is not just about an individual matter;
it is about the bigger picture, and I think that is good.
Also there are powers of inspection. Powers of
inspection are quite critical and, I would say, integral to
the investigation of some concerns. Where they may
have been stifled previously and time frames may have
blown out, this is now being addressed. There are
powers for the commissioner to undertake site visits. Of
course these site visits do not just need to be undertaken
by the commissioner themselves. The DSC has the
power to appoint authorised officers — people who are
appropriately trained and qualified — to go and
conduct interviews with staff, with clients, with
volunteers and with other residents or visitors, so a
number of people. They also have the powers to at that
time review the documentation.
If the authorised officers are refused entry — I think
you would have to have a pretty good reason to be
looking at refusing entry — an offence of unreasonable
obstruction is being introduced. I think the disability
sector will be pleased that one of the recommendations,
recommendation 7.1, is being addressed here. There are
a host of others and there are more changes to come,
and I look forward to the government bringing those on
sooner rather than later.
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) — It is my pleasure to
rise and speak on the bill pertaining to the inquiry into
abuse in disability services, which was an inquiry by the
Family and Community Development Committee. I
would like to start by thanking all of the people that
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contributed in our hearings. Often the contributions were
painful recollections of things that had happened quite
recently or many years ago. It was gut-wrenching
hearing people talking about their children being abused.
It was just abhorrent, and I think many people in the
hearings, including the committee members themselves,
found it quite challenging in that way.
One thing that everyone who contributed to the hearing
displayed though was a passion for change to make
sure that the disability sector is cleaned up for the future
and is flexible enough to change and keep that security
for people who deserve not to have their human rights
impinged on.
I must admit that prior to being a firey I worked in
special developmental schools and saw a lot of young
people with disabilities, intellectual and physical. That
environment was nothing more than a fantastic place
for young people to learn and grow. I had never
actually heard too much about people’s personal stories
of abuse in this sector before, and we certainly did
again and again. It was just gut-wrenching. I would like
to share one or two stories today just to provide you
with a sense of what we are actually dealing with when
we talk about this bill and what the inquiry uncovered.
One person, who we will call Josie, has an intellectual
disability and lives in a group home — a village-style
complex. There are a number of residents with an
intellectual disability living in other units on site. Some
live in units on their own, whilst others share. Josie was
raped by a male co-resident within the grounds of the
complex. She immediately disclosed the rape to an
on-site support worker, who advised her to ‘just keep
out of his way’. That was what the worker said to this
disabled person. The rape was not reported to police,
and Josie was not offered any support or counselling of
any kind. If that had happened in the street anywhere, it
would have been reported to police straightaway and
someone would probably have been put in jail for it and
the victim would receive help. But in the disability
sector we found Josie’s story to be a theme, and a lot of
this behaviour is just brushed under the carpet.
Another example is Lorraine, who was raped by a staff
member while sharing a government-owned group
home. An incident report was made after she told
another worker what happened, but the report was later
rewritten by a supervisor. The worker who allegedly
raped the woman was then transferred to another home,
and the matter was not referred to police. I was
incredulous to hear this during the inquiry. We heard
story after story of people who had been abused. It has
been bureaucratised, it has been downplayed and it has
been brushed under the carpet.
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I would just like to take the time to address something
that the member for Polwarth was talking about before,
which was a very important point about his service in
Colac and the staff at that service. I have an update for
him: the government is actually negotiating with staff at
that service and their union, the Health and Community
Services Union, to help them stay in Colac. That might
mean they relocate or it might mean they stay on, but I
assure the member that they are being well supported
throughout the negotiations and will be looked after.
The inquiry focused on the experience of abuse in
disability services; the barriers to reporting abuse;
mandatory reporting, which I will speak about in a
second; and the workforce, which we found was very
casualised. This was one of those chapters in your life
where you hear people talk about people with no care
and no responsibility. We heard about people walking
into homes casually, not knowing anyone and not even
knowing what to do if there was abuse. We also looked
at gender and the prevention of abuse, advocacy and
self-advocacy, the future of these oversight bodies and
where the future lay with meshing these services into
the national disability insurance scheme.
The recommendations are what we on the committee
are most proud of. I just want to touch on some of them
right now. One thing we found was that the language
used to report incidents made the reports very bland and
did not really describe what was going on, so we
recommended that the department should cease usage
of the term ‘incident’, which really denies the people
who are the victims any justice for what has actually
happened. Instead we recommend that they actually use
the proper terminology that reflects the type of abuse.
That includes, but is not restricted to, sexual assault and
physical assault, violence, allegations of assault and
disclosure of assault, verbal, emotional and financial
abuse and neglect. We have watered this down so much
over the last couple of years that we now just call these
‘incidents’. These are people we are talking about; they
are not incidents.
Another recommendation that I am very proud of is that
disability service providers be required as a condition of
registration to provide clearly documented and
articulated processes for supporting employees who
report abuse. We heard a story of a man who worked
for Yooralla. He was a whistle-blower. The way this
man was treated was absolutely shameful. We need to
protect those people who have the guts to call out this
kind of abuse and help people.
Another excellent recommendation involves the
Victorian government extending the disability worker
exclusion scheme, which will now hopefully cover all
disability services and providers to ensure the scheme
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becomes more transparent to key stakeholders. The
issue, of course, with the disability worker exclusion
scheme is that workers actually have to offend before
they are put on this list so they will not be employed
again. What we have recommended is a working with
vulnerable people check, which in essence is not far
from a working with children check. It is a national
check. We are going down the road that the Department
of Education and Training went down quite some time
ago in ensuring that the Victorian Institute of Teaching
registers teachers and that they have a yearly police
check. We are not just excluding people when they
offend; we are picking up on anything that could be a
danger to people we are responsible for and have a duty
of care for in the industry.
The abuse of people in the disability sector is just
abhorrent. We need to make sure the right safeguards
are in place to stop it from happening. I fully believe we
were elected to put people first, and we have spent the
last couple of years, especially on this inquiry, making
sure that people that are the most vulnerable, who
cannot sometimes speak for themselves, are looked
after. We are fulfilling our duty of care to them and
their families so that we hear less painful stories about
abuse in this sector. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to make a
contribution on the Disability Amendment Bill 2017,
and The Nationals in coalition are supporting this bill.
The purpose of the bill is to amend the Disability Act
2006 and to provide for investigation by the disability
services commissioner into complaints about the
provision of certain services to persons with a disability
and for the commissioner to look into abuse and neglect
in the provision of certain services to persons with a
disability and matters referred to the disability services
commissioner by the minister or the secretary.
This is essentially a straightforward bill. It will
strengthen the safeguards for Victorians with a
disability by providing the disability services
commissioner with greater oversight functions and
powers in line with recommendations from the Family
and Community Development Committee’s inquiry
into abuse in disability services. The bill certainly
builds on the work that was done by that committee,
and I pay tribute to those people — members of
Parliament and their staff — who undertook that
inquiry. It would have had very difficult moments, but
these were issues that needed to see the light of day.
This is proven by the fact that we must all do what is
the right thing.
In order to pursue that, the main provisions of this bill
include giving the commissioner greater powers to
investigate reports of abuse and neglect in disability
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services and attempting to improve safeguards for
people with a disability by establishing an own-motion
inquiry power and other new inspection powers. This is
a considerable change. The own-motion inquiry power
is something that I think is necessary for those people
who sometimes cannot speak for themselves.
The bill allows the commissioner to appoint authorised
officers to visit and inspect relevant premises without
notice and specify action that needs to be taken as a
result of those investigations. Again, this is a step in the
right direction to protect those who may not be fully
aware of all the rights and powers they have to ensure
their own protection.
The bill will allow for greater information-sharing
capacity between agencies in line with the transition to
the national disability insurance scheme (NDIS). That
is something that will be important as we move into the
NDIS world. We are seeing new players enter the field;
we are seeing older players alter how they service their
community. So I think it will be extremely important to
be able to share information and to ensure that there are
no carpetbaggers in the NDIS field. That is going to be
very difficult. We have seen it in the employment and
education areas, where people’s motives are about
profit rather than about providing a service. That has
caused a great deal of grief across the education and
training sector, and it is something that we want to
avoid with the NDIS.
The bill has strong support from all stakeholders. In
Mildura we have a number of disability service
providers. I am going to talk about a couple of them
because they have something extremely strong that
links them together. One is the Christie Centre, which
has been working in the disability area for a very long
time. They provide care. They also provide a number of
social enterprises to enrich that caring experience. The
Mildura Chocolate Company produces specialist ranges
of chocolate and is a very successful social enterprise.
Then there is Aroundagain, which works in cooperation
with Mildura Rural City Council at the landfill to
encourage recycling and which also has a commercial
paper shredding business embedded in it. It serves our
community in many ways. Anyone who comes from
Mildura will tell you that a trip to Aroundagain’s
warehouse to look at the second-hand goods for sale
will have a real adventure as well as a shopping
experience. Aroundagain run an emporium, which is a
business they picked up that deals in reconditioned
office equipment, and they also have a wing called
ArtRageUs, which is their art studio.
Sunraysia Residential Services provides
accommodation for those with disabilities and,
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depending on the disability, various levels of service.
They also provide additional services to other people
with disabilities. They have something called the
Benetook Farm which is a very exciting adventure.
Again, this is adding value to their organisation and
value to the experience of those people who are not as
well off as the rest of us.
Benetook Farm began as a chicken farm and a small
vegetable farm but it has grown into so much more. It
has a maze, it has some workshops and it has a ripper of
a strawberry patch, by the way. But what holds these
organisations together is volunteers. These social
enterprises that create that quality experience for our
disabled people are held together by volunteers, people
who give their time to assist in whichever way they can.
I think that is something that is very special and adds
that respect and value in the disability sector. These are
two organisations. There are many others in Mildura
which work in that disability area and provide a service,
and all of them have at their core a service model
supported by volunteers.
Turning now to the consultation on this bill, feedback
was sought from national disability services and service
providers and advocacy groups, including the Tipping
Foundation, Yooralla, Anglicare, Baptcare, Able
Australia, the Association for Children with a
Disability, Down Syndrome Victoria, Autism Victoria,
Scope, EACH, Action for More Independence and
Dignity in Accommodation, Interchange and others.
The feedback that has been received was supportive of
this legislation. With those words, the Nationals in
coalition are supporting this bill.
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — I want to make some
brief comments in regard to my support for the
Disability Amendment Bill 2017 while providing
opportunities for other colleagues to speak. Certainly
no-one in the house tolerates abuse in disability
services. I would like to pay tribute to the chair of the
Family and Community Development Committee,
which did a lot of work on this issue, the member for
Bendigo West and now Deputy Speaker.
As you will be aware, when we put our trust and our
faith in the state, or organisations that have been
sanctioned by the state, to care for vulnerable people,
we do so in the best interests of those individuals. In
doing so we leave ourselves exposed to expecting
people to meet high standards and organisations to be
accountable. Whether it be in religious-run
organisations, in the care of wards of the state at times
or in those places which care for vulnerable people with
disabilities, not always have standards been met by
those charged with those responsibilities.
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We now come to what has been put forward in this
amendment bill. The parliamentary inquiry found in
particular that the disability services commissioner
needs to be the key oversight body for the disability
sector in Victoria and should be given key powers to
conduct own-motion inquiries into reports of abuse and
neglect. We have seen with the work of people like
Bernie Geary, the former commissioner for children
and young people, how significant the capacity to run
own-motion investigations is. Providing that power to
the disability services commissioner is significant and
very important. I am pleased that the amendments in
this bill provide us with the opportunity to deliver that.
Can I say also that I have noticed some commentary
from the disability services commissioner, Laurie
Harkin, AM. I have a lot of respect for Laurie. I had the
opportunity to work with him in his then role as a
regional director in what was the Department of Human
Services when I was working as a policy adviser to a
past disability services minister and former member for
Melbourne, the Honourable Bronwyn Pike. Laurie has
been a very strong advocate not only for people with
disabilities in his current role but also as someone who
understands service delivery for vulnerable people and
their families and the accountability that is required of
those institutions and organisations that are charged
with their care.
He said in a letter published in the Ararat Advertiser on
10 February, and I quote:
In this new environment —

the national disability insurance scheme (NDIS) will
mean 18 000 more jobs for support workers across the
state and more service providers —
I encourage all individuals living with disability, their
families, friends and support workers, to be aware of their
right to ‘speak up’ to my office if they are unhappy or
concerned about the Victorian disability service they receive.
We can also take complaints about NDIS-funded services.
Our service is independent, confidential and free. The NDIS
can bring positive change for people with disability. My
office is here to help.

