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TREASURY AND FINANCE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2018
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ASSEMBLY

Mornington Peninsula public transport

Wednesday, 6 June 2018
The SPEAKER (Hon. Colin Brooks) took the chair
at 9.32 a.m. and read the prayer.

TREASURY AND FINANCE LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL 2018
Introduction and first reading
Mr SCOTT (Minister for Finance) (09:33) — I
move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Transport Accident Act 1986, the Occupational Health and
Safety Act 2004, the Dangerous Goods Act 1985, the
Equipment (Public Safety) Act 1994, the Workplace Injury
Rehabilitation and Compensation Act 2013, the Accident
Compensation Act 1985 and the Emergency Services
Superannuation Act 1986 to further improve the operation of
those acts and for other purposes.

Mr MORRIS (Mornington) (09:33) — I ask the
minister for a brief explanation of the bill.
Mr SCOTT (Minister for Finance) (09:33) — This
is a bill to improve the operation of the transport
accident compensation scheme, the WorkCover
compensation scheme and other matters related to
superannuation.

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of the Mornington Peninsula
draws to the attention of the house the legacy of
underinvestment in our public transport services and requests
a complete service review to identify, fund and resolve
shortfalls to enable public transport on the Mornington
Peninsula to align with PTV’s minimum service level,
including but not limited to:
1.

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

2.

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

3.

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

4.

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

5.

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

6.

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

7.

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

Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Flinders Street reserve, Rye
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of the Mornington Peninsula
draws to the attention of the house the need to protect, in
accordance with the state government biodiversity 2037 plan,
a valuable bushland reserve with very high conservation
significance located at 50 Flinders Street, Rye. This petition
therefore requests:
1.

the state government retain the land for public use; and

2.

protect this bushland reserve from future housing
subdivision being a significant remnant of native
vegetation in an otherwise highly urbanised
residential area.

By Mr DIXON (Nepean) (66 signatures).
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By Mr DIXON (Nepean) (78 signatures).
Tabled.
Ordered that petitions be considered next day on
motion of Mr DIXON (Nepean).

ABSOLUTELY EVERYONE: STATE
DISABILITY PLAN
Report 2017
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing), by leave, presented report.
Tabled.

DOCUMENTS
1750
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DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Acting Clerk:
Auditor-General:
Annual Plan 2018–19
Community Health Program — Ordered to be published
Victorian Environmental Assessment Council Act 2001 —
Notice of request for an assessment under s 26C.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Castlemaine Men’s Shed
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) (09:36) — Last
Friday I was thrilled to officially open the Castlemaine
Men’s Shed, which was made possible with a grant of
more than $60 000 from the Andrews Labor
government. The new shed is an all-new, purpose-built
facility for local shedders. It provides a functional
workshop for local men to get together and work on
community projects. Congratulations to the
Castlemaine Men’s Shed committee and members who
worked hard to build this great shed, particularly the
president, Brian McCormack, whose tenacity has seen
the project through.
I would like to pay a special tribute to the late Doug
McConville, former president of the Castlemaine
Men’s Shed, who passed away last year. Doug was the
founder of the Castlemaine Men’s Shed in 2014, and it
was his vision and planning that resulted in the new
shed. The shed has been named after Doug and a red
flowering gum has been planted on the site in his
memory. A big thankyou to the many organisations and
individuals who supported the project either financially
or through in-kind support. It is wonderful to see the
whole community get behind this project and support
the blokes at the Castlemaine Men’s Shed.

Tarrangower Cactus Control Group
Ms EDWARDS — Last week I was really pleased
to attend the opening of the Tarrangower Cactus Control
Group, the cactus warriors, at the start of the cactus
killing season. This dedicated group of volunteers have
destroyed millions of wheel cactus plants across
Baringhup and Maldon and were last year recognised
for their efforts in the Premier’s Sustainability Awards.
Working in collaboration with Parks Victoria, they hope
to raise awareness among local landholders of the
damage that wheel cactus does to the environment while
at the same time fighting the battle against infestations,
one cactus at a time. They are a wonderful group of
volunteers in my local community.

Wednesday, 6 June 2018

Women of the Eastern Football League
Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) (09:38) — As MPs we
often wear many hats, and one that I am most proud to
put on is that of patron of Women of the Eastern
Football League (WEFL). The WEFL, headed up by
the tireless and marvellous Joanne Hart-Parker, are an
inclusive group of supporters, workers and players who
love their footy. The speakers are always dynamic, and
we all go away feeling inspired. Well done to Jo and
her committee.

Dandenong Creek
Ms VICTORIA — Last weekend a huge group of
us headed to the Mint Street Wetlands in Wantirna.
Between Knox City Council, Maroondah City Council,
Melbourne Water and local organisations, our very
special Dandenong Creek and its banks are being
transformed. For many years I was on the executive of
the First Friends of Dandenong Creek, a group which is
dedicated to keeping our backyard beautiful and
balanced. I have spent hours planting, weeding and
even doing a frog census data collection, so you can
only imagine how very angry I get when environmental
vandals, who have no idea how destructive their actions
are, deliberately pollute our waterways. The
Environment Protection Authority Victoria needs
bigger teeth to send a very clear and strong message.

Dr David Kram
Ms VICTORIA — Dr David Kram recently
announced his retirement as the artistic director of More
Than Opera, a role he has held since helping found the
company in 2000. A true gentleman and musical
genius, David will take up a full-time position further
progressing the German-Australian Opera Grant,
helping early career singers realise a dream of taking up
a residency in Europe. David, you are an inspiration to
so many in the music world, and I look forward to
watching what comes next.

Melbourne International Jazz Festival
Ms VICTORIA — Whether it is legends from
Australian jazz or players from across the globe, the
Melbourne International Jazz Festival has something
for every taste. If you have not been yet, there are still
five nights left, so get online and book something to
move your groove.

Free from Violence Fund
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for the Prevention of
Family Violence) (09:39) — Last week I visited
Victoria University to announce grants from the Free

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
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Violence Fund for a range organisations across the
western suburbs of Melbourne. These grants support
initiatives preventing family violence and violence
against women.
Victoria University is developing a program which
ensures women on campuses are properly supported
when they speak out against family violence and abuse.
I commend them for showing leadership in this space
and leading the way across all universities in the state,
and I am very pleased that this government was able to
support them with a $110 000 grant.
Also present at the announcement was HealthWest
primary care partnerships, which received $140 000 to
also work with university students, this time with male
students, so they can better understand the drivers of
family violence.
The Women’s Information and Referral Exchange
(WIRE), which also does great work providing free
information, support and referral services to women,
was also successful; it secured a $100 000 grant. This
funding will go towards training WIRE community
volunteers to have conversations in the community on
gender equality issues.
Wathaurong Aboriginal Co-operative and IPC Health
received $50 000 for their work on healthy kinships on
Wathaurong country to engage elders and elders in
training to address the deliverers and drivers of family
violence in the Aboriginal community.

Euroa Health
Ms RYAN (Euroa) (09:41) — Yesterday I met with
Jim Perry and Wayne Sullivan, the chair and CEO of
Euroa Health. They are continuing to look for
permanent funding for the Euroa hospital. Euroa Health
is one of just five bush nursing hospitals that are now
left in Victoria, and because the state government
classifies these hospitals as being private, they are cut
out from being able to access any kind of public
funding, which means that if you wish to go to Euroa
Health, you either need to be self-funded or have
private health insurance. With no public hospital beds
and no public health care in the Strathbogie shire, I
think that is a great inequity. Strathbogie shire is the
only shire in the state where there is no access to
publicly funded health care.
Last year after a number of years of lobbying and
calling for action here in this place, we finally
succeeded in getting the Department of Health and
Human Services to agree to some funding for Euroa
Health. It was a trial which allowed them to admit a
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limited number of patients. They were given an
allocation of 60 weighted inlier equivalent separations,
and that was within an agreed scope of practice. To date
the hospital has treated 39 people at Euroa, and I think
that proves that the model is a success and should be
supported into the future. So I am calling on the
government to make that allocation permanent.