I know his record of work will benefit in the future from
the amendments in this Disability Amendment Bill.
I also touch on the work of people like Julian Gardner. In
his public advocate role in the past and in the work he
has done over a very long period of time he has been a
very significant leader in making sure there has been
accountability, certainly for community visitors. People
like Julian deserve our thanks for their work.
I also want to acknowledge a lot of our workers — our
staff, the people who work with Lloyd Williams and the
Health and Community Services Union, psychiatric
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nurses, people with disabilities and disability support
workers to provide advocacy for not only those who
receive care in disability support but also those who
commit their working lives to care for them and to look
out for them. They are professional people who work
very hard. I think it is important to acknowledge their
work and their desire to make sure that the changes we
are seeking to put into practice and into law with these
amendments are also about providing greater
safeguards for workers who intend to, and who do,
provide great care.
But this is about strengthening the capacity to hold to
account organisations and individuals who do not meet
the standards that they should, particular in the northern
suburbs of Melbourne and places that have history, like
Mont Park and others — Kew Cottages as well —
places that we have been involved in. There have also
been a number of others — like Colanda out towards
Colac — that certainly had engagement in one period
and have been involved in some policy work about how
there is change.
What we wanted to make sure of, of course, is that this
change also brings about certainty for families and
certainty for individuals. When there is change we need
to make sure that we are meeting our obligations to
people, that they have the safeguards they need and that
there is very clear accountability, not only for
governments — past, present and future — but also for
those people and organisations that take taxpayers
money and are asked to provide a service to individuals
and vulnerable people in the community.
I think we have seen some good work in the past. We
understand a lot more clearly what can go wrong, and
that comes through in some of the changes that we
have seen in the role of the child safety commissioner
and some of the work that was raised through the
parliamentary inquiry. We are picking up on a lot of
what was said in these amendments to strengthen the
capacity to hold to account different organisations and
individuals in the community and to provide a greater
level of understanding and empowerment to people
with disabilities and their families. They are important
and they need to understand that they have rights that
are easy to access and pursue. Some of the changes
that we are putting forward in these amendments are
very important.
Lastly, I want to touch on the work in the past of people
like Arthur Rogers, a public servant who has done a lot
of work as the executive director of disability services
here in Victoria and someone who I have had the
opportunity to work with. I know there is a great regard
for the work that he does. There are also people like
Kevin Stone at the Victorian Advocacy League for
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Individulas with Disability (VALID) in the community.
These are people who have devoted their working lives
to the advocacy of vulnerable people in our community.
It has been very instructive to have had informed
discussions over many, many years with people like that.
When you get the opportunity to serve in this place and
you get to bring your own critical eye to amendments in
disability services legislation and you get this
opportunity to deal with people like Kevin Stone or
people like Lloyd Williams, Julian Gardner, Laurie
Harkin, Arthur Rogers or Bernie Geary, you get a better
understanding of the contribution made by those
individuals as well as the families of people with a
disability. You get a better understanding of the
accountability of elected representatives to make sure
that we walk the walk and that we continue to improve
rights and justice for people with disabilities. I believe
that these amendments do that, and I commend the bill
to the house.
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) — I rise to make a
contribution to the debate on the Disability Amendment
Bill 2017. It is a bill that seeks to strengthen the
protections for people with disability. It is a piece of
legislation that is an important addition to the arsenal of
legislation designed to safeguard the most vulnerable
citizens from abuse and neglect, but I think it can only
be seen as a step along the way. There is still much
more to be done. It aims to amend the current act to
ensure such exploitation is neither tolerated nor
normalised and that services are provided within a
cultural framework of upholding the rights, dignity and
wellbeing of those who are living with a disability.
I had the absolute privilege of sitting on the inquiry into
abuse in disability services as a member of the Family
and Community Development Committee. It was a truly
amazing experience to come to that and to hear such a
broad range of evidence. The purpose of the bill is, first
of all, to enable the disability services commissioner to
look into complaints about the provision of certain
services to persons with disability, to look at abuse and
neglect in the provision of certain services and to also
broaden the powers of the disability commissioner.
This is something that actually came up quite a bit in
the evidence that was taken. There was a real frustration
with the processes around the disability commissioner’s
powers. There was a sense that there was much too
much mediation, much too much arbitration and not
enough outcomes or findings or actions perceived by so
many of the families who had taken their complaints to
the commissioner. There was also a perception by the
commissioner that he did not have the power of his own
accord to investigate complaints, and if there was any
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doubt about it, this bill now certainly clarifies that. I
think that will be very welcome.
One of the first things that we were asked to do at the
commencement of this inquiry was to watch the Four
Corners program of 24 November 2014, and that was a
program that highlighted the abuse of people with a
disability in the Yooralla institution at Benalla. It was a
truly dreadful, dreadful saga to consider what had
happened to certain people in that institution, but worse
than that was the absolute failure of the institutions to
address in a proper manner what had occurred. Across
the whole time that we heard evidence, some from
really distressed people, their greatest frustration was
the lack of ability of the institution which their child
was in to address issues in a really appropriate way.
The committee heard a lot of evidence in Melbourne
and of course from many of the experts in Melbourne,
where they are located, but we also travelled to regional
areas, including Bendigo, Shepparton, Benalla and
Mildura. The member for Mildura spoke of many of the
places there that provide services for people with
disability, and we visited those. It is really heartening in
a regional community sometimes to see the way the
community embrace people with disability, particularly
in relation to workplaces. The Mildura Chocolate
Company was a really lovely example of that.
In Shepparton we have Shepparton Access, and we
have ConnectGV. These are organisations that work
very hard to engage older people when they have left
school, and often there is a real gap after education
concludes to move into the workforce and undertake
useful work.
Some of the evidence will never leave me. For
example, there was the mother who came into a room at
55 St Andrews Place and the first thing she did was to
put a photo of her child on the desk — a
seven-year-old, say, somewhere around that age. She
just said, ‘I want you to see that this is a real person,
that this is my child. This is the child I love and now I
am going to tell you what happened to her’.
That is just etched in my memory: the mother’s grief and
pain as she then explained what had happened to her
child and demanded of us that some action be taken to
deal with the absolutely unbelievable way in which the
complaints in relation to her child had been dealt with,
the lack of recognition of that child’s needs and the lack
of accountability by those who had affected her.
A mother from Shepparton talked about the long-term
abuse of her son — her son has no speech — and the
vulnerability of that young man, firstly, as a child of
about nine years old. That was when she first became
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aware of his abuse. There were several other times over
the course of his life when he was again abused. We
saw the grief of that mother, knowing that she had
handed over her child to an institution in the belief that
he would be cared for, respected and just be dealt with
in a fair and reasonable way.
We heard from an elderly mother in Bendigo. The
greatest fear of older parents was what would happen to
their child once they were gone because, inevitably, so
many of these people with disability will live much
longer than their parents. There was the great fear and
anxiety of handing over responsibility for your child to
a state institution or a not-for-profit institution and not
having the confidence anymore, as a result of so much
of the evidence that was coming out, that they would be
safely cared for. It is just a terrible thing to think that
you might leave behind a child when you die who will
not be looked after. That lack of confidence in the
system was a real issue that we perceived along the way
and certainly influenced the recommendations we
ultimately made.
There were many very passionate people and there is
no doubt the parents of children with disability can very
often be very strong advocates for the children. We saw
many of those. Some were very, very angry, and with
good reason. The vulnerability of people with disability
is obviously different for many different people. There
is such a big range of disability, from the young man
who was speechless to others who are much less
vulnerable and able to articulate their own needs.
Following on from the articulation that access to the
disability services commissioner was often frustrating
and not giving the results that were needed, it is really
pleasing to see that these powers are now being
extended: that the commissioner is now able to go into
institutions and inspect them, that he is able to take
evidence from people with a disability, that he is able to
enter their rooms with their consent and look for
evidence if he needs to, and of course that he is able to
initiate an inquiry of his own. I think the report of
Bernard Geary in 2015 about young people living in
out-of-home care was an excellent example of a
commissioner going in and doing what really needed to
be done and coming up with results that were shocking
to all of us and also need a lot of addressing.
One of the big issues that came up in the inquiry was
that of gender, and the fact that so much of the sexual
abuse of those with a disability was perpetrated by
males. The committee recommended that the Disability
Act 2006 be amended to provide that the gender
preference of people with disability be recorded. In
other words, that their preference of the gender of the
person who is going to provide them with intimate care
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be recorded and that they have some say in who is
looking after them. I think this is a really important
amendment. It is not in this bill, as I understand it, but it
is something that I hope will come in the future. It is
very important.
Recommendation 5.1 of the final report was that the
Victorian government should expand current programs
and initiatives for the prevention of violence against
women and make all of these services much more
accessible to them. The data is really strong that it is
often women with a disability in services who are so
often the victims.
The rolling out of the national disability insurance
scheme (NDIS) will see many more organisations come
into the space. It will often see individuals coming into
the space to provide care. Never before has the need for
protection for people with a disability been greater
because I think we will see an expansion of service
providers, and it is very important that on a national
basis the NDIS also sets up a framework for the
protection of people with a disability. There has been a
call for a royal commission in our recommendations,
and I hope to see that happen. I support the bill.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — It is always a pleasure
to follow the member for Shepparton. The member for
Shepparton has been in this place for as long as I have
and in every contribution I have listened to her make she
always provides the house with a heartfelt, measured,
considered and thoughtful contribution. I think the
people of Shepparton are very lucky to have her as their
local member. I have no doubt that the sincerity she
brings to this place she carries with her in the discharge
of her duties in her electorate.
Deputy Speaker, I congratulate you because I believe
the bill that is before the house is a result of the work of
the committee which you chaired. This is a really
important piece of legislation.
I think as you travel through life you are exposed,
certainly in this role, to people from different walks of
life, people who have been dealt a bad hand, people
who are worried about near and dear ones in their lives.
I remember when my mother was in rehabilitation
recovering from a cerebral haemorrhage there was a
young man in rehab who would have been around my
age. He had overdosed on heroin, I believe. When he
had overdosed he caused a significant level of brain
damage and he was in a wheelchair. He had lost a great
deal of his mobility and his speech. He would at that
stage have been maybe 23 or 24. If he were still alive
today he would have spent the rest of his life in care. He
had a sister and he had parents, and you do think about
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how they would help him and care for him and make
sure that he did have good quality of care.
In this role I have met with Valley Carers, a support
group of parents of disabled children. They are active in
Moonee Valley. These parents, many of whom are now
in their 60s or 70s, have real cause for concern. They
worry about what will happen to their children. It causes
an enormous amount of anxiety when you think about
what will happen to your children when you pass on.
I note that the member for Burwood is often commenting
about the Markham estate and talking about public
housing in Burwood. I had the privilege of going to the
member for Burwood’s electorate. I went to a public
housing estate that was run by the Port Phillip Housing
Association, and I went to a two-bedroom unit in one of
the towers. This was public housing or social housing
operated by Port Phillip housing. I met two women on
this tour. They were in their 60s. Both were disabled, and
they were living together and looking out for each other.
They wanted to show me and the people I was with their
accommodation. It was a safe environment and it was a
dignified environment, and it provided a safe place for
them to live. I remember thinking at the time that if I had
a child who was disabled and I was nearing the end of
my life, that was the sort of place I would want them to
live in.
This is one of those vexed issues where sometimes you
might say, ‘Well, I don’t have anyone in my family
who’s disabled. I don’t have a child who’s disabled. This
will not affect me’. But life can deal you a bad hand
sometimes, and there are certain circumstances which are
presented to you where you might find yourself in that
situation. I remember a woman who went to school with
my sister-in-law. She was 18 when she was in car
accident and was critically injured. She lives in one of
these facilities now. You would not have thought it when
she was 17 or 18 — she had the world in front of her —
and yet a set of circumstances presented itself and she
finds herself in a situation like this.
Having a bill like this is important because it is about
making sure that we have an appropriate regulatory
framework in place to protect people who are
vulnerable. Many of the parents of disabled children do
a fantastic job of trying to support and care for their
children. In my electorate, the Farnham Street
Neighbourhood Learning Centre provides a number of
support services for different groups, like the
Boomerang Network, which is for people with mental
health issues or other disabilities. It provides a safe
environment for people to come together and socialise
and have that level of care and support.
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But it is concerning. There is a young woman I met
who is disabled. She would be in her early 20s. She is
very vulnerable. She has two parents who care for her
and look after her and provide protection for her, but
she is incredibly vulnerable. She is very warm and she
is very engaging and she is very chatty, but when I see
her out socially and I see her in those environments, I
worry. I worry for her, and worry about what would
become of her. Making sure that we have the
appropriate regulatory frameworks in place to protect
these people is really important.
I was not in the chamber for the member for Gippsland
East’s contribution, but I understand it was a very good
contribution. I have thoroughly enjoyed my experience
of committee work. When committees are allocated or
tasked to members by the Parliament and people from
different political perspectives and different walks of
life come together to earnestly work together to try and
find the best possible outcomes, invariably you end up
with a good piece of legislation, like the one that is
before the house.
Committee work is often not really well understood or
well recognised out in the community. But through the
dedication of the work that you did, Deputy Speaker, as
chair of this committee, and that others such as the
member for Geelong and the member for Shepparton
did, we now find ourselves in a situation where we have
got a very good piece of legislation for the house,
which will provide the level of protection that
vulnerable Victorians need and deserve and warrant.
On that note, I commend the bill to the house.
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — I would also like to
contribute briefly to the debate on the Disability
Amendment Bill 2017. Deputy Speaker, I would like to
thank you and all members of the Family and
Community Development Committee who conducted a
parliamentary inquiry into abuse in disability services. I
absolutely commend the work that you did and the very
detailed and very considered and respectful response,
which was tabled in this place in November last year. I
cannot imagine the work that you did. It could not have
been easy. I have read that report, and it depicts some
pretty harrowing evidence that was presented —
accounts of very widespread abuse of people with a
disability right across the sector. This included sexual
and physical abuse, financial abuse and neglect. You
also received an enormous amount of evidence that
linked neglect with unexplained deaths.
I think what makes this so harrowing is that we are
talking about fellow Victorians — not them, the
disabled people, but us. These people were being
abused by carers who were set up specifically to care
for them. I guess what makes this more distressing is
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the realisation that the abuse of these people with a
disability has become normalised in the sector.
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Consideration in detail
Clause 1

When things are normalised it is also apparent that
there is going to be under-reporting of that abuse as
well, and indeed I understand that in their role that was
the evidence committee members received: that people
with a disability and family members were in fact
reluctant to report abuse when it happened. That was
because they feared reprisals, they were intimidated,
they were bullied, they were marked out as
troublemakers or they were ostracised. I think all of
them felt genuinely let down and profoundly distressed
by their experience of that. There was also evidence, I
understand, from disability support staff who indicated
a reluctance to report the abuse.
I think it is important to fully acknowledge that the
normalisation of abuse within the disability sector and
across disability services really reflects a much greater
and broader normalisation across all of our communities.
This is really heartbreaking, but I think it actually needs
to be acknowledged — we cannot just be saying, ‘This is
the disability sector’. Similarly we saw this kind of
normalisation in the work of the Royal Commission into
Family Violence, which highlighted how normalisation
of degrading and demeaning attitudes toward women has
given rise to family violence. In this regard it is our own
cultural and community attitudes which have normalised
these views, and language about women or language
about people with a disability has resulted in this
normalisation of the abuse.
This bill is a significant step. It is a powerful statement. It
is saying we will not stand by and accept abuse in
disability services in Victoria. It is setting a benchmark in
safeguarding the rights, dignity and safety of people with
a disability. I absolutely commend this bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr PESUTTO
(Hawthorn).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

BAIL AMENDMENT (STAGE ONE)
BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 7 June; motion of
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — In relation to the
purposes of the bill, I want to touch on the issue of the
treatment of bail justices, which is reflected in various
elements throughout the bill and also in some of the
matters that the Attorney-General foreshadowed may
be the subject of further legislation. I want to put on
record concerns in relation to bail justices and seek the
Attorney-General’s response to them.
I think it is fair to say that after the horrific attack on
Bourke Street some remarks were made publicly that
reflected adversely on bail justices and raised the
imputation that the fact the alleged offender in the
Bourke Street attack was on bail was due to some
shortcoming on the part of the bail justice involved. As
far as I am aware, the community does not know the
full facts of what happened in that particular granting of
bail, and I do not want to make any comment one way
or another on those particular circumstances because
we just do not know.
I think the more general suggestion that was made —
and unfortunately, I have to say, including from the
Premier — was that shortcomings on the part of bail
justices may well have been a contributor to the fact
that this person was on bail or at the very least a
contributor to deficiencies in our system of bail. I think
that that suggestion is unfounded and potentially
counterproductive in that in my observation bail
justices have made a very valuable contribution to the
bail regime. They have tended to be very conscientious,
diligent and able in the way that they exercise their
duties, and I am very confident that they are probably
more closely aligned to community expectations and to
what is required than unfortunately quite a number of
magistrates are. I certainly do not think that it was fair
to them or conducive to the best interests of the
community and the best outcomes of justice for them to
be disparaged in the way they were in some comments
made at the time.
I am happy to provide the Attorney-General an
opportunity to make comment on the government’s
attitude towards bail justices. I would certainly hope
that he would reaffirm his regard for the work that they
do and also potentially give some indication as to the
government’s intentions as to their future role, because
I do believe that bail justices have served the
community with great diligence. Despite references to
them being untrained volunteers, they have in fact
undergone very stringent training and induction, they
have gained a great deal of experience and practical
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common sense in the course of the performance of their
duties and they have served the community well.
If the government is proposing to substitute some other
regime that limits the circumstances in which there is
any granting of bail on an interim basis pending a
person being brought before a court, then obviously we
would deal with and consider that on its merits. But the
prime reason for me raising this issue at this point is to
place on record my high regard for the work that our
bail justices have done and my concern that there has
been some suggestion that they are a weakness or
failing in our justice system and our regime for bail and
to seek the Attorney-General’s response, and hopefully
his affirmation on behalf of the government, that our
bail justices are in fact held in high regard.
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — Can I say
there was a lot in those comments from the member for
Box Hill, and I would like to deal with as much as I can
in the time that I have. He talked about the reflections
that were made publicly on bail justices. I hope that he
would accept that none of those reflections that he
refers to were made by me. Indeed in a number of
public comments I defended the work of bail justices. I
made the point that he himself has made today, which
is, and I wrote down what the member for Box Hill
said, ‘the community does not know the full facts’ of
the circumstances in which bail was granted.
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Having said all of those things, let me then go to the
other — or, I suppose, the substantive — point that he
makes, which is: is there a recognition from me of the
diligent and good work that bail justices do? Absolutely
there is. There is also a recognition from me about the
level of training and the level of expertise that bail
justices have, as the member for Box Hill indicated in
his remarks. I again reiterated all of those things at the
time in January. It is not accurate to say that they do not
do training; they do significant training. I should put on
the record at this point that the member for Box Hill has
been absolutely consistent in his commentary about bail
justices for a long period of time, back to the point
where he was Attorney-General and, for all I know,
well before that.
In regard to what will happen in the future, he rightly
indicates that there are within the government’s
consideration at the moment a number of those matters
which have been raised, particularly in Coghlan’s
second report, and which go to whether or not in the
future there might be a different regime whereby a third
party might not be brought in after hours. As he knows,
in New South Wales there is a regime whereby police
are able to make some of the decisions that are
currently made by bail justices in Victoria. As I have
indicated both in the second-reading speech and
elsewhere, the complexities around that are matters that
we are considering for the second bill. The fact that the
government is giving deep consideration to that element
of Mr Coghlan’s second report and the fact that we are
contemplating a regime where police might have
greater say in the future should not be interpreted as
disrespect to bail justices or a reflection on the very,
very important work that they do.

I might just take this opportunity to point out that, even
though that is the case, it did not stop the opposition
from asserting that there was a fundamental flaw in the
bail system that needed to be immediately rectified. The
fact is that, as the member for Box Hill has indicated,
we do not fully know — and I suspect we will not fully
know until the coroner’s report is handed down — all
of the elements of that decision-making process,
including what information was placed before the bail
justice, what the individual was being bailed for and all
of the circumstances that persisted on that night when
that decision was made.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I thank the
Attorney-General for that very comprehensive
response, and I certainly reaffirm that nothing in what I
said was intended to suggest that the Attorney-General
had at any stage made any adverse reflection on bail
justices.

As I say, I have made no representations which cast
aspersions on bail justices. However, it is true that there
were a number of public comments made, including by
representatives, as I recall it, of the Police Association
Victoria in particular. I think those comments changed
over a period of days. There were also, I should indicate
to the house, attempts made by various organisations and
outlets to publish the name of the bail justice and to find
out other information about the bail justice, all of which
were strenuously resisted by the Department of Justice
and Regulation for the very reason that the member for
Box Hill points out, which is that to finger-point, blame
or victimise the bail justice in question in this
circumstance would have been wholly unjust.

Could I follow up by raising the concomitant issue of the
night court, which as it was described at the time and to
date, as far as I am aware, has involved a sitting of the
Melbourne Magistrates Court continuing midway into
the evening. It has been observed by colleagues, and I
think by me as well, that we have some reservations
about whether the night court is going to bring about
improvements in the bail regime, in part because
unfortunately we do have concerns about some of the
exercise of discretion by some magistrates in granting
bail. That is certainly not a universal reflection on
magistrates, and I know there are many, many able
magistrates, but unfortunately there have been too many
instances where decisions to grant bail do seem to be out
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of line with what the community would expect and what
is necessary to properly protect the community.
I might say that that is the feedback that I and perhaps,
from what I know, the Attorney-General, and certainly
others, will have received from bail justices who have
complained to me bitterly that they have refused bail to
various individuals because they did not think that they
qualified and the bail justice was concerned that the
individual was a risk to the community only to find that
that individual had shortly thereafter been released by
decision of a magistrate and then ended up back before
that very same bail justice on further charges. So there
is a concern about that, unfortunately, but there is also a
concern that what is referred to as the night court is not
going to work effectively if it is only going to sit early
into the evening.
I know there are measures that have been underway to
extend the operation of the night court, and it may be to
extend it to sittings other than at the Melbourne
Magistrates Court. I am not sure of that, and that is the
reason I raise the issue at this stage, because the current
operations of the night court and the government’s
intentions as to potential further extensions of the night
court are an important part of the circumstances and
background against which this bill needs to be assessed.
I ask if the Attorney-General can inform the house as to
the current status and operations of the night court and
what the government’s intentions are in relation to it.
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — I am just
getting some information forwarded, but until that point
let me say a couple of things. In regard to bail justices
versus magistrates and the decisions of magistrates, the
member for Box Hill as a former Attorney-General
knows better than anyone that one of the features of
living in a society where we have an independent
judiciary is that whilst attorneys-general appoint
magistrates and judges and justices of the Supreme
Court, once we have done that and they have been
sworn in, they become independent members of the
judiciary, and we cannot sit with them and make each
decision concurrently with them. It is a matter that
ultimately is for them. What we can do apart
from — —
Mr Clark interjected.
Mr PAKULA — Other than via our appointments, I
would say to the member, we make laws which we
expect the judiciary to apply. One of the elements of
this piece of legislation is that we are providing greater
and stronger guidance to the courts for the making of
those decisions.
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In regard to the question of bail justices versus — and I
use the term advisedly — magistrates, as the member
would be aware, in most circumstances bail justices and
magistrates are making decisions about bail in different
contexts. Bail justices are ultimately making a decision
about whether someone ought to be remanded until
they can be brought before the court — often that is
only the next day or within a matter of days — and
magistrates are ultimately being asked to make
decisions about whether or not persons should be
potentially remanded until their trial, which might be
many, many months away. So we are not really
comparing apples to apples.
In regard to the night court, I can indicate to the
member that as at 1 May some 280 people had
appeared before the night court, some 227 had been
remanded, 52 had been bailed and one matter had been
finalised. That was at 1 May; I do not have any more
current statistics than that.
The other thing that the member should be aware of is
that we have been progressively increasing the
coverage, in an hours sense, of the night court. But he
would also be aware that recommendation 29 of the
Coghlan report — that is in the second report — was
that ultimately a bail and remand court ought to replace
the night court and weekend court; that it ought to sit in
two shifts from 9.00 a.m. to 10.00 p.m., seven days per
week, covering the state; that headquarter police
stations should be equipped with audiovisual links; that
once that bail and remand court is fully operational,
senior police members should be able to remand adult
accused, other than vulnerable adults, overnight; and
that bail justices should be retained for other purposes.
So there is a recommendation from Mr Coghlan that we
transition away from a night court to a bail and remand
court that would operate for some 13 hours a day, seven
days a week, and if that were to be implemented, that
would make much easier that other part of the
recommendation relating to police being able to make
decisions to remand accused overnight.
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — My question is in
relation to purposes as well. Clause 1(a)(i) says one
purpose is ‘to make fresh provision about the
circumstances in which bail may be granted or refused
and who may grant bail’. I note in the
Attorney-General’s second-reading speech that it says
towards the bottom of page 3:
The bill does not otherwise alter the reverse onus tests which
will continue to apply to schedule 1 and schedule 2 offences
committed by an adult and a child. The government is still
considering Mr Coghlan’s recommendations about how these
tests could be reformulated. Any changes to the tests will be
included in a later bill.
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I guess I am seeking some advice from the
Attorney-General on what that means in practice. It is
clear that this bill will introduce schedule 1 and
schedule 2 offences, which will widen the
circumstances in which the applicant for bail will bear
an onus, but the actual test remains unchanged. I am
just seeking confirmation or advice on that as a fact and
that going forward, until any measures are brought
before the house that will change that, while we will
have a broader range of offences that will trigger a
reverse onus test, the actual test that is being applied by
magistrates and courts, and for that matter bail justices,
will remain unchanged.
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — I would say
two things about that. Firstly, in fact Mr Coghlan
recommended that ‘show cause’ be expressed as ‘show
good reason’, and the government in fact has
determined that it should be expressed as ‘show
compelling reason’. One of the reasons for that is that at
least anecdotally there is a sense that for some bail
decision-makers — let me use a broad term — ‘show
cause’ had potentially become almost meaningless as a
descriptor, and it was important that the act have a
description of the reverse onus test which was crystal
clear about the intention of this Parliament in terms of
what this reverse onus test should mean. So now, rather
than it being expressed as saying that the accused
person should show cause why bail should be granted,
it says the accused should show a compelling reason. It
is the view of the government that in terms of a way of
describing that reverse onus test, it is a term which is far
less capable of confusion and it is a far more easily
explicable and accessible description of what the
Parliament intends this test to mean.
In regard to the other matter that the member has raised,
it is the case that the first report talked about effectively
a two-stage test in terms of the unacceptable risk test,
and one of the reasons that the government brought
forward a first bill rather than waiting for all of these
matters to be resolved is that the question of how we
interrelate this unacceptable risk test with the two
reverse onus tests is a question of some complexity,
which we are working through. I am sure the member
for Hawthorn could imagine that there are a couple of
different ways that could be formulated, but we are
intent on ensuring that the spirit of Mr Coghlan’s
recommendations are put in place, and the first thing
that should be considered is whether someone is an
unacceptable risk. If they are, that is the end of the
matter; bail is refused. We are working very diligently
with the department and with other interested
stakeholders, including the police, to ensure that we get
that formulation correct.
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Ms STALEY (Ripon) — I want to ask about the
following paragraph in the purposes clause:
(i)