Homelessness
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing) (09:42) — Our housing and homelessness
services are facing a Malcolm Turnbull funding cliff
later this month. The commonwealth government’s
threatened cut of $495 million to housing and
homelessness services will hit frontline services unless
the Turnbull government comes to the bargaining table
over the next three weeks. This will mean less frontline
services and more people sleeping rough in every
community around our state.
We know this is what Liberals do. We saw them cut
$330 million from our services between 2010 and 2014.
Each of our budgets have seen an increase year on year
in housing and homelessness services, and this year we
have passed a $1 billion figure in new housing and
homelessness services. I point to no greater measure
than the recent census figures, which showed that the
homelessness rate in Victoria increased by 0.5 per cent
in Victoria over that census period compared to a
whopping 27 per cent in New South Wales. That is
because Labor governments fund housing and
homelessness services in new and innovative ways. I
call upon the Liberal-Greens coalition opposite to get
out of the way and allow us to get on and renew and
develop housing services.

Keren Loyer
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) (09:44) — For
about five years now we have been running the
Caulfield Volunteer Award, which honours great
volunteers locally. This year we have partnered with
Bendigo Bank Caulfield Park and its chair, Kate
Ashmore, to give some money out to worthy recipients.
Firstly, we awarded one to Keren Loyer, who has been
working as a great fundraiser for the Women’s
International Zionist Organisation, helping
underprivileged women, children and youth in Israel.
She has also been on the parent committee at Caulfield
Junior College for about four years now and is a
passionate advocate for Caulfield Junior College. She is
certainly a worthy recipient of our first Caulfield
Volunteer Award for this year.
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Justine Kuran
Mr SOUTHWICK — Justine Kuran, who is a great
artist, started by purchasing a quilling kit five years ago
from a $2 shop. Here is a great story of somebody
whose action has eventuated in her having first
exhibition only last week, which I opened for her,
called Paper Round. Each piece takes about 500 hours
to produce. It is a great piece of art all made of paper.
She has commissioned work for guests including
former Prime Minister John Howard, former Canadian
Prime Minister Stephen Harper and Hollywood legends
Goldie Hawn and Jane Seymour. We wish her well.

Yvette Coppersmith
Mr SOUTHWICK — I would also like to
congratulate local Caulfield resident Yvette
Coppersmith, who won this year’s Archibald Prize for
her work Self-portrait, after George Lambert. This is a
most prestigious award, and we are very lucky to have a
Caulfield resident win this award.

Steve McGhie
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) (09:45) — I rise to
pay tribute to Steve McGhie, the secretary of the
Victorian branch of Ambulance Employees Australia,
who will retire shortly after serving his membership
with distinction for over two decades. Steve is not a
radical or militant union leader. He has proven himself
over the years to be smart, highly effective, strategic,
passionate and committed to the cause of his members.
No-one on the Labor side of politics has ever
underestimated his capacity or tenacity.
Steve’s leadership during the Code Red campaign was
extraordinary. Against the forces of the conservative
and uncaring Baillieu-Napthine anti-union governments
Steve and his union built support in the community,
stood firm and ultimately prevailed. The reward for his
effort was a change of government to the current
Premier and the current Minister for Health and a
positive new chapter for Ambulance Victoria.
Today we are seeing record investment in our
ambulance service, more paramedics being recruited,
constructive policy changes and, critically, significant
response time improvements. Behind all this change has
been Steve McGhie, his membership and the Andrews
Labor government. Like many great leaders, Steve has
been grooming a successor in Danny Hill, who is an
outstanding replacement and someone I admire for his
decency and commitment to workers’ rights. Steve’s
wonderful commitment to his membership has achieved
so much, including improvements to wages and
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working conditions, work value changes, improved
mental health and national registration reforms. He will
be missed by many on the Labor side, but I will always
be grateful to call him a friend.

Livingstone Primary School
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) (09:47) — I was delighted
last week to be joined by the shadow Minister for
Education, the member for Kew, at Livingstone
Primary School in the Forest Hill electorate for a
fantastic local announcement. We announced that if
elected in November, a Liberal-Nationals state
government will commit $250 000 to construct a staff
car park at Livingstone Primary School. This
much-needed staff car park will directly benefit
teachers and staff as well as parents and local residents
faced with parking at capacity on local roads and car
parks. Despite the matter having been raised by me in
Parliament numerous times and multiple written
requests made by me to the Minister for Education, the
Andrews government has refused to fund this project.
After working with both the school and the local
community over several years we have found a solution
to this ongoing congestion problem, with the safety and
convenience of both the school community and local
residents in mind.

Nunawading Swimming Club
Mr ANGUS — I was very pleased to attend the club
championships at the Nunawading Swimming Club
over the weekend. It is always a very impressive sight
to see all the swimmers in the Nuna colours and
swimming as fast as they can. Congratulations to all the
swimmers, especially those who recorded their personal
bests. Well done also to the staff, ably led by CEO Gary
Barclay, and the numerous volunteers who put in so
much work to make this day a great success.

Canterbury International Hotel
Mr ANGUS — It was a pleasure to officially launch
the rebranding of the former Clarion Hotel, now the
Canterbury International Hotel, in the Forest Hill
electorate last week. This well-known local
establishment employs 40 people and is a very
important and successful local business. As a regular
client of the business, I look forward to continuing my
relationship with the team there, ably led by Anna and
Ugo, and wish all those involved well for the future.
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Nunawading Football Club
Mr ANGUS — Last weekend I had the pleasure of
attending the Nunawading Football Club’s open day at
Mahoneys Reserve in the Forest Hill electorate.

Geelong Private Hospital
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) (09:48) — The recent
announcement that Geelong Private Hospital will close
its doors was dealt with swiftly by the Minister for
Health. I want to thank her for her quick action on
behalf of the workers affected. It was great to join the
minister at a meeting of those workers, who were
devastated by the fact that they would lose their jobs in
the coming weeks. The minister’s reassurance was
very welcome.
The Liberals broke a key election promise to build a
second public hospital for Geelong before the 2010
election, instead signing up to a dodgy deal that saw
another private hospital thrown into the mix at Waurn
Ponds. It was good news for another private provider
but bad news for the Geelong patients and our
hardworking doctors and nurses.
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If New Zealand can do it, we can do it for three months
during one of Melbourne’s coldest winters.
I want to thank everyone who turned out to the forum. It
was a big turnout that really showed that our community
cares, sees the rise in homelessness and wants to take
action. We heard from experts and from people who
have experienced homelessness: Maurya Bourandanis
from Voices of the South Side, Lucy Adams from
Justice Connect, Cr Kat Copsey from the City of Port
Phillip and Dr Sam Ratnam, the Leader of the Victorian
Greens. We heard a range of solutions from prevention
to building more social housing — not selling it off, as
the minister wants to do — and making sure that we
have support services to meet people’s needs. Of course
we also heard about the power of community — making
sure we see people who are experiencing homelessness
as part of our community, not separate from our
community, and making sure we build those important
connections to support each other.