to make fresh provision about the circumstances in
which bail may be granted or refused and who may
grant bail …

I will just say up-front that I am participating as a local
MP rather than as part of the current lawyerfest that is
going on, so please bear with me. I recently attended a
weekend bail hearing with a bail justice in my
electorate to gain an understanding of the process that
they go through, and I found it really fascinating. The
bail hearing was actually where I live, in Ararat, so it
was easy for me to get to, but the bail justice came from
over an hour away. There are no bail justices in Ararat.
One of the things that became apparent to me was that
some of the uncertainty that is going on with the future
of bail justices is making it very hard to get new ones,
and there are areas in Victoria that do not have one. I
suppose my question really goes to this: if we do not
have bail justices in rural areas going forward, the
alternative is to take accused people to large regional
centres. It is the police who do that, and it takes police
resources out of a local area. I would like some
clarification from the Attorney-General in relation to
the thinking about special provisions to deal with rural
areas where they do not have magistrates and they do
not have a night court and how we can continue to
ensure there is timely access to bail hearings.
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — I thank the
member for the question. It is a completely legitimate
issue that she raises. The Honorary Justice Office
continues to consider areas of need in regard to bail
justices. The member would probably be aware that
there are in some areas more people that want to be bail
justices than there are positions available. The
Honorary Justice Office always endeavours to ensure
that there is sufficient coverage. The Royal Victorian
Association of Honorary Justices works very hard in
various regions to ensure roster systems are in place so
that there is coverage. I am not wearing my cufflinks
today, but I certainly have a set. I am sure the member
for Box Hill has one as well.
In regard to the future, let me say that this is again why
we have decided to introduce bail reform in two stages.
We want to deal with those matters that could be dealt
with relatively simply in the first bill whilst recognising
that there are some serious complexities of the sort that
the member for Ripon has outlined in regard to regional
coverage. We have no intention or desire to make
regional coverage, for want of a better term, more
difficult. It is quite possible that the way that bail
justices currently work in regional cities will continue
for some period of time, if not beyond that. One of the
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things Mr Coghlan recommends is that we look at
rolling out even further the use of video technology in
police stations so that bail hearings can be conducted
that way. It may well be that as we move forward there
might be different arrangements which exist in places
where there is easy access to a court to those areas
where there is not easy access to a court. All of those
matters remain under consideration.
Let me be absolutely clear. No decision has been made
to reduce the number of bail justices or indeed at this
time to change their role. That is not to say that there
will not be a decision of that nature in the future, but in
making that decision we want to be absolutely sure that
we can continue to provide that rapid response and
rapid access to bail hearings, whether through a bail
justice, through a video link in a police cell or through a
bail and remand court. They are the complexities that
have created the need for a two-stage process.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — My question is in regard
to clause 1 and the purposes. In the bail review Paul
Coghlan said section 4 of the Bail Act should be
amended so that it provides that:
in applying the unacceptable risk, exceptional circumstances
and show good reason tests, a bail decision-maker must take
into account —

more detailed factors, including:
the nature and seriousness of the alleged offending, including
whether or not it is a serious example of the offence;
…
any special vulnerability of the accused, including by reason
of youth, being an Aboriginal person, ill health, cognitive
impairment, intellectual disability or mental health;
the availability of treatment or support services;
…
the length of time the accused is likely to spend in custody if
bail is refused …

and:
the likely sentence should the accused be found guilty of the
offence charged …

There are also the existing factors in the act, such as the
accused’s criminal history and the strength of the
prosecution’s case, yet it appears that this bill does not
provide for these additional considerations. I was
wondering why that is the case.
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — Quite simply,
as I have indicated now on a number of occasions, the
government made a determination that we would deal
with what we would describe as the easier
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recommendations to implement from a technical sense
in the stage one bill and other elements of the
recommendations in the stage two bill. As I think I have
already indicated, the interaction between the
unacceptable risk test and the reverse onus test — and
by extension the application of the unacceptable risk
test, which is the recommendation that the member for
Prahran has just read from — are matters of some
complexity, and it is the government’s intention that
they would be dealt with in the second bill.
Clause agreed to.
Clause 2
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — Given the
circumstances that led to the Coghlan review emanated
from the Bourke Street tragedy and from public
agitation for changes to the bail laws, I note that the
default commencement for the bill is 1 July 2018. I
know the Attorney-General would not be able, I
presume, to provide any definition around potential
dates, but I would like him to address how soon he
thinks these changes can be implemented.
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — I had a feeling
that the member for Hawthorn might ask this question.
It is a reasonable question. As the member for
Hawthorn would probably expect, my answer is that we
will commence the act as quickly as we can. For his
information I just remind him of a couple of other bills
that have been the subject of debate in this place in
recent times. The Crimes Amendment (Carjacking and
Home Invasion) Bill 2016 had a default
commencement date of 1 July 2017 and an actual
commencement date of 7 December 2016, so we beat
that default commencement date by some seven
months. The Sentencing (Community Correction
Order) and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2016 had a
default commencement date of 2 October 2017, and it
commenced on 20 March 2017, so again we beat that
by some six and a half months.
I am not making that point guaranteeing that we will
again beat the default commencement date by six
months or anything of that nature, but it is a
demonstration of the government’s bona fides in that
when we introduce a bill we do our level best to
commence that bill as soon as we can. In regard to the
two bills I just referred to, we demonstrated our
capacity to actually commence those bills some six
months before the default commencement date. In this
circumstance, like in those circumstances, we will
endeavour to have this bill commence as quickly as we
possibly can.
Clause agreed to; clauses 3 and 4 agreed to.
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Clause 5
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I want to raise the issue
of the adoption of the term ‘compelling reason’ instead
of the current ‘show cause’ and the term ‘good reason’
that Mr Coghlan recommended. The Attorney-General
touched on that earlier, but I would like to see some sort
of confirmation and elaboration. I take it that the term
‘compelling reason’ was adopted as distinct from ‘good
reason’ because the government considered it a more
effective expression of what the government was
asking the Parliament to intend, and the
Attorney-General said as much earlier. I take it that the
intention is that in a sense a ‘compelling reason’ is a
tighter test than a ‘good reason’, and perhaps the
Attorney-General could confirm that.
It is a difficult question, I know, but I seek for the
Attorney-General to give an indication to the house as
to what the government has in mind for what could
constitute a compelling reason. I would imagine that if
an accused could in some circumstances provide
compelling factors that demonstrated they were not the
risk to the community that they might otherwise be,
then that could be a compelling reason. I wonder if the
Attorney-General could give me examples of other
circumstances that might constitute a compelling
reason. Could potentially family circumstances,
employment needs, travel commitments or other
obligations amount to compelling reasons? Are the
compelling reasons confined to those that might go to
the guiding principles of the bill which are to be
inserted that are about maximising safety, the
presumption of innocence, fairness and transparency in
particular? I acknowledge it is a difficult question, but it
would be helpful for the Parliament and the community
to know a bit beyond what I assume is the objective that
a compelling reason be a tighter test than a good reason
in order to give some indication of how the
Attorney-General envisages that test would operate.
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — I will try and
deal with those matters sequentially. I think I addressed
this to some extent in an answer to an earlier question in
regard to clause 1. The government does consider the
term ‘show compelling reason’ more appropriate
because in our view it better conveys the government’s
intention and, hopefully upon passage, the Parliament’s
intention that the onus is borne by the accused.
Sometimes language is important. In fact language is
always important and, as I indicated earlier, in terms of
a plain-language expression of the sentiment that the
onus is borne by the accused, we think that ‘show
compelling reason’ expresses this better than ‘show
good reason’ or ‘show cause’.
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I think I will decline the member’s kind invitation to
seek to define that any further for the courts. As he
knows, the courts already have a body of precedent in
regard to the reverse onus test, and no doubt that will
continue to develop. The Parliament will obviously
have the opportunity to, if necessary — and I hope it
is not necessary — provide further guidance in the
future if that is the case. But the language of the bill
speaks for itself.
In regard to the other matters that the member for Box
Hill raised in terms of whether I could provide guidance
on the sorts of things that might be taken into account,
as I have already indicated in response to the member
for Prahran, the government has not at this stage chosen
to deal with recommendation 5, particularly as it
interacts with recommendation 3 and
recommendation 4. The member would note that
recommendation 5 goes to all of the sorts of issues that
are taken into account by the courts in a general sense
when determining whether bail should be granted, and I
have already indicated that we believe there is a high
degree of complexity in the question of the interaction
of the reverse onus tests, the unacceptable risk test and
those general circumstances that the courts take into
consideration when granting bail.
That is why we have not dealt with recommendations 3
and 5 in this bill, because we are determined to ensure
that we get those interactions right. For example, the
interaction between the unacceptable risk test and a
reverse onus test will, by necessity, be different to the
interaction between the unacceptable risk test and a
person who is not in the reverse onus position, and we
need to make sure that we get those interactions right.
Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) — I wish to discuss
clause 5, which amends section 4 of the act.
Subclause (1)(a) states:
for “a court” substitute “a bail decision maker” …

Having spent some time recently in my electorate and
across my district, and with the provision of
much-needed bail services, there are a couple of issues
that collide at once that create a further problem. The
fact is that not only are most gaol cells and conditions
not up to scratch for keeping the accused for very long
periods of time, a matter of hours in some cases, but
also there is a need for immediate bail justice services.
Of course they are needed by both the local
constabulary and the community as a whole. One of the
issues that then leads to is the need for bail justices.
Bail justices currently are a dying breed. In country
areas we have a situation of some older people who are
not necessarily up to driving the literally hundreds of
kilometres that are expected of them to volunteer their
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time over the course of a weekend or in fact during the
late hours of a weekday, so the issue is around how this
bill will deal with keeping the supply. The government
has referred to night courts, which may be well and
good for Melbourne. Video links I guess — if the
internet works and the national broadband network is
operating in a particular area — could provide some
respite there, but at the end of the day bail justices
provide an important service, and without them police
resources in country towns are further tied up. I would
seek the minister’s view on how the bill will deal with
providing a more sustainable and longer term program
for recruiting and maintaining bail justices.
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — I thank the
member for Polwarth for his question. In a direct sense
the bill does not do any of those things. The bill itself
does not provide for the recruitment of additional bail
justices in Polwarth. I did, in response to the member
for Ripon, make some general comments about the
government’s intention to ensure that there is ongoing
coverage in regional Victoria. The bill does not create
any presumption against there being ongoing coverage
of bail justices where necessary in regional Victoria.
The Honorary Justice Office continues to recruit bail
justices. I think we have some 250 bail justices across
the state at the moment.
In regard to the matter he raises about the age of certain
bail justices, the former government passed legislation
which imposed some ongoing requirements from a
training point of view and from an attendance and
availability point of view on bail justices. Bail justices
are measured against those requirements, so they need
to be reasonably available. If they are not, they can be
removed and replaced by people who will be more
available when necessary. That is a way of ensuring
that communities such as those in the member’s
electorate have an ongoing service from bail justices.