Oakleigh Central shopping centre

Ms COUZENS — Last week I attended many
Reconciliation Week events throughout my electorate.
Barwon Health, Barwon Water and many others
marked this significant week. I particularly want to
congratulate Geelong One Fire Reconciliation Group
and Wathaurong Aboriginal Co-operative for their
Reconciliation in the Park event that attracted many
Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal people who enjoyed the
sharing of culture through art, dance, stories and
learning about country.

Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) (09:51) — I rise to
express concern about the decision made recently by
Oakleigh Central shopping centre staff to start charging
patrons for parking. Previously patrons could park there
for 3 hours; it has now been reduced to 1.5 hours, after
which they have to pay for parking. What is worse is
that staff also have to pay $4 a day to park, or $20 a
week or $1000 a year, just to go and do their job. I am
concerned for older people in terms of their use of that
shopping centre and their ability to go and have a coffee
or go and get their hair done, and taking longer than
1.5 hours to enjoy their civic space and their
community shopping centre. But I am also concerned
about the small businesses at Oakleigh Central
shopping centre that rely on that customer base and do
not have the capacity of the major retail supermarkets
to withstand this. I have called on the Oakleigh Central
shopping centre to change elements of their decision. I
shared this on Facebook a couple of weeks ago and
there were over 500 comments and 300 shares. That is
the level of angst in the local community about that
decision, and I think it should be changed.

Homelessness

Deakin Hunter

Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) (09:50) — Today was
another freezing morning. In fact it has been one of the
coldest starts to Melbourne’s winter in 36 years. I want
to take up one of the boldest ideas that came from the
audience at my recent Homelessness Action forum. I
call on the government to provide immediate relief to
every person sleeping rough in Melbourne this winter.

Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) (09:52) — Well
done to Myrtleford resident Deakin Hunter, who
recently received a Queen’s Scout award, the highest
accolade in the scouting movement. It took 400 hours
of community work for Deakin to achieve this goal.
Deakin has shown his excellent leadership qualities and
a passion for helping others. I wish him well for his
future endeavours.

The people of Geelong deserve access to affordable,
high-quality and safe care. That is why we have worked
with Barwon Health and announced that the Geelong
Private Hospital building will become a women’s and
children’s public hospital for the Geelong region. The
Geelong community are delighted with this
announcement.

National Reconciliation Week
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Hayden Pearson

Victorian Young Achiever Awards

Mr McCURDY — Congratulations also to
Wangaratta 15-year-old Hayden Pearson, who became
the youngest central field umpire in Ovens & Murray
Football League history on Saturday. Hayden
officiated in the seniors Albury versus Wangaratta
Rovers game. The year 10 student from Galen Catholic
College began umpiring just 18 months ago, so his rise
to this level of football umpiring is certainly
impressive. AFL North East Border umpires field
coach, Shane Downie, praised Hayden after the match,
saying he showed a lot of maturity and handled himself
well at senior level. Quality umpiring is an integral part
of strong local leagues.

Ms THOMAS — Well done Josh Murray, founder
of Josh’s Rainbow Eggs and a student at Gisborne
Secondary College, on receiving a people’s choice
award at the Victorian Young Achiever Awards. Josh
started his free-range egg business at age nine with a
promise to produce the world’s tastiest eggs ethically
produced by the happiest hens. Currently 4000 dozen of
Josh’s eggs are stocked every week in supermarkets
across the state, including, and importantly for me, at
Kyneton Woolworths.

Cobram Harness Racing Club
Mr McCURDY — Cobram Harness Racing Club
held a successful charity race meeting on the weekend,
raising awareness and support for breast cancer nurses
placed in country areas throughout Australia. Tracy
Bevan, the McGrath Foundation ambassador and
director, was the club’s special guest. The day focused
on the ladies, starting with a candle-lighting ceremony
led by my wife, Glenys, and Mack Mustica. There were
lots of lucky draws for the ladies, along with great
prizes for Lady of the Day and Best Hat. It was a
terrific day. The Cobram Secondary College jazz band
was a highlight as always.

Country Fire Authority Edi station
Mr McCURDY — Congratulations to the Edi
community on the opening of their new fire station
recently and in particular to one local family, the
Cooks. They have a long and proud association with the
Edi Country Fire Authority (CFA) brigade. Rob Cook
was captain of the brigade for 22 years, and it was great
to have his son, Gary, who is now CFA deputy chief,
on hand at the station opening. Gary joined the CFA as
a young lad and has obviously gone on to great things
through his commitment to the CFA.

Macedon electorate student achievements
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) (09:54) —
Congratulations to Victorian certificate of education
(VCE) study award recipients Thomas Bennett from
Kyneton Secondary College for physics, Lahra
Gallagher from Sacred Heart College Kyneton for texts
and traditions, and Tess Williamson from Braemar
College for environmental science. Receiving a VCE
study award is a significant achievement and reflects
your commitment to excellence in the pursuit of
knowledge.

Janet Hawkins
Ms THOMAS — Thank you, Janet Hawkins,
OAM, for hosting me at Glen Osmond Farm. Your
special and very generous gift to Very Special Kids
provides purpose-built holiday cottages in the heart of
the Macedon Ranges. The cottages, the barn and now
your relationship with Edgar’s Mission mean a
beautiful and unique experience for families supporting
their special kids.

Olga Bartasek
Ms THOMAS — Noting the member for
Williamstown’s tribute to Victorian Ambulance
Employees Association secretary, Steve McGhie, I
would like to congratulate one of my constituents,
Riddells Creek paramedic Olga Bartasek, on her
election to the position of deputy secretary of that great
union where she will serve — I am sure with
distinction — with the new secretary, Danny Hill.

Waverley District Netball Association
Mr WATT (Burwood) (09:55) — Only the Liberals
will support local sports clubs instead of spending
$225 million on Etihad Stadium like the Andrews
Labor government. The netball facility managed by the
Waverley District Netball Association is the largest
sporting facility in the Burwood electorate, with over
3000 girls playing on the weekends. On 26 May I
joined the Deputy Leader of the Opposition to
announce that, if elected, a Liberal government will
contribute $477 000 towards new facilities, with new
shelters, drinking fountains, drainage, a disabled car
park and concrete works to connect to the courts.

St Mary Magdalen’s Parish School
Mr WATT — On 27 May I joined the grade 5/6
students at St Mary Magdalen’s Parish School in
Chadstone for their civics lesson. The students were
well-informed about the politics of the day. It was a
pleasure to engage in conversation and to answer many
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insightful questions. Clearly the future is bright if this
lesson is anything to go by.
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this year. This is an extremely popular policy in my
electorate and of course has been delivered by the
Andrews Labor government.

St Benedict’s Primary School
TAFE funding

Mr WATT — On 10 May I joined the grade 5/6
students at St Benedict’s Primary School in Burwood
for a discussion about politics. They had previously
heard from the federal member for Chisholm, so
expectations were high. It was good to see that the
students understood much of our system of
government and were highly engaged in the topic, with
many varied questions.

Mr J. BULL — It has also been wonderful to talk to
hundreds of residents in my electorate who have
contacted me to acknowledge the importance of our
free TAFE announcement as part of the May state
budget. A number of residents have asked about the list
of courses that will be made free and are seeking more
information.

That Girl Boroondara

West Gippsland Hospital

Mr WATT — On Sunday, 3 June, I attended the
launch of the Boroondara chapter of the That Girl song
project. That Girl Boroondara is a video dance project
about respecting and empowering girls organised by
Community Music Victoria —

Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) (09:58) — The
Liberal-Nationals have committed to build a new
hospital on the greenfield site between Warragul and
Drouin if elected to government later this year. On
Friday, 18 May, the Leader of the Opposition visited
the greenfield site and reconfirmed his pledge to fund
the commencement of construction of the new hospital
in the coalition’s first budget if elected to government
in November. The Andrews government needs to do
the right thing by our community and also commit to
the construction of a new West Gippsland Hospital
beginning next year.

The SPEAKER — The member for Sunbury.

Tullamarine Tennis Club
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) (09:57) — It was terrific to
attend the Tullamarine Tennis Club committee meeting
on Monday night and hear from the club president,
Colin Akers, and other committee members on how the
club is tracking and their future plans. This is a great
club. They are working hard to include all club
members and the wider community in local tennis, and
I thank them for the opportunity.

Parliamentary Friends of Rugby League
Mr J. BULL — Continuing with that sporting
theme, it was fantastic to have the opportunity to have a
run around on the MCG last week in the traditional
parliamentary friends of rugby touch football match. It
was an early start. Bodies started cold but the heat was
soon turned up with some reliving of the glory days —
not looking at anyone, the member for Bass and the
member for Burwood over there. I would like to thank
the National Rugby League, Melbourne Storm and the
MCG for having us along, and, Speaker, I do hope that
your hamstring is recovering.

Motor vehicle registration fees
Mr J. BULL — This government is committed to
making things fair, and last year we announced our
short-term registration policy. Short-term regos are
booming, and why wouldn’t they be? More than
500 000 Victorians have opted to pay their rego in
instalments since being given the option from 1 January

Trafalgar Victory
Mr BLACKWOOD — The Trafalgar Victory
soccer club are in desperate need of new changing
rooms for male and female players and referees. The
club relocated to the new playing fields about six years
ago and since then have been using makeshift,
temporary toilets and changing room facilities. This has
been a totally unacceptable situation, and the Gippsland
league could outlaw the use of the club’s facilities until
the situation is rectified. Trafalgar Victory currently
have an application before the Latrobe Valley Authority
for financial support. I call on the Andrews government
to ensure the application is successful.

Timber industry
Mr BLACKWOOD — The lack of action by the
Andrews government on addressing the management of
threatened species in state forests has caused massive
uncertainty for the native forest timber industry. Even
the Heyfield sawmill, now owned by the Andrews
government, has a very uncertain future because of the
refusal of the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change to acknowledge current data on
Leadbeater’s possum numbers and revert to a landscape
management regime for threatened species, which is
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strongly supported by current science. It would be an
absolute disgrace if the Andrews government continued
to reduce access to resource and refused to renew
supply contracts to sawmills other than the Daniel
Andrews Heyfield sawmill.

gathering hoisted a Sikh flag, an Australian flag and an
Aboriginal flag, marking it as a day of not just a new
place of worship but also of the beginning of new
friendships and collaborations and of trust, faith, respect
and togetherness.

St Helena Secondary College

Sikh community spokesperson Harpreet Singh
expressed the community’s relief in finally being able
to secure a place of worship after coming up against
multiple hurdles since purchasing the 20-acre property.
He said:

Ms WARD (Eltham) (10:00) — Congratulations to
St Helena Secondary College for their amazing
production of Ben Elton’s We Will Rock You,
transformed by this amazing school as part of the
Schools Will Rock You initiative. And rock us they
did! There were terrific performances and singing as
well as music by these talented students and dedicated
staff. There was exceptional direction by Chris Hewitt.
Freddie Mercury’s voice can always be a challenge to
me, and the exceptional performances by students
Benoit Vari, Tatum Sterling, Brooke Naismith,
Nathaniel Roussety, Tommy Murphy, Renee Picciani
and teacher Bernadette Dagata absolutely met this
challenge. It was a fantastic performance, and I am
terribly proud of these students.
We had great dancing from Brooke Farrar, Emma
Banthorpe, Gia McClure, Isabel Gallagher, Charlotte
Sier, Jordyne Versteege-Brown, Keera Franceschini,
McKinley Tindal, Jasmine Lockwood, Connor
Sweeney and Alexander Knights. We had a great
ensemble with Breannah Arnel, Alyssa Bannan, Eden
Beveridge-Wood, Aggi Boyd, Clare Erickson,
Charlotte Fraser, Samantha Gordon and Keeley James,
among others.
It was an amazing performance, and the whole crowd
was just transfixed and transformed by this fantastic
ensemble of music. It is an exceptional school at
St Helena. They do an amazing job. Year after year
there are fantastic performances that never disappoint.
We also had Molly Minahan, Jenna Mole, Jess Moore,
Clare Murphy, Riley Pascoe, Areeya Phrompradit,
Melissa Pritsis, Jacinta Renda, Zoe Ryan, Jorja Ryan,
James Scott, Keisha Shearer, Lachlan Shing, Sullivan
Steele, Ella Stewart, Jack Stewart, Remi Stickland,
Shaye Wilberforce, Max Williams and
Abigail Willoughby.

Sikh temple, Officer
Mr PAYNTER (Bass) (10:01) — Sunday was a
momentous day for the Pakenham Sikh community,
with the official opening of the Officer temple and the
symbolic flag raising taking place. It was a special day
for the Cardinia Sikh community, who have struggled
to find a permanent place of worship in the region. The

Everyone, no matter which country, religion or caste he or she
belongs to, is welcomed to the gurdwara and be a part of our
celebrations and service …

On the day, my speech included the following:
Today is a very special one for not only the local Sikh
community but everyone in our community …
This is about building bridges and celebrating everything that
makes us different and yet so much alike.
The Sikh community have immersed themselves in our lives
and today we join them in celebrating the opening of their
new place of worship.

Congratulations to Harpreet and the Sikh community.

Centre of Excellence in Earthmoving
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) (10:02) — More
than 300 jobs would be delivered in Melbourne’s north
according to a proposal to establish a major social
enterprise targeting the long-term unemployed that
would help deliver Victoria’s pipeline of major
infrastructure projects. The opportunity is to establish
Australia’s biggest civil construction training centre
based on 200 hectares of land at a disused quarry near
Melbourne Airport.
Australia Wide Earthmovers has won the expression of
interest process to create the Centre of Excellence in
Earthmoving, and it wants to establish the social
enterprise to assist major companies by training
blue-collar workers for the $11 billion Melbourne
Metro project and the western distributor project. Dirt
from the Tullamarine Freeway widening project has
already been stockpiled and is being used to build an
access track into the site. Its vision is to establish
Australia’s biggest civil construction social enterprise,
with the aim of handing back the land to Parks Victoria
at the end of the lease as public open space.
Agreement has been secured with Melbourne Airport to
access the site, according to the director of the Centre of
Excellence in Earthmoving, Jim Birch, who met with
me this week in Parliament to outline his plan. He has
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presented letters of support from the Civil Contractors
Federation, representing about 400 contractors and
120 associate members; the West Gate tunnel project
director; the Brotherhood of St Lawrence employment
and engagement manager; the commissioner for
Aboriginal children and young people; and other
not-for-profit organisations.