conditions that are designed to greater protect the
community, and of course conditions of that sort are a
continuation of reforms that were made under the
previous government to make explicit the sort of
conditions that could be imposed on a grant of bail.
The point I want to make is that, as I understand it in
the case of juvenile offenders, these conduct conditions
will operate, if they are attached to bail granted to a
juvenile, in the same way as any other conditions
attached to a juvenile would operate following the
changes that were made previously by the current
government — namely, that if a juvenile breaches one
of these conduct conditions, that will not constitute an
offence, whereas it will constitute an offence if
breached by an adult offender. I just want to place on
the record that if that is the situation, it is very
concerning indeed. Equally concerning is the decision
by the government to scrap an offence for those
juveniles who breach existing conditions, and it
exposes exactly the same weakness in relation to
conduct conditions. I seek the Attorney-General’s
response to that concern.
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — I am not sure I
am going to have long enough to say all of the things
that I would like to say in regard to this. Let me make a
couple of brief points. The opposition, I think, needs to
get its story straight on this issue. First of all it said,
‘Well, if it’s no longer a chargeable offence, a breach of
conduct condition, young people will be breaching bail
without consequence and they will all be out on the
street’. The fact is that there are more young people
remanded today than there were before this change took
effect in May 2016. The fact is that it is still open and in
fact occurring that whenever a young person breaches
bail, they — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The time set
down for consideration of items on the government
business program has expired, and I am required to
interrupt business.

As I have indicated previously, we are continuing to
consider the interaction between police remand, the use
of bail justices particularly in regional areas, the
availability of audiovisual technologies and the ongoing
rollout to police stations, and the potential
implementation of a bail and remand court. All of those
issues remain live, and in the meantime the role of bail
justices, including in the member’s electorate, are
unchanged.

Motion agreed to.

Clause agreed to.

Read third time.

Clause 6
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I want to raise the issue
of conduct conditions to be imposed by the proposed
section 5AAA under clause 6. These are of course
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Clause agreed to; clauses 7 to 29 agreed to.
Bill agreed to without amendment.
Third reading
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House divided on omission (members in favour vote
no):
Ayes, 45

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.

DISABILITY AMENDMENT BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

CHILDREN AND JUSTICE LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT (YOUTH JUSTICE
REFORM) BILL 2017
Second reading
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Amendment defeated.
Debate resumed from 7 June; motion of
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General); and
Mr PESUTTO’s amendment:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted with the view of
inserting in their place the words ‘this bill be withdrawn and
part 3 redrafted so that certain of the proposed additional
powers in part 3 be instead made available for existing orders
for young offenders’.

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

All those in favour say aye.
Honourable members — Aye.
The SPEAKER — Order! Those against say no.

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

Those supporting the reasoned amendment of the
member for Hawthorn should vote 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?
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An honourable member — Yes.
The SPEAKER — Order! A division is required.
Ring the bells.

FIREFIGHTERS’ PRESUMPTIVE RIGHTS
COMPENSATION AND FIRE SERVICES
LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (REFORM)
BILL 2017

Bells rung.

Second reading

The SPEAKER — Order! The house will divide on
the question that this bill be read a second and a third
time. I ask members to take their allocated seats in the
house, and I ask the Clerk to record the votes.
The Clerk — The member for Melton.
Mr Nardella — Yes.
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-seven yes.
The Clerk — The Government Whip.

Debate resumed from 7 June; motion of
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Emergency Services);
and Mr WALSH’s amendment:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted with the view of
inserting in their place the words ‘this bill be withdrawn and
redrafted to:
(1) retain the provisions providing for the presumptive
rights of firefighters; and
(2) take into account further consultation with Volunteer
Fire Brigades Victoria, volunteer firefighters and other
associated organisations about the proposed
amendments to the Metropolitan Fire Brigades Act 1958
and the Country Fire Authority Act 1958.’

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

Those supporting the reasoned amendment by the
Leader of The Nationals should vote no.
House divided on omission (members in favour vote
no):
Ayes, 45

Ms Halfpenny — Forty-two yes.
The SPEAKER — Order! As there is only one vote
for the noes, we cannot proceed with the division.
Would the member for Prahran like his dissent
recorded?
Mr Hibbins — I would, thank you.
The SPEAKER — Order! That will be done.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The question is:
That this bill be now read a second time and a third time.

House divided on question:
Ayes, 45
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Question agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.
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Amendment defeated.
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Northe, Mr
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The SPEAKER — Order! The question is:
That the house now adjourns.

Domain railway station
Mr HODGETT (Croydon) — (12 799) I raise a
matter for the Minister for Public Transport, who I am
pleased to see is in the house this evening. The action I
seek is for the minister to listen to the concerns of the
Domain Road and St Kilda Road community and
reconsider the options and alternatives put by experts
regarding the construction of Melbourne Metro, in
particular the Domain railway station.
The 2017–18 state budget confirmed that the Andrews
Labor government has already begun to suffer cost
blowouts with Melbourne Metro, which will now cost in
excess of the $10.9 billion most recently quoted. Victoria
has eight years to get Melbourne Metro correct. It is
already hugely deficient in that the Minister for Public
Transport has refused to incorporate two extra
underground platforms at Osborne Street, South Yarra,
so that at Melbourne’s busiest railway station outside the
five in the CBD passengers on the Cranbourne and
Pakenham lines can travel to and from South Yarra
without having to change trains at Caulfield.
I want to seek the minister’s assurance that she will act
upon the requests of the 200 residents who attended a
recent meeting about Domain railway station. The
design of Domain station is deficient. It should be deep
tunnelled, not constructed by cut and cover. The latter
will create a huge pit along St Kilda Road and may take
longer than the claimed five years. It will take 20 to
30 years for replacement trees to create the attractive
canopy we see today. Domain station should use
pedestrian walkways to and from the existing Domain
tram interchange, which was opened in 2013 and is
very well designed. The construction of a replacement
St Kilda Road platform stop is unnecessary and reduces
the number of lanes available along St Kilda Road.
Rerouting of what is now the route 58 tram along the
soon-to-be-built tracks along St Kilda Road must not be
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permanent. Transport for Victoria and Public Transport
Victoria must ensure that route 58 returns to its existing
route along Domain Road that provides very close
access to our iconic attraction the Royal Botanic
Gardens. Route 58 trams turning into and out of Toorak
Road West will be disruptive for motorists travelling
between Toorak Road and Kings Way, requiring an
extra T-light cycle. It will also be suboptimal for Yarra
Trams users.
The Andrews government has refused to listen to the
local community such as the Save St Kilda Road group.
Melburnians will end up with a poorly designed railway
station at Domain and no Dandenong line trains at South
Yarra under Labor. The Minister for Planning’s advisory
panel saw the need for extra platforms at South Yarra. In
the case of Domain, some local residents with
engineering qualifications noted the shoddy design and
poor siting of the proposed railway station.
Under Labor there has been a complete lack of real
consultation with local residents despite this being a
once-in-100-year chance to get the Melbourne Metro
design correct. Again, I seek that the minister listen to
the concerns of the Domain Road and St Kilda Road
community and reconsider the options and alternatives
put by experts regarding the construction of Melbourne
Metro, in particular the Domain railway station.

Broadmeadows electorate sporting facilities
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — (12 800) The
adjournment matter I raise is for the Minister for Sport,
and the action I seek is funding to assist the Jacana
Football Club and the Jacana Cricket Club to undertake
design work to help upgrade their facilities. This would
greatly assist in saving footy in its backyard.
While the AFL has invested hundreds of millions of
dollars to expand the game in the northern states, I am
informed that it has not invested in Melbourne’s
northern suburbs. The AFL has now been able to
deliver a billion-dollar television rights deal because it
has expanded into the northern states and those
markets. I am looking to make sure that there is a public
interest dividend in footy in its backyard in the northern
suburbs, particularly with the Jacana Football Club.
This is the only remaining footy club in my electorate,
and it has a long and proud history, having produced
such champion players as Carlton legend Bruce Doull,
Brownlow medallist Scott Wynd and Chris Johnson, a
three-time premiership player with Brisbane. This
would be an important community hub as we look at
the revitalisation of Broadmeadows and how we keep
community cohesion. Obviously we are looking for
new industries and new jobs, how we develop lifelong
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learning and how we use sport to connect the
disconnected. Particularly with the great expansion of
women’s football, here is a chance to get people to
participate in such teams.
I am also looking at that to complement the interest we
have from Rugby League to have a hub in my
community, which also has, from their perspective, a
really strong demographic and physique of players that
they are very interested in. We have also developed
soccer clubs in the community.
This is a real opportunity to build on the assets we have
got, to develop them to provide inclusion and to
connect the disconnected. I think it is important to have
that proposition about community-based connections,
to be part of a team, to learn the disciplines of sport and
to have that help in how you evolve in your life. To put
it bluntly, I quite often say, ‘It is better to be in a team
than in a gang’. If you are getting lifelong learning, if
you are getting skills and jobs, and if you are connected
in this way, that delivers a sense of community and
pride, and a sense of achievement in performance.

Kilmore bus services
Ms RYAN (Euroa) — (12 801) The adjournment
matter that I would like to raise this evening is for the
Minister for Public Transport, so I am pleased to see
that she is at the table. The action that I seek is the
funding of additional bus services for the community of
Kilmore. As the minister would most likely be aware,
the Kilmore East railway station is some distance from
the centre of the Kilmore community, some
5 kilometres, which makes the bus timetable
particularly problematic for people wishing to take the
train to and from the Kilmore East railway station.
I have raised this issue in the house on a number of
occasions, so I think the minister is across the issue, but
it is an issue for Kilmore’s younger residents and
elderly citizens in particular, who obviously in many
instances cannot drive and therefore find access to the
train service more difficult. The train is Kilmore’s link
to Melbourne and is important for people wishing to
access educational opportunities, health care and other
services, and of course employment. There are a large
number of people who commute to and from Kilmore
each day for that purpose.
The bus timetable as it is currently scheduled fails to
meet all of the trains within a reasonable time frame,
which means people who do not drive have to wait at
the station for friends or family to pick them up or they
need to pay for a taxi into town. Weekends and public
holidays are of particular concern for the community;
of course people’s need for transport does not stop on
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those days. The community has also been petitioning
for additional stops along the route within the town,
particularly at the hospital, and I know there has been a
proposal for an additional stop at Coles as well. All of
that is important to improving connections within the
community, which is not the easiest to access.

former Calder Rise Primary School site. The site has
been identified by the Keilor Football Club and the
Keilor Sports Club as being required for the growing
AFL Women’s league and to cater for growth in
children’s sport as well as the strong local sporting
community that Keilor possesses.

I request that the minister actually provides some
funding for additional bus services to meet the concerns
of the community, which have been raised now over
several years. I know she did come recently to a public
transport forum in Wallan. I understand from talking to
a number of people that they felt that it was a
reasonably select crowd, but I do know that the minister
is aware of the concerns that have been raised on a
number of occasions by the Kilmore community, and it
would be greatly appreciated if she could fund some
additional bus services.

Newly elected Brimbank mayor Cr John Hedditch, in
a letter dated 2 May 2017 to the Minister for
Education, said:

Calder Rise Primary School site
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — (12 802) I rise to
address a matter for the attention of the Minister for
Education. The action I seek is for the minister to join
me in a meeting with the mayor and chief executive
officer of Brimbank City Council and representatives of
the Victorian School Building Authority to discuss the
sale of the former Calder Rise Primary School site in
Green Gully Road, Keilor.
Calder Rise Primary School closed on 31 December
2009, before my election in March 2012. On two
separate occasions the former Calder Rise Primary
School site was offered to Brimbank council. The initial
offer was made on 19 February 2014, and the council
advised that they had no interest. A second offer was
made on 2 September 2015, to which the council also
responded with no interest. On 25 March 2014
Brimbank council, under the former administrators,
passed the following resolution:
That council writes to the Department of Treasury and
Finance advising it does not have an interest in acquiring the
surplus school sites at the former Calder Rise primary …

On 26 June 2014 I wrote to the then Liberal Minister
for Education outlining the local community’s
disappointment with the council’s decision and seeking
clarification of the proceeds of any sale being invested
back into the community. I also wrote to the then
Minister for Planning on behalf of the Keilor Residents
and Ratepayers Association taking up their concerns, in
particular about the issue of the Calder Rise site
remaining for community use.
Following the election of a democratically elected
council in the City of Brimbank in October 2016 there
is a new willingness to engage on the issue of the

The Green Gully Road site has enormous potential to
contribute to improving open space and recreation
opportunities for the local community …
Council believes it is highly preferable and entirely possible
for this valuable public asset to be transformed to meet the
existing open space and recreation needs of the local
community, and support a range of burgeoning sports that are
increasingly attracting the participation of women and
children.

I believe with a newly elected council and goodwill
from both the council and the state government there is
an opportunity for a successful purchase and transfer of
the school site to the council.
Under the former administrators Brimbank disposed of
the Sunshine library site for $4.6 million and undertook
a controversial sale of three parks, netting over
$8 million. Given the funds reaped by council from the
sale of these public assets, I believe they can give
serious consideration to purchasing the Calder Rise site,
which has been identified by the council and the local
community as having strategic value for the
community. To this end I urge the Minister for
Education to sit down with me, the council and the
CEO of the Victorian School Building Authority to
give Brimbank City Council a third chance to seize this
wonderful opportunity that is before them.

Department of Environment, Land, Water and
Planning
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — (12 803) My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change. The action I request
is an investigation into the member for Frankston’s
office in relation to material that has come from his
office and been leaked on Facebook directly by
constituents within his electorate. Confidential
information that went only to the department then went
to the member for Frankston and was passed on to a
friend of his, Brad Hill, who is an ALP member, a
former councillor and a representative of the member
for Frankston on occasion at various events. This
material was released on Facebook — —
Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr BATTIN — You cannot hide this.
Mr R. Smith — Stop the clock.
The SPEAKER — Order! Without the assistance of
the member for Warrandyte. Stop the clock.
Ms Allan — On a point of order, Speaker. I seek
some guidance and assistance from you to indicate if
this is an appropriate way for the matters that are being
raised by the member for Gembrook to be raised or
whether they should be raised by substantive motion
given the allegations he is starting to lean into regarding
another member of this place.
Mr BATTIN — On the point of order, Speaker, in
relation to the allegations that are being raised, they are
going back to the department, where obviously the
material has come from. The minister is in charge of
that department. The investigation would have to begin
within her department to find out how the material has
got either from her or her department to the member for
Frankston and from there has ended up on social media
with comments being made on social media about a
person from the member’s constituency.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Mr BATTIN — In relation to this you have got
Brad Hill, who has put these documents on Facebook.
They have been leaked on there. There was a separate
Facebook page under the name of Carl Groves which
changed to Michael Carr and then to Vanessa Lovell.
These are three Facebook profiles for one site that has
had its name changed on three separate occasions. I
know that the member for Hastings has in the past
challenged the member for Frankston in relation to
these particular sites, and just after the member for
Frankston was challenged those sites disappeared.
The person in question is Quinn McCormack, who has
a very proud history of working within the Frankston
community in the environment area. Her complaint has
come through to my office because she cannot go to her
local member for obvious reasons — material that goes
through that office has ended up on Facebook and she
cannot trust it.
There have been ongoing concerns with the committee
of management down there. We know the management
of the specific park there has been handed back from
the committee and is going back over to Parks Victoria.
I know that Quinn has been working with them on that,
as has the council in the past. I think it is important to
know how a document that was sent through to a
department ended up on social media when it was sent
in confidence to the minister. We are more than happy
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to table all the documents, if the house would like,
which is all the Facebook screenshots of what exactly
has happened. By leave, I move to table all the
documents in relation to the Facebook — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BATTIN — No? Again the government is
trying to hide this. We have a member out there
working with one of his local friends, who represents
him at Anzac Day events and other events, and they are
intentionally using these kinds of tactics to stand over a
local councillor, a local from the area who has done so
much for the local environment and so much for the
community. What we have is a member of Parliament
who is using the power he has to get this material, even
if it is via the department. I think it is vital that the
minister works out whether the leaks have come from
her, her office or her department. It is important that we
hear back from the minister about this and that we
assure Quinn that she is safe, because there have been
ongoing issues within that committee in the past,
including family violence orders et cetera. It is vital that
she has that protection.

Maribyrnong River boat ramp
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — (12 804) I direct my
adjournment matter to the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change, and the action I seek
is that the minister facilitate a meeting between her
office, the Essendon Anglers Club and the Department
of Environment, Land, Water and Planning to discuss
the provision of a boat ramp in the Maribyrnong River.

Department of Health and Human Services
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — (12 805) I raise a
matter for the Minister for Health in her capacity as the
coordinating minister of the Department of Health and
Human Services (DHHS). The action I seek is that she
investigate the access charges imposed by the
department on freedom of information applications, and
in particular the manner in which the total estimated
charges are calculated, and provide advice accordingly.
I want to make it clear from the start that I am not
asking the minister to become involved in a particular
FOI application or refusal of information. There are
obviously other avenues that can be pursued for that in
terms of operational issues.
I will provide an example. Earlier this year I sought a
summary document outlining total departmental
expenditure by month from 4 December 2014 to
3 December 2016 relating to catering, travel, hospitality
and accommodation. That request went to the
Department of Health and Human Services and the
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Department of Justice and Regulation (DJR). In both
cases the departments responded and identified the
relevant account codes and provided advice to me on
the access charges. Remember we are seeking the same
information. In each case the department identified the
account codes, and in each case the department
proposed a VPS 6 public servant undertake the work.
DJR said it would take an hour and cost $56.23; DHHS
said to provide the same information would take
5 hours and cost $282.10. DJR said there would be no
photocopy charges; DHHS indicated five pages would
be processed. So if you include the $1 photocopying
charge, that is a cost of $56.62 per page, and a deposit
of $141.55 was sought. The department was clearly
saying it takes five times as much work to produce the
same information. It is nonsense.
There are three possible explanations: DHHS are
hopelessly inefficient, and I do not buy that for a
moment; they are seeking to profit from their FOI
applications, and I do not buy that for a moment; or, as
I think is most likely, they are using the charging
structure to try and discourage applications of this sort
and hope I will go somewhere else. After all, this is the
department that has failed to provide details regarding
the ambulance dispatch codes, details of the
reclassification from priority 1 and 2, and details of
reprioritisation of $32.9 million of public money, all of
which they agreed to supply at public hearings of a joint
investigatory committee and then failed to do so. I am
asking the minister to look at the department. I suggest
taking five times as long to put together the same
information as another department is clearly nonsense,
and I would like the minister to investigate and provide
advice accordingly.

Early childhood education
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — (12 806)
My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Families
and Children and concerns the Early Childhood Reform
Plan: Ready for Kinder, Ready for School, Ready for
Life. The action I seek is that the minister visit a
kindergarten in my electorate to discuss these vital
reforms with local families. We are undertaking these
reforms because the evidence is overwhelming that the
early years matter. They matter because early childhood
education can set a child on course for successful
lifelong learning — indeed, to what kind of life they
will lead. We need to get them on the right track from
the very beginning.
I am so pleased to see these nation-leading reforms
funded in the Andrews Labor government’s 2017–18
state budget. In fact $202.1 million has been provided
to expand and reform our early childhood sector and
ensure every child can thrive. This includes
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$81.1 million to support all parents in their handling of
the challenges of parenting and improve their access to
skilled professionals at maternal and child health
services, as well as a $108.4 million boost to our
kindergartens to ensure they can deliver high-quality
programs for our children, including $55 million in
school readiness funding so kindergartens can provide
additional support to the children who need it most.
I can tell you that in my electorate there are children
that come to school very unprepared for taking on the
challenges of prep. There are kids that miss out on
kindergarten and are not school ready. There are kids
that go to kindergarten and are still not school ready.
Being able to have this extra funding to pinpoint the
issues and challenges that those children may be facing
before they get school, so that they can have a better
start in their primary school education, is very
important — and it is very important to families in my
electorate. They deserve to have access to the very best,
whether it is at their local kindergarten or at the
maternal and child health service.
This makes a big difference in people’s lives, and it is
really fantastic to see the Andrews Labor government
has really taken this very important part of a child’s
development very seriously and committed substantial
amounts of money to it in the most recent budget.
Making Victoria the Education State starts with the
early years, so I hope the minister will enjoy coming
out and meeting with the kindergarten community to
discuss these much-needed reforms.

Mitcham Road, Mitcham
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) — (12 807) My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety, and the action I seek is that he enable the
availability of data on tow truck call-outs to accidents,
accompanied with the associated Melway map grids, so
that interested parties such as my community can
identify the full picture on accident stats on a given
road or intersection.
The Mitcham Residents Association has had significant
concerns in relation to an area of Mitcham Road with
regard to risks for those exiting driveways and side
streets, because of parking along Mitcham Road
limiting the view of drivers. Approximately 84 per cent
of Mitcham residents were favourable towards
restrictive parking in this narrow section of Mitcham
Road to prevent accidents from occurring. Crash data
does not include all accidents if police or emergency
services are present; this depends on injury or death. It
is difficult to assess risks if accidents are not recorded
when they do not result in injury or death, and therefore
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an accurate assessment of the number of accidents at a
particular location is not available to those concerned.
Anecdotal evidence from those who live there is that
the number of accidents in this area is significantly
greater than the existing data shows. While VicRoads
has an Excel data sheet for all of Melbourne, it is
difficult to manipulate and it only gives the data
regarding accidents where injury or death is sustained.
To be proactive and confirm the concerns the Mitcham
Residents Association has regarding this area of
Mitcham Road and indeed other roads, it would be
extremely helpful to have data on the tow-truck
call-outs with the associated Melway map grid. That
way problem areas may be objectively identified and
discussed to better assess risks and identify necessary
action to prevent injuries and indeed fatalities. My
understanding is that this would not be a huge task as
the data is there. Having the associated grid map from
Melway would certainly help people understand exactly
the location that those tow trucks are called to. Given
that the tow trucks are directed to a particular site, they
already have to have that information available to them.