Victorian Manufacturing Hall of Fame awards
Mr CARROLL (Minister for Industry and
Employment) (10:04) — It was my honour last
Monday, 28 May, to present three outstanding women
with awards as part of the Victorian Manufacturing
Hall of Fame awards. In particular I was very pleased to
present the inaugural Woman Manufacturer of the Year
award to Vanessa Kearney from Viva Energy and Jill
Walsh from Actco-Pickering metals, who were at the
awards night. The young manufacturer of the year
award was taken out by another female trailblazer,
Vanessa Katsanevakis, who won the award for her
leadership at Sussex Taps. Vanessa guided the
business through a major rebrand and a period of
exponential growth.
The hall of fame gala dinner, held at Crown Palladium,
was attended by over 500 industry stakeholders and
recognised outstanding manufacturing businesses and
individuals. The Manufacturer of the Year (Large
Business) was awarded to Bosch Australia, while
Siemens took out the Leader in Industry 4.0 award.
PACCAR Australia was awarded the 2018 Leader in
Workforce Skills Development.
A number of other companies were also recognised
with awards for excellence in some of Victoria’s key
growth sectors, including Creature Technology —
medium business; Osteon Medical — small business;
Entegra Signature Structures — construction
technologies; Albins Performance Transmissions —
defence technologies; Chobani — food and fibre; Leica
Biosystems — medical technologies and
pharmaceuticals; Keppel Prince — new energy
technologies; Bombardier Transportation Australia —
transport technologies; and Boeing — company hall of
fame inductee.
Victoria’s manufacturing industry contributes over
$27 billion to the Victorian economy, with more than
13 000 businesses employing more than
286 000 people. Our government has committed over
$120 million in manufacturing support, creating over
6000 jobs and driving more than $1.6 billion in private
investment. Our manufacturing industries are powering
ahead, and it is people like Vanessa Kearney, Jill Walsh
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and Vanessa Katsanevakis who are helping to lead the
way. Well done to all involved.

Parker Moloney
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (10:06) — On the
weekend I was delighted to meet the sole surviving
daughter of Parker Moloney in Puckle Street, Moonee
Ponds. Parker Moloney, for those who are not aware,
was a member for the federal electorate of Indi and
became the inaugural member for Hume, and he served
with distinction in the federal Parliament until his
defeat in the Scullin administration in 1931.
Unfortunately for Parker Moloney, he fell on hard
times. He ended up going into business with ‘Red’ Ted
Theodore and held shares in a number of Fijian
goldmines. He was known for his scrupulousness — he
did not sell those shares via insider trading. He lived in
a level of poverty — these were the days before the
pension. But his family’s lobbying was able to persuade
Sir Robert Menzies to provide him with a
commonwealth parliamentary pension, and he lived out
his retirement in splendour.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
financial and performance outcomes 2016–17
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (10:06) — I am
absolutely delighted to speak today on the Report on the
2016–17 Financial and Performance Outcomes from
the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee. I have
been incredibly fortunate in the brief time that I have
been a member of this place to serve on the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee. To any incoming
member of the 59th Parliament, I would suggest to them
that if they can serve on this committee, they should do
so. It has been a rich and rewarding experience. You
learn so much and you have such a great view of the
way government functions and the role that the
government and the public play in the broader economy.
You get to see everything. If you are of a certain mind,
willingness and disposition and you have an interest in
applying yourself, you are going to learn an awful lot as
a consequence of serving on this committee.
This report, which was published in May of this year,
relates to the 2016–17 financial year. One of the
innovations or reforms that were introduced during the
course of this parliamentary term was to have outcomes
hearings in February where every department comes
before the committee and is questioned about their
performance during the previous financial year. That
contrasts with and is distinctive to the estimates
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process, which is focused on prospective government
expenditure as well as expenditure for the current
financial year.
A report like this helps you to get a bit of a sense so you
can understand where money is being spent, how
money is being allocated and what projects a
government is particularly focused on, and then look at
how that intersects with the overarching economic
narrative of the government. It does not matter whether
it is a Labor government in power or a conservative
government in power, you can get a sense of where the
revenue is at and where the expenditure is at. You can
develop an understanding of the three different
budgetary sectors, being the general government sector,
the public financial corporation sector and the public
non-financial corporation sector, and develop an
understanding of the level of indebtedness and
borrowing. It is a really good experience, and I think
this report provides you with a really good sense as to
where the government is going.
I refer to the findings and recommendations. Finding 3
refers to the fact that in the general government
sector — that is, government as we would traditionally
understand it in terms of the inner departments and
agencies — there is a projected surplus of $2.7 billion.
I think it demonstrates the fact that the economy is
tracking very well and that in relation to the way in
which the government is both taxing and spending
public moneys we are doing so in a
conservative manner.
The other point I would make is that despite the
combative nature of estimates hearings and the need for
a bit of robust engagement and discussions with
witnesses and amongst committee members, in my
brief experience the major parties are basically on a
unity ticket. We both want an efficient public
administration. We both want strong financial
management. We both want budget surpluses.
Invariably we will argue over where money should be
expended and we will have an argument about the size
of a surplus, we will have an argument about the size of
debt and we will have an argument from time to time
about the raw nominal figures versus the percentage of
gross state product, but broadly speaking we are on a
unity ticket. And when you are working with people
who have got like-minded views on the importance of
efficient and effective public administration, a
committee structure like this can actually bring out
some really good ideas. It is certainly my experience
that by talking less and listening more to the views of
your colleagues — and I say this despite the fact that I
am frequently on my feet in this place — you can learn
a lot. You can actually learn a great deal.
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Again, looking at the way in which the economy is
structured and the government is functioning, in terms
of 2016–17 there was a decrease in terms of net debt as
a consequence of the proceeds of the long-term lease of
the port of Melbourne. Debt is trending up, but it is
important to note that as a proportion of gross state
product it will be less than 6 per cent. I compare and
contrast this with the Hamer-Thompson governments,
when it was at 18 per cent.

Electoral Matters Committee: conduct of 2014
Victorian state election
Ms ASHER (Brighton) (10:12) — I wish to make
some comments about the report on the inquiry into the
conduct of the 2014 Victorian state election tabled by
the Electoral Matters Committee way back in May
2016. The committee put forward 23 recommendations,
and 10 of these were recommendations for the
government. The government has already made a
response that was positive to that, and indeed we had a
bill in this place, the Electoral Legislation Amendment
Bill 2018, which was debated in the last sitting week. I
spoke on the bill, but in relation to this report there are
many more comments that I wish to make on the report
and the government’s response to the report.
I note that in my chair’s foreword, dated 18 April 2016,
I did express the desire of the committee that we hoped
our recommendations would be:
… acceptable to the government in setting the parameters for
the 2018 Victorian state election.

The government has acted, to a greater or lesser degree,
on all of the recommendations. As I made the
observation when I spoke on the bill which constituted
the government’s response, that is not such a bad thing
for a committee chaired by a non-government member
and a committee where the government did not have
a majority.
I also want to discuss the government’s response in
relation to early voting. This is consistent with the
Electoral Matters Committee view, but we actually did
not make a recommendation about this. Clause 22 of the
Electoral Legislation Amendment Bill repeals section 98
of the Electoral Act 2002. That is the section of the
Electoral Act which requires people to actually state that
they have a real reason to vote early at a pre-poll. I had
occasion to vote early recently — at a federal election, I
add; obviously I would always be present for a state
election — and the poll clerk said to me, ‘Well,
Ms Asher, you more than anyone had better have a valid
reason why you are voting early’. I did — I legitimately
was not going to be here and wanted to support my
federal member prior to going away. The fact that
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section 98 exists — I hope the bill will go through, in
relation to this section anyway — has made liars out of a
lot of the people who have chosen to vote at pre-polls,
and that is not desirable, so I am pleased to see that this
has been addressed.
I refer to page 35 of the report, which expresses the
Electoral Matters Committee view on this:
While the committee appreciates the concerns of some
inquiry participants about the current two-week early voting
period at Victorian state elections, the committee does not
support limiting early voting opportunities at Victorian state
elections. With 1.2 million Victorians voting early at the
2014 Victorian state election, the committee is also concerned
that a shorter early voting timeframe may lead to longer
queues at early voting centres. In other words, it makes little
sense to try and fit an increasing number of electors into a
smaller voting window.