State Emergency Service Frankston unit
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — (12 808) My
adjournment is for the Minister for Emergency
Services, and the action I seek is for the minister to
provide an update to my local community in Carrum
Downs and Skye on the next steps involved in setting
up a new satellite unit of the Frankston State
Emergency Service (SES) at Skye. Frankston SES is
located in Seaford in my electorate of Carrum. I
recently met with unit controller, Phil Holt, and deputy
unit controller, Brian McMannis, to discuss and
celebrate the news that their unit would be expanding to
include a new satellite unit on the old site of the Skye
fire brigade, thanks to funding in the 2017–18 Victorian
state budget.
The announcement to establish an SES satellite unit in
Skye has been welcomed wholeheartedly by SES
members and the local community. We will see SES and
Country Fire Authority (CFA) volunteers become
neighbours in Skye, following the Skye fire brigade’s
relocation to their brand-new station just around the
corner, thanks again to the Andrews Labor government. I
look forward to joining with Skye CFA volunteers later
this month to officially open their new CFA station. I
know the Frankston SES unit and my local community
are keen to receive an update from the minister about the
next steps for the SES satellite unit in Skye.
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Responses
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — The
member for Euroa raised a matter with me regarding
additional bus services for the community around
Kilmore East. In her contribution she identified the
challenge for that community of being able to have and
access bus services that connect to train services.
As the member also identified, I was recently very
pleased to attend a public forum in Wallan. There
were a number of people from the Kilmore
community there, as they are not that far up the road
from each other, and talk on the issue of buses was a
dominant feature of the conversation in that
community. In her contribution the member also
referred to attendance at that Wallan forum as being
for a select few. I would like to identify for the
member that the forum was advertised in the local
papers. Indeed we would have welcomed the member
to come along and attend. It was very much a
community-based forum. I would not have had a
problem at all if any member of Parliament had
wanted to — —
An honourable member interjected.
Ms ALLAN — We extended a very public
invitation for people to attend, and it was a really good
conversation. There were local council representatives
there as well. As I said, it was a good conversation, so I
am well aware of the issues about bus services in that
community.
I have Public Transport Victoria looking at these issues:
how we can improve transport more broadly in this area
but also bus services because they are a particularly
important feature in that local area. If the member is
interested in being kept informed, I am happy to keep
her informed of these matters.
I would also like to highlight — I hope the member is
already aware of this — that we are in the process of
constructing 50 new car parks at the Kilmore East train
station. We recognise that there is ongoing demand and
growth for both train and bus services in communities
big and small across regional and rural Victoria.
The member for Croydon raised a matter regarding the
Metro Tunnel, and in particular the design for Domain
station. In his contribution he made a number of points
that I would like to take the opportunity to address. The
issue of the design of the Domain station is one that has
been canvassed extensively, exhaustively and very
publicly through both the business case development
that was undertaken by the Melbourne Metro Rail
Authority and through the very public environment
effects statement (EES) process, which had public
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hearings and panel meetings. This was an issue that was
examined, as I said, extensively and exhaustively.
I am aware of alternative views that are being put out
there on the Domain station design. I think it is
important to note that the reason that we are talking
about the Metro Tunnel is because the Andrews Labor
government decided this project was a top priority,
despite the former government not just putting it on the
shelf during their four years in government but
scrapping it altogether. The only reason we are talking
about the design of the Domain station as part of the
Metro Tunnel project is that the Andrews Labor
government is getting on with delivering this really
important project that is going to create up to 5000 jobs
during construction.
In regard to the design of the Domain station, I would
like to point out that through the extensive EES process
that was undertaken during the course of last year, the
EES and the finalisation of that process led to approval
of the design of the Domain station. We have to look at
some of the features that make Domain station an
important part of our future transport network. This will
bring train services to this part of Melbourne, this busy
part of St Kilda Road, for the very first time. We know
that the St Kilda Road precinct is an incredibly
important part of Melbourne’s economy. Many
professional legal services are serviced along that
corridor — it is an important economic hub — and
bringing train services to this part of Melbourne will
support people who work in those industries. The
busiest tram corridor in the world runs through this part
of Melbourne as well.
Part of the design features of the Domain station mean
it will be an integrated train and tram stop. This is also
important to take some of the pressure off the busiest
tram corridor in the world. That is why the station has
been designed not by the Liberal Party and not by
friends of the Liberal Party. It is being designed by
experts and expert engineers who have carefully
examined the best way to construct this new station. As
I said, it is not just a train station; it is going to be an
important train-tram interchange. We have taken the
advice of expert engineers on how this station can be
constructed — how through the construction we can
minimise disruption as much as possible in that local
area — but also how we can maximise the transport
interchange for passengers.
There will be 40 000 passengers who go through this
station every single day, and the alternative design that
is being proposed by the Liberal Party — again, the
Liberal Party were not too interested in this project
when they were in government — would add 6 minutes
of travelling time every day to every single one of those
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40 000 passengers who go through that station. As an
outcome for passengers this would be a far inferior
outcome than the design that is being proposed. As I
said, it is being put together by experts at the
Melbourne Metro Rail Authority, it has been endorsed
through the environment effects statement process, and
that is why it is being built right now.
The member also spoke about the construction of a
deeper tunnel through this different design. I have
explained how that deeper tunnel provides a far inferior
passenger outcome, which is not what we are wanting
to achieve. Also, through the environment effects
statement process we have been able to save a
significant number of trees. Through the EES process
around 120 trees have been saved. We do know that
over the past couple of days the authority, as part of the
early works package, has had to remove 13 trees in the
St Kilda Road precinct. You could expect that a project
of this size and scale is going to cause some
above-ground disruption, but we have been determined
to minimise this disruption as much as possible, and
that is why we have been able to save 120 trees. We are
not using Fawkner Park as a staging site. These are
important design features of building the Domain
station that the member does not appear to understand.
Further, the member also referred to the far inferior
outcome that the former Liberal government were
referring to around South Yarra station. Let us
remember what the Liberals’ proposal for South Yarra
is about: it is about building a second train station,
which would see significant public acquisition of
properties and part of the Jam Factory and add
significantly to the cost of the project, and in a net
outcome in terms of the network it would not see the
improvements that that investment should return.
Indeed the business case examined these matters and
demonstrated that it would return between 20 and
30 cents in every dollar. We know those opposite love a
business case that does not stack up; this absolutely did
not stack up.
The member also referred to cost blowouts, and this
further shows that he just simply does not understand
the Metro Tunnel project.
Mr Richardson interjected.
Ms ALLAN — Funny you should mention that,
member for Mordialloc. He has not bothered to seek the
advice of the experts at the Melbourne Metro Rail
Authority, who are available to help guide people who
want to know more about this project and learn more
from the people who are the experts in this field.
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He talks about cost blowouts. Let us talk about the cost
of the Metro Tunnel. The Metro Tunnel is around an
$11 billion project, a project that the Andrews Labor
government announced in last year’s budget that we are
fully funding. Why are we having to fully fund it? We
are fully funding it because the federal Liberal
government, the friends of those opposite, are refusing
to provide support for the number one rated
infrastructure project in this state. It is not me that says
that; it is Infrastructure Australia who rate this project
as the number one infrastructure project.
I am happy to explain to the member about the costs.
He mentioned the cost blowouts in this year’s budget,
and again it shows his failure to understand this project
and understand our budget papers. In this year’s budget
we have brought the high-capacity signalling trial into
the Metro Tunnel project. Indeed I explained this in
some detail when I appeared before the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee hearing just a few
weeks ago. I know those opposite walked out whenever
the Greens were asking a question or the Labor
members were asking a question, so they might not
have heard me answer this in response to a Greens
question. They were too busy cooking up conspiracy
theories in the corridors.
What we have undertaken is that the funding for the
high-capacity signalling trial has been brought into the
Metro Tunnel project. This brings an additional
$131 million into the project. We are doing this because
it makes sense to run these two projects together. Again,
you would have thought the member might have sought
some further information before he referred to this.
Mr Hodgett — Why would we listen to rorting
liars?
Ms ALLAN — Are you calling me that? Is that
what you are saying I am? I ask the member to
withdraw.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member for
Croydon to withdraw.
Mr Hodgett — I withdraw.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms ALLAN — I will ask you to withdraw that as
well.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The minister has asked
for a withdrawal. She has taken personal offence to the
comment.
Mr Hodgett — I withdraw the term ‘a collective
term’.
Ms ALLAN — The Metro Tunnel is an absolutely
fantastic project. It is a fantastic project because it is
going to add massively to the transport capacity of our
city. It means there are going to be more trains more
often. It means we can run more trains from the suburbs
and from the regions into — —
An honourable member — Do it once, do it
properly.
Ms ALLAN — The member opposite says, ‘Do it
once, do it properly’. They did not even do it, so once
again those opposite are calling for us to do more in
government than they ever did.
We know that nothing unites the Liberal Party, nothing
gets it more excited, nothing really gets the juices
flowing in the Liberal party room like opposing a
public transport infrastructure project. It does not matter
whether it is in here, out in the suburbs or out in the
regions; they love campaigning against a public
transport project. They love standing in front of the
party faithful on the steps and, whether it is a level
crossing project or the Metro Tunnel project, talking
down our public transport infrastructure agenda. I think
that shows that they just do not understand the critical
importance of this vital piece of public transport
infrastructure, a project that is going to create up to
5000 jobs.
We are pushing on with this project. We have settled on
the design. It has been finalised through the EES
process. Works are out there happening right now, and I
would suggest the member needs to get better informed
before he comes in here spraying around a whole bunch
of incorrect, inaccurate pieces of information that
clearly he has been set up to provide to the house.
The remaining members will have their matters referred
to ministers for their action and response.
The SPEAKER — Order! The house now stands
adjourned.
House adjourned 5.56 p.m. until Tuesday, 20 June.

The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member for
Croydon to withdraw.
Honourable members interjecting.
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Rulings, 1597, 1747

Questions without notice and ministers statements
Ministers statements: gas supply, 1660
DIMOPOULOS, Mr (Oakleigh)
Anthony Foster, 1551
Bills
Bail Amendment (Stage One) Bill 2017, 1746
Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights Compensation and Fire Services
Legislation Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017, 1620
Grievances
Opposition performance, 1691
Points of order, 1784

EREN, Mr (Lara) (Minister for Tourism and Major Events,
Minister for Sport and Minister for Veterans)
Bills
Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights Compensation and Fire Services
Legislation Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017, 1582
Members statements
Country Fire Authority Lara brigade, 1570
State Emergency Service Corio unit, 1570
Points of order, 1583
Questions without notice and ministers statements
Ministers statements: major event security, 1775

Rulings, 1732
DIXON, Mr (Nepean)

FOLEY, Mr (Albert Park) (Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing, Minister for Mental Health, Minister for Equality and
Minister for Creative Industries)

Adjournment

Anthony Foster, 1550

Bus route 788, 1748
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Grievances
Gender identity and sexuality, 1697

Members statements
Crime, 1755
Fitzsimons Lane–Porter Street, Templestowe, 1755

FYFFE, Mrs (Evelyn)

Points of order, 1556, 1559, 1560, 1773

Bills

Questions without notice and ministers statements

Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights Compensation and Fire Services
Legislation Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017, 1601
Members statements
Evelyn Ridge retirement village, 1646
Fire services, 1646
National Day of Thanks, 1646
Points of order, 1597

Bail laws, 1560
Brighton incident, 1555, 1556, 1557, 1772, 1773
Counterterrorism, 1771
Mandatory sentencing, 1559
Parole reform, 1558
HALFPENNY, Ms (Thomastown)
Adjournment

GIDLEY, Mr (Mount Waverley)
Bills
Bail Amendment (Stage One) Bill 2017, 1742
Sentencing Amendment (Sentencing Standards) Bill 2017, 1783
Budget papers 2017–18, 1669
Points of order, 1693, 1744, 1780, 1785

Edgars Creek secondary college, 1635
Anthony Foster, 1552
Bills
Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights Compensation and Fire Services
Legislation Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017, 1606
Members statements
Ramadan, 1761

GRALEY, Ms (Narre Warren South)
Adjournment
Early childhood education, 1824
Constituency questions

HENNESSY, Ms (Altona) (Minister for Health and Minister for
Ambulance Services)
Questions without notice and ministers statements
Ministers statements: Brighton incident, 1559

Narre Warren South electorate, 1562, 1778
Members statements
Cranbourne Italian Senior Citizens Club, 1644
Narre Warren South P–12 College, 1644
Statements on reports
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee: financial and
performance outcomes 2015–16, 1651
GREEN, Ms (Yan Yean)
Adjournment
Mernda rail extension, 1749
Bills
Bail Amendment (Stage One) Bill 2017, 1736
Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights Compensation and Fire Services
Legislation Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017, 1729
Constituency questions
Yan Yean electorate, 1562

HIBBINS, Mr (Prahran)
Adjournment
LGBTI homelessness, 1750
Bills
Bail Amendment (Stage One) Bill 2017, 1740, 1815
Children and Justice Legislation Amendment (Youth Justice
Reform) Bill 2017, 1723
Sentencing Amendment (Sentencing Standards) Bill 2017, 1780
Business of the house
Program, 1568
Constituency questions
Prahran electorate, 1664
Members statements
Prahran electorate housing, 1643
Points of order, 1776
Questions without notice and ministers statements

GUY, Mr (Bulleen) (Leader of the Opposition)
Anthony Foster, 1549
Joint sitting of Parliament
Legislative Council vacancy, 1754

Ministerial code of conduct, 1775, 1776
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HODGETT, Mr (Croydon)
Adjournment

Members statements
Regional and rural roads, 1640

Domain railway station, 1820
Budget papers 2017–18, 1655, 1665

KILKENNY, Ms (Carrum)

Members statements

Adjournment

Mooroolbark police station, 1639
Points of order, 1657, 1659, 1662, 1666
Questions without notice and ministers statements
Crime, 1657, 1658

State Emergency Service Frankston unit, 1825
Bills
Disability Amendment Bill 2017, 1810
Constituency questions
Carrum electorate, 1778

HOWARD, Mr (Buninyong)
Bills
Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights Compensation and Fire Services
Legislation Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017, 1585
Members statements
Fish stocks, 1643
Sebastopol Primary School, 1643
HUTCHINS, Ms (Sydenham) (Minister for Local Government,
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs and Minister for Industrial
Relations)
Members statements

Members statements
Belvedere Park Primary School, 1643
Natasha Jansz, 1643
KNIGHT, Ms (Wendouree)
Bills
Disability Amendment Bill 2017, 1794
LIM, Mr (Clarinda)
Members statements
Walk from Robe, 1759

Community safety, 1640
Questions without notice and ministers statements
Firefighters enterprise bargaining agreement, 1660, 1661