I also refer the house to a table I have referred to
previously, which is on page 29 of the Electoral Matters
Committee report. It highlights the early voting rates in
every electorate. It highlights the top 10 electorates, and
there are some electorates where early voting is
incredibly popular. I instance South-West Coast with
49.32 per cent as a trend. There is Ovens Valley with
46.8 per cent. Again, I would urge members to look at
that table. Brighton, with 31.82 per cent, is at the lower
end of the scale. So I am pleased the government is
regularising this because the public likes early voting.
The report also addresses early voting in by-elections,
where clearly the early voting period in by-elections
goes on for too long. The committee reported concern
about this and thought that the by-election early voting
period should be aligned with the general early voting
period, and the government has seen fit to do this. I note
also that the previous Electoral Matters Committee said
that ‘early voting is here to stay’. And yes, it is here to
stay. The public likes it, and I am actually pleased that
people now will be able to choose to vote early as a
matter of choice at the 2018 election if the Electoral
Legislation Amendment Bill goes through the
Parliament.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2017–18
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) (10:17) — I
rise this morning to speak on the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee (PAEC) Report on the 2017–18
Budget Estimates. I refer to the transcripts that
accompany the report. I would just like to make some
comments at the outset about the phenomenal success
of the National Gallery of Victoria’s Triennial
exhibition. It was the most attended exhibition in the
gallery’s 157-year history. I really would like to put on
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the record my congratulations and a very big thank you
to all the staff and executive team who worked on this
landmark event. It really was amazing, and it is a very
strong signal that Victoria is the Creative State and
indeed a world leader in the arts. We have a $23 billion
creative economy, which does bring me back to the
report and the transcripts too.
They are on the back of this year’s budget investment of
$79.2 million over four years, which is double the
previous government’s contribution. If you look back
through the budget papers, you will see over the last
four years new creative industry initiatives have totalled
more than $545 million. So it is a really significant boost
to the creative industries. This is in really stark
comparison to when the Liberals were in government. If
you look back through the budget papers, you see they
put in less than half the investment the Labor
government has put in. The Andrews Labor government
does not just pay lip-service to our creative industries.
We value them, we invest in them and we understand
they play a huge role in the vibrancy, the prosperity, the
social cohesion and the livability of Victoria.
When you go back and look at the transcripts, you
cannot help but be amazed by some of the questions
that were asked by those opposite in the PAEC hearing
in this portfolio area. They were all about crime. I
know that we are all concerned about community
safety, but when you have got the opportunity to
question the Minister for Creative Industries, you
might like to have a look at some of the great things
that are happening in this portfolio area rather than get
high on crime questions again. When you look at the
budget papers and the recent announcements by the
government, you see how significant the creative
industries are to this state.
I think it was best said by the minister himself at the
estimates hearing:
We really need now to talk about how an international city
like Melbourne positions itself in this part of the globe and
indeed in the wider globe. I think that is where our real
successes are playing out.

So it was with great glee that the government
announced the new arts centre project last Sunday at
Southbank. It really is a once-in-a-generation
transformation of the arts precinct. The project will
upgrade theatres and public spaces at the Arts Centre
Melbourne and transform 1 City Road into a new
creative hub in the heart of the city that will be home to
the Australian Performing Arts Gallery, which has been
a pursuit of mine in trying to make sure that our
amazing performing arts sector has a home to display
what is some incredible material down in the vaults at
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the National Gallery of Victoria, including Kylie’s
hotpants, an expanded Australian Music Vault and
administrative, education and research facilities.
One of the things that I am really dedicated to is
making sure that more children get to visit the gallery
and the arts precinct, and this investment will be an
enabler for that. If you do not believe me, just go and
have a look at the Herald Sun editorial. I feel like
asking for this to be tabled, because it is not often that
you get a Herald Sun editorial raving about an Andrews
Labor government initiative, but certainly in this case it
does. They go on and say:
The state government commitment is a timely reminder of the
vital place of the arts in Melbourne. It’s just another reason
that the city will remain not just the best capital in Australia,
but also the most livable city in the world.

So investing in the arts, making sure that we have got a
strong budget commitment backing the creative
industries and the creative people in this state is a
huge —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — The honourable
member’s time has expired.

Environment, Natural Resources and Regional
Development Committee: sustainability and
operational challenges of Victoria’s rural and
regional councils
Ms RYAN (Euroa) (10:22) — This morning I rise to
speak on the report on the inquiry into the sustainability
and operational challenges of Victoria’s rural and
regional councils, which was tabled by the
Environment, Natural Resources and Regional
Development Committee in this place in March.
Specifically I would like to refer to page 17 of that
report, where the committee discuss the fact that there
are many, many positive aspects to living in regional
Victoria but that among the issues raised with them in
their hearings were a lack of employment opportunities
as a key barrier preventing people from leaving the city
to settle in country Victoria as well as the need for
regular public transport connections to Melbourne.
They noted that as a particularly valuable strategy, and
recommendation 10 actually encourages the state
government to do more to invest in infrastructure,
particularly public transport, to encourage
decentralisation.
As members of this house would know, I have
frequently raised the issues that we have in my own
electorate around the north-east line and the lack of
investment that we have seen in rolling stock. It has
now been two years — more than two years — since
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the Premier stood in Wangaratta and told us that he
would invest in new rolling stock for that train line.
The government has had four budgets and we have not
seen a cent invested towards improving the quality of
the trains that we have on the line, which are very old
and very outdated. We have made a commitment that
if we are elected in November, we will completely
replace the long-haul rolling stock on both the
Seymour and Shepparton lines because we understand
that we need a reliable train service if we are indeed to
encourage people to live in rural communities — and
people who live in my electorate deserve reliable
public transport services.
I have got a few stories that I would like to share with
the house from people in my electorate who have
experienced the ongoing frustration of both the
north-east and Shepparton lines and indeed the
Seymour line. The first is from Kathy Burden from
Chesney Vale. Kathy and I have spoken on a number of
occasions about the train line. She wrote to me
regarding Thursday, 15 March, which she described as
a ‘shocking day’ for anyone travelling on the Albury
line. She said:
I was scheduled to catch the 6.02 p.m. train home. However,
due to ‘two defective carriages’ the service was cancelled and
replaced by road coaches. Although the coaches were waiting
in the bays by the time we all walked around, it was approx
9.00 p.m. when we arrived in Benalla. This means the trip
(already long) was further extended by an additional
half-hour.

Beth Hatch from Euroa said:
Thank you for continuing your ongoing ‘battle’ re the
regional rail line Albury-Wodonga to Melbourne (prehistoric
rail ‘service’???).
Rural residents are being treated as second-class citizens in
this supposed modern age.

She had two examples of the lack of service. On
19 December 2017 she made a first-class booking
approximately five weeks in advance and she was to
travel with a friend coming from Benalla. She said the
train arrived in Melbourne almost on time. Her
departure from Southern Cross was due at 6.00 p.m.
She said she was about to enter platform 2A only to be
told the trip would now be on a bus, and she was given
details of where to access the bus. She had purchased
food and drink to take on the train. On the bus she was
told that no food or drink was allowed and that her
friend would be on another bus as he was going to
Benalla. She said there was no time to distribute her
food and drink so it had to be wasted, and there was no
mention of a refund. The journey continued. She said:
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The driver had to exit to Seymour to do a drop-off. He
continued on, only to take the exit back to Melbourne.
Fortunately another passenger queried this exit and the driver
responded, ‘I haven’t done that before’.

She said there was no apology. When they arrived at
Avenel the driver had to stop for 20 minutes as he had
been driving for 2 hours, and they arrived at Euroa over
an hour late. She had a similar experience on
16 January.
Warwick Carter from Creightons Creek regularly
catches the train, and he too has experienced a whole
series of ongoing frustrations. He wrote to me and said:
This morning the train was delayed 12 minutes at Broadford
because of a slow/delayed train ahead of us. That in itself is
not bad but when you add it to the other problems on this line
over the last 10 days it becomes extremely annoying.

Ian Riley from Tallarook has previously sent me
messages about his frustrations as well.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2016–17
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) (10:27) — I refer
to the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
inquiry into the budget estimates 2016–17 and
particularly to the contribution by the Minister for
Industry and Employment, who referred to how
working in a collaborative fashion presents an
opportunity to drive strategic results. I want to continue
my contribution on strategic results and how we can
actually achieve them not just in relationships with the
Victorian government but how we deal with the
Australian government as well, because this is the
critical collaboration.
We might be finally making progress. I was at
Federation Square in the lead-up to the Long Walk and
Dreamtime at the G when I heard the Prime Minister
state, and I quote:
The Premier and I are starting to agree on more things all
the time.

So I am hoping that this is a sign that we can get further
collaboration with the Australian government, because
my call has always been that we need unity tickets on
issues of national significance. The fact is that
Australians are crying out for leadership to defeat
procrastination and political partisanship. A unity ticket
and a plan to finally build the multibillion-dollar rail
link to Melbourne Airport and the missing link in our
road network, the M80, must not be missed.
Collaboration is critical.
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I have long called for a coordinated strategy so the
Australian government would become a committed
partner in Victoria instead of a bystander. I published
Creating Opportunity: Postcodes of Hope to highlight a
strategic approach. Within this was the proposal for a
city deal to secure joint long-term investments,
underwriting prosperity, fast-tracking results and
delivering jobs and growth in blue-collar communities
where they are needed most.
A rail link to Melbourne Airport has been proposed for
half a century. Building the vital north-east link would
deliver Victoria’s biggest transport project. Anchoring
such megaprojects through a city deal is one
mechanism. There are others, but this is a mechanism
that I think would deliver the funding certainty that
business craves and the collaboration to overcome the
perennial deal-breakers: the silo mentality, turf wars,
institutional ego, bureaucratic inertia and the political
cycle. That is all we are up against to try and get
something done.
I keep advocating on this because I think the need is
vital and urgent. Victoria has Australia’s
fastest-growing economy and population. The Andrews
Labor government is driving a AAA-rated economy,
record investment and surpluses. The Treasurer has
long lamented the Australian government’s dudding of
Victorians on infrastructure funding, while the Andrews
government is investing to reimagine the city hailed the
most livable and spreading jobs and opportunities
across the state. Coalition governments have relegated
Melbourne’s north to the status of managed decline,
which proved disastrous for England’s north under the
Thatcher government.
The north-east link business case predicts an annual
economic boost of $427 million, the creation of more
than 10 000 jobs and slashed travel times. That
increases productivity and gets families home safely, so
it is of major social and economic benefit. Melbourne’s
north is four times the population of Geelong, which
has secured a city deal commitment, yet one in
20 Australians is predicted to live in Melbourne’s north
within two decades, matching Adelaide’s current
population. Opportunities are significant, challenges are
daunting and threats are dangerous if wilful blindness,
political bias and the lack of a coordinated plan prevail.
Proximity to the heart of the city, affordable land and
population growth provide the assets to create a
21st-century vision for Melbourne’s north, which
boasts Australia’s largest concentration of advanced
manufacturing and a gross regional product of
$37 billion. So that is how valuable this region is, not
just to the city, but to the state and to the nation.
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My proposal for a city deal for Melbourne’s north has
already won crucial support. It was a runaway winner,
securing 72 per cent of the vote in the highest category
from more than 160 community leaders at last year’s
northern metropolitan regional assembly featuring the
Premier, five cabinet ministers, mayors and chief
executives of the seven local councils.
Just to further highlight population growth, I refer to the
Effectively Planning for Population Growth report from
Victorian Auditor-General’s Office tabled in August
2017. The gobsmacking statistic is that 86 per cent of
the predicted increase of children from birth to nine
years of age is in the growth areas, that is, by 2031.
That compares to 25 per cent in the remainder of
metropolitan Melbourne. So we are going through
exponential growth in these communities, and it is
presenting unprecedented challenges for infrastructure
and service delivery.

Accountability and Oversight Committee:
oversight agencies 2016–17
Mr WATT (Burwood) (10:32) — I rise to speak on
the report into Report on Victorian Oversight Agencies
2016–17, tabled in February this year. It is a report by
the Accountability and Oversight Committee. I note
that the member for Williamstown is in the chamber,
and I note that the member for Williamstown is actually
a member of that committee. I also note that he joined
the committee in February around the same time or just
as this report was tabled, so he may not necessarily be
able to take responsibility for everything in the report.
I want to specifically go to section 3.3.4, on page 33,
which is an investigation referred from Parliament. The
section states:
In December 2016, the Court of Appeal upheld a Supreme
Court judgement that the Ombudsman has jurisdiction to
investigate a referral by the Legislative Council of allegations
that Australian Labor Party members of the Victorian
Parliament misused members staff budget entitlements.
The Victorian government sought leave to appeal the decision
in the High Court of Australia, however, this was refused.
Accordingly, the Ombudsman confirmed that she would
continue her investigation …

I note that not only the rort, the misuse of the funds, but
also the cover-up actually amounts to over $1 million
with the cover-up and the amount of money that was
misused. I make that comment because I refer to the
actual report by the Ombudsman, noting that in
section 3.3.4 of that particular report she actually said:
Participating members were uniformly unaware of the Field
Organisers’ typical daily schedule. During 2014, most
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participating members had limited contact with the persons
they had nominated as their electorate officers and neither
those members nor their staff directed their day-to-day work
activities.

Now to go further through this, those members that we
are actually talking about that are in this report are the
then member for Yuroke; Candy Broad, a member for
Northern Victoria Region; the current member for
Ivanhoe; the member for Mill Park; the then member
for Macedon; Nazih Elasmar, a member for Northern
Metropolitan Region in the other place; the member
for Lara; the former member for Ripon; Gavin
Jennings, a member for South Eastern Metropolitan
Region in the other place; Mr Leane, a member for
Eastern Metropolitan Region in the other place;
Mr Lenders, a former member for Southern
Metropolitan Region; Ms Lewis, a former member for
Northern Victoria Region in the other place;
Mr Melhem, Western Metropolitan Region;
Ms Mikakos, Northern Metropolitan Region; the
member for Lyndhurst, who I acknowledge is in the
chamber; the former member for Dandenong; a former
member for Eastern Victoria Region, Mr Scheffer;
Mr Somyurek, South Eastern Metropolitan Region; a
former member for South Eastern Metropolitan
Region, Mr Tarlamis; a former member for Eastern
Metropolitan Region, Mr Tee; the member for
Footscray is also mentioned here; Ms Tierney, a
member for Western Victoria Region; and Mr Viney, a
former member for Eastern Victoria Region.
All these members are in this particular report. As I say,
none of them appeared to be aware of what their
electorate office staff were actually doing. I know that I
generally understand what my staff are doing and I
understand what their daily schedule is. I take
responsibility for their activities and direct them in their
activities. I do note annexure 4 in this particular report,
which gives the ‘Victorian Field Program Field
Organiser Roles & Responsibilities’. I had a bit of a
look through this, and I do not understand how any
member of Parliament could look at this and think that
these roles and responsibilities fitted with the Members
Guide and the roles and responsibilities set out for
members of staff.
If I look at some of the things such as:
Topline Responsibilities — if you were trapped in an elevator
with someone you don’t know who asks you what you do as a
field officer, this is what you should tell them:
build 1 volunteer team in Labor’s Community Action
Network in your local campaign;
hold 5 introductory 1:1s per week with volunteer
prospects;
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recruit five new volunteers every week to complete one
voter contact shift;
train volunteers how to perform various methods of
voter contact;
train volunteers how to recruit other volunteers;
train volunteers how to train other volunteers:
ensure that all data produced by your local campaign is
tracked in campaign central —

The DEPUTY SPEAKER — The time for making
statements is now over.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(FAMILY VIOLENCE PROTECTION AND
OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2018
Statement of compatibility
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amend the Family Violence Protection Act, to provide
dowry-related abuse and forced marriage as statutory
examples of family violence; and
amend the Criminal Procedure Act to allow for the use
of pre-recorded evidence-in-chief in proceedings for
family violence offences.