McCURDY, Mr (Ovens Valley)
Adjournment
Construction induction cards, 1635

KATOS, Mr (South Barwon)
Bills
Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights Compensation and Fire Services
Legislation Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017, 1622
Business of the house
Program, 1569
Constituency questions
South Barwon electorate, 1778
Members statements
Dawn Cunningham, 1573
Jason Challis, 1573

Bills
Disability Amendment Bill 2017, 1798
Budget papers 2017–18, 1675
Members statements
Elsie Jackel and Doris Head, 1756
Moira business excellence awards, 1756
Wangaratta law and order forum, 1756
Statements on reports
Environment, Natural Resources and Regional Development
Committee: Country Fire Authority Fiskville training college,
1649
McGUIRE, Mr (Broadmeadows)

KEALY, Ms (Lowan)
Bills
Children and Justice Legislation Amendment (Youth Justice
Reform) Bill 2017, 1720
Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights Compensation and Fire Services
Legislation Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017, 1605
Constituency questions
Lowan electorate, 1778

Adjournment
Broadmeadows electorate sporting facilities, 1821
Anthony Foster, 1553
Bills
Bail Amendment (Stage One) Bill 2017, 1744
Children and Justice Legislation Amendment (Youth Justice
Reform) Bill 2017, 1722
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Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights Compensation and Fire Services
Legislation Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017, 1617
Sentencing Amendment (Sentencing Standards) Bill 2017, 1781
Business of the house
Program, 1568
Constituency questions
Broadmeadows electorate, 1563
Members statements
Broadmeadows Revitalisation Project, 1575
Points of order, 1784
McLEISH, Ms (Eildon)
Bills
Disability Amendment Bill 2017, 1803
Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights Compensation and Fire Services
Legislation Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017, 1591
Constituency questions
Eildon electorate, 1562
Members statements
AFL Yarra Ranges Dreamtime match, 1644
Russell Wealands, 1645

NEVILLE, Ms (Bellarine) (Minister for Police and Minister for
Water)
Adjournment
Boer War memorial, 1638
Boronia Heights Secondary College site, 1638
Bus route 823, 1638
Construction induction cards, 1638
Edgars Creek secondary college, 1638
Fire services, 1638
Koonung Secondary College, 1638
Macedon electorate arts grants recipients, 1638
Parkdale Primary School, 1638
Grievances
Victoria Police, 1680
Members statements
Barwon Heads Community Library, 1755
Questions without notice and ministers statements
Ministers statements
counterterrorism, 1773
Victoria Police, 1557, 1658
NOONAN, Mr (Williamstown) (Minister for Industry and
Employment and Minister for Resources)

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

Adjournment

Absence of ministers, 1656

Members statements

Questions without notice and ministers statements
Brighton incident, 1656, 1657
Counterterrorism, 1657
Crime, 1658
Fire services, 1662, 1777
Ministers statements: emergency services, 1561
Parole laws, 1659, 1660

Pascoe Vale electorate employment, 1637

Williamstown Cemetery, 1756
Questions without notice and ministers statements
Ministers statements
aviation industry, 1776
gas supply, 1661
NORTHE, Mr (Morwell)

MORRIS, Mr (Mornington)
Adjournment
Department of Health and Human Services, 1823
Bills
Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights Compensation and Fire Services
Legislation Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017, 1597
Constituency questions
Mornington electorate, 1663
Members statements

Grievances
Latrobe Valley employment, 1695
Members statements
Love Latrobe exhibition, 1642
O’BRIEN, Mr M. (Malvern)
Members statements
Malvern electorate planning, 1641
Points of order, 1683

Balcombe Grammar School, 1571
Points of order, 1583
Statements on reports
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee: financial and
performance outcomes 2015–16, 1647

PAKULA, Mr (Keysborough) (Attorney-General and Minister for
Racing)
Adjournment
Access to justice, 1752
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Bus route 788, 1752
Endeavour Hills Cricket Club, 1752
Essendon Fields employment, 1752
Falls Creek Primary School, 1752
Hill End Primary School site, 1752
Hoon vehicles, 1752
LGBTI homelessness, 1752
Mernda rail extension, 1752
Rosanna Road safety initiatives, 1752
Bills
Bail Amendment (Stage One) Bill 2017, 1812, 1813, 1814, 1815,
1816, 1817
Family Violence Protection Amendment (Information Sharing)
Bill 2017, 1714
Oaths and Affirmations Bill 2017, 1563, 1702, 1703
Racing Amendment (Modernisation) Bill 2017, 1639, 1762, 1763
Points of order, 1657, 1661
Questions without notice and ministers statements
Ministers statements: parole laws, 1777

PESUTTO, Mr (Hawthorn)
Anthony Foster, 1554
Bills
Bail Amendment (Stage One) Bill 2017, 1625, 1813, 1815
Children and Justice Legislation Amendment (Youth Justice
Reform) Bill 2017, 1714
Family Violence Protection Amendment (Information Sharing)
Bill 2017, 1714
Oaths and Affirmations Bill 2017, 1563
Sentencing Amendment (Sentencing Standards) Bill 2017, 1763
RICHARDSON, Mr (Mordialloc)
Adjournment
Parkdale Primary School, 1636
Bills
Bail Amendment (Stage One) Bill 2017, 1738
Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights Compensation and Fire Services
Legislation Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017, 1603
Members statements

PALLAS, Mr (Werribee) (Treasurer)

Victoria Police, 1759

Questions without notice and ministers statements
Ministers statements: Victoria Police, 1558

RIORDAN, Mr (Polwarth)
Bills

PEARSON, Mr (Essendon)
Adjournment
Essendon Fields employment, 1752
Maribyrnong River boat ramp, 1823
Bills
Bail Amendment (Stage One) Bill 2017, 1741
Children and Justice Legislation Amendment (Youth Justice
Reform) Bill 2017, 1719
Disability Amendment Bill 2017, 1809
Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights Compensation and Fire Services
Legislation Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017, 1623, 1624
Sentencing Amendment (Sentencing Standards) Bill 2017, 1768

Bail Amendment (Stage One) Bill 2017, 1816
Disability Amendment Bill 2017, 1800
Constituency questions
Polwarth electorate, 1779
Members statements
Anglesea, Aireys Inlet Society for the Protection of Flora and
Fauna, 1762
Anglesea coalmine site, 1762
RYALL, Ms (Ringwood)
Adjournment
Mitcham Road, Mitcham, 1824

Constituency questions
Essendon electorate, 1664, 1779
Members statements
Buckley Street, Essendon, level crossing, 1573
Foodbank Victoria, 1573
Lions Clubs International centenary, 1573
Moonee Ponds courthouse, 1573
Special Minister of State and Minister for Public Transport, 1572
Rulings, 1744
Statements on reports
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee: financial and
performance outcomes 2015–16, 1649
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Bills
Bail Amendment (Stage One) Bill 2017, 1632
Disability Amendment Bill 2017, 1793
Grievances
Terrorism, 1677
Members statements
Crime, 1576
Points of order, 1561, 1658
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RYAN, Ms (Euroa)
Adjournment
Kilmore bus services, 1821
Bills
Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights Compensation and Fire Services
Legislation Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017, 1594
Constituency questions
Euroa electorate, 1664

Rulings, 1556, 1559, 1560, 1561, 1657, 1658, 1659, 1661, 1662,
1663, 1681, 1682, 1683, 1684, 1687, 1773, 1775, 1776, 1777,
1823
Rulings by the Chair
Questions without notice, 1549
Suspension of members
Member for Kew, 1557, 1774
Member for Ripon, 1557
Member for Warrandyte, 1776

Points of order, 1660
Questions without notice and ministers statements
Firefighters enterprise bargaining agreement, 1660, 1661

SPENCE, Ms (Yuroke)
Adjournment
Access to justice, 1748

SCOTT, Mr (Preston) (Minister for Finance and Minister for
Multicultural Affairs)
Points of order, 1666

Constituency questions
Yuroke electorate, 1563, 1664, 1778
Distinguished visitors, 1615

SHEED, Ms (Shepparton)
Bills
Disability Amendment Bill 2017, 1808
Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights Compensation and Fire Services
Legislation Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017, 1624
Members statements
Stan Brown, 1758

Members statements
Annadale Interim Community Centre, 1572
Christopher Tamate, 1572
Rulings, 1666, 1742, 1780, 1784, 1785, 1786
STAIKOS, Mr (Bentleigh)
Adjournment
Bus route 823, 1634

SMITH, Mr R. (Warrandyte)
Members statements
Warrandyte constituent, 1570
Points of order, 1658, 1659, 1662, 1687
SMITH, Mr T. (Kew)

Bills
Sentencing Amendment (Sentencing Standards) Bill 2017, 1785
Members statements
Georgia Shepherd-Petrocco, 1576
McKinnon Secondary College, 1576
Points of order, 1786

Members statements
Brighton incident, 1761
Kirsty Boden and Sara Zelenak, 1761
SOUTHWICK, Mr (Caulfield)
Members statements
Maccabiah Games, 1760
Yeshiva College, 1761

STALEY, Ms (Ripon)
Bills
Bail Amendment (Stage One) Bill 2017, 1814
Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights Compensation and Fire Services
Legislation Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017, 1583
Members statements
Victoria Police Blue Ribbon Foundation, 1576

Points of order, 1742, 1747
SULEYMAN, Ms (St Albans)
SPEAKER, The (Hon. Colin Brooks)
Acknowledgement of country, 1549
Condolences
Margaret Elizabeth Ray, 1549

Members statements
St Albans level crossings, 1758
Victoria University, 1758
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THOMAS, Ms (Macedon)
Adjournment
Macedon electorate arts grants recipients, 1633
Bills
Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights Compensation and Fire Services
Legislation Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017, 1596
Constituency questions

Bills
Children and Justice Legislation Amendment (Youth Justice
Reform) Bill 2017, 1727
Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights Compensation and Fire Services
Legislation Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017, 1608
Members statements
Bayswater Community Day, 1757
Points of order, 1661, 1694

Macedon electorate, 1664, 1779
Members statements
Cathouse Players, 1641
Points of order, 1596, 1597, 1732, 1785

WAKELING, Mr (Ferntree Gully)
Adjournment
Boer War memorial, 1633
Anthony Foster, 1552

THOMPSON, Mr (Sandringham)
Bills
Disability Amendment Bill 2017, 1795
Constituency questions
Sandringham electorate, 1778
Members statements
Anthony Foster, 1641
Australia-Greece friendship tree and plaque, 1642
Black Rock Neighbourhood Watch, 1642

Bills
Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights Compensation and Fire Services
Legislation Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017, 1734
Members statements
Fairhills High School and Boronia K–12 College, 1760
Ferntree Gully electorate crime, 1760
Knox basketball junior finals, 1760
Scoresby Secondary College, 1760
Points of order, 1785

Petitions
Possums, 1564

WALSH, Mr (Murray Plains)
Anthony Foster, 1551

THOMSON, Ms (Footscray)
Members statements
Maribyrnong defence site, 1575
Statements on reports
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission
Committee: Review of protected disclosures, 1648

Bills
Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights Compensation and Fire Services
Legislation Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017, 1577
Members statements
Kerang rail accident memorial, 1571
Points of order, 1656, 1660
Questions without notice and ministers statements

TILLEY, Mr (Benambra)
Adjournment

Brighton incident, 1656, 1657
Parole laws, 1659

Falls Creek Primary School, 1749
Bills
Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights Compensation and Fire Services
Legislation Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017, 1730, 1732
Members statements
Mars Petcare Australia, 1574
VICTORIA, Ms (Bayswater)
Adjournment
Boronia Heights Secondary College site, 1634

WARD, Ms (Eltham)
Bills
Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights Compensation and Fire Services
Legislation Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017, 1614
Members statements
Country Women’s Association Diamond Valley branch, 1757
Muskaan Support Australia, 1757
Points of order, 1681, 1684
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WATT, Mr (Burwood)
Bills
Sentencing Amendment (Sentencing Standards) Bill 2017, 1787
Constituency questions
Burwood electorate, 1779
Grievances
Government performance, 1689
Members statements
Ashwood High School, 1644
Burwood police station, 1644
Markham Avenue, Ashburton, redevelopment, 1644
Points of order, 1662, 1663
WELLS, Mr (Rowville)
Bills
Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights Compensation and Fire Services
Legislation Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017, 1619
Constituency questions
Rowville electorate, 1562
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission
Committee
Review of protected disclosures, 1565
Members statements
Fire services, 1572
Statements on reports
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission
Committee: Review of protected disclosures, 1650
WILLIAMS, Ms (Dandenong)
Adjournment
Endeavour Hills Cricket Club, 1750
Bills
Firefighters’ Presumptive Rights Compensation and Fire Services
Legislation Amendment (Reform) Bill 2017, 1732
Members statements
Hoseah Partsch, 1761