The Bill will also make other amendments that were not
recommended by the Royal Commission, but are consistent
with, and complement, its recommendations. These
amendments will improve the justice system’s response to
family violence by:
establishing an administrative mechanism to empower
the Children’s Court to make counselling orders to
require adult respondents to attend Men’s Behaviour
Change Programs;
removing the requirement that an adult respondent
reside in a specified postcode area for a court to make a
counselling order; and
abolishing appeals against interim intervention orders.

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 Justice
Legislation Amendment (Family Violence Protection and
Other Matters) Bill 2018.
In my opinion, the Justice Legislation Amendment (Family
Violence Protection and Other Matters) Bill 2018, 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.

The Bill will also strengthen the current therapeutic treatment
order regime in the Children, Youth and Families Act, and
modernise and improve court and tribunal processes by
allowing for the issue and transmission of court and tribunal
documents by electronic communication.
Human rights issues
The Bill makes significant improvements to the family
violence legislative framework and to the criminal justice
response to family violence, to maximise the safety of people
who are affected by family violence, including children.
The relevant provisions in the Bill which engage Charter
rights are set out in detail below.

Overview of the Bill

Extension of the therapeutic treatment order regime

The Justice Legislation Amendment (Family Violence
Protection and Other Matters) Bill 2018 (the Bill) amends the
Family Violence Protection Act 2008 and various other Acts,
including the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005, the
Criminal Procedure Act 2009, and the Magistrates’ Court Act
1989, to implement a number of recommendations of the
Royal Commission into Family Violence (Royal
Commission).

Part 2 of the Bill amends the Children, Youth and Families
Act to implement the Royal Commission’s recommendation
to extend the therapeutic treatment order regime to children
aged 15 to 17 years.

The Bill is the second stage of justice-related legislative
reform, and will support the implementation of six
recommendations of the Royal Commission. The
amendments will:
provide for the expansion of the therapeutic treatment
order regime to 15 to 17 year olds;
establish the Specialist Family Violence Court Division
in the Magistrates’ Court;
enable family violence intervention order (FVIO)
applications to be filed online to support the roll-out of
online applications across Victoria;
empower the courts to make interim FVIOs, on their
own motion, during criminal proceedings;

Currently, the Family Division of the Children’s Court can
only make a therapeutic treatment order in relation to a child
who is of, or over, the age of 10, but under the age of 15, who
has exhibited sexually abusive behaviours. A therapeutic
treatment order compels a child to attend a therapeutic
treatment program, and can be made following a child being
charged with an offence, or where a child has been the subject
of a report to the Secretary of the Department of Health and
Human Services (Secretary).
The Royal Commission recommended the extension of the
therapeutic treatment order regime to children aged 15 to
17 years, to respond to the gap in early intervention services
for young people with problem sexual behaviours. In making
this recommendation, the Royal Commission emphasised the
importance of therapeutic intervention to prevent future
family and sexual violence.
The therapeutic treatment order regime includes both the
making of therapeutic treatment orders and therapeutic
treatment (placement) orders by the Children’s Court, and a
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child’s voluntary participation in a therapeutic treatment
program. Clause 3(b) of the Bill provides that the therapeutic
treatment regime is available to children who are of, or above
the age of 10, but under the age of 18.
Clauses 9(1) and 10(1) of the Bill clarify that a therapeutic
treatment order can continue to apply to a young person who
is over the age of 18 years, provided that an order is made
prior to their turning 18. Clauses 9(2) and 10(2) provide that a
therapeutic treatment (placement) order expires upon a child
turning 18.
The extension of the therapeutic treatment order regime to
older children promotes a number of Charter rights.
Section 17(2) of the Charter provides that every child has the
right, without discrimination, to such protection as is in their
best interests and is needed by them by reason of being a
child. Section 25(3) provides that a child who has been
charged with a criminal offence has the right to a procedure
that takes account of his or her age and the desirability of
promoting the child’s rehabilitation. These rights recognise
the inherent vulnerability and special status of children.
The Bill promotes these Charter rights because the purpose
and effect of the amendments is to ensure that a wider cohort
of children who have exhibited sexually abusive behaviours
have an opportunity to access court-ordered treatment and
rehabilitation.
The Bill provides that a therapeutic treatment order can
continue beyond the age of 18 years, provided an order is
made prior to a child turning 18. The amendments will help
ensure that a child’s access to therapeutic treatment will not
be unduly shortened, due solely to their age, which protects
the best interests of the child. While a child is defined in
section 3 of the Charter to mean a person under 18 years of
age, the right to protection offered by sections 17(2) and 25(3)
of the Charter does not necessarily cease to be relevant after a
person turns 18.
By promoting therapeutic intervention for children and young
people over the age of 15, the Bill also seeks to protect the
right to security of other persons (section 21), in that the
community stands to benefit from an enhanced therapeutic
and rehabilitative response to young people’s sexually
abusive behaviours.
The extension of the therapeutic treatment order regime to
children aged 15 to 17 years also engages:
the right to recognition and equality before the law
(section 8(3));
the right to protection from torture and cruel, inhuman or
degrading treatment (section 10);
the right to freedom of movement (section 12);
the right to privacy (section 13); and
the right to liberty and security (section 21).
Section 8(3) of the Charter provides that every person is equal
before the law and is entitled to the equal protection of the
law without, and against, discrimination. Discrimination in
relation to a person means discrimination within the meaning
of the Equal Opportunity Act 2010 on the basis of an attribute
set out in section 6 of that Act. This includes discrimination
on the basis of age. Section 8 of the Equal Opportunity Act
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provides that direct discrimination occurs if a person treats, or
proposes to treat, a person with an attribute unfavourably
because of that attribute.
The imposition of therapeutic treatment on a person also
engages the right to protection from torture and cruel,
inhuman or degrading treatment (section 10). Specifically,
section 10(c) protects a person’s right not to be subject to
medical treatment without their full, free and informed
consent. Medical treatment includes therapeutic treatment and
counselling. Court-ordered therapeutic treatment also engages
the right to privacy (section 13), which is broad in scope and
encompasses protection of personal and social individuality
and identity, including psychological integrity.
The extension of the therapeutic treatment order regime is
relevant to the right to freedom of movement (section 12),
which recognises that every person has the right to move
freely within Victoria and to enter and leave it, and has the
freedom to choose where to live. The making of a therapeutic
treatment order engages the right to freedom of movement as
it requires a child to participate in a therapeutic
treatment program.
The right to freedom of movement is also engaged by the
making of a therapeutic treatment (placement) order, which
grants parental responsibility for a child to the Secretary, and
is made if it is necessary for a child to be accommodated
outside of their home, in order to ensure their participation in
a treatment program. The removal of a child from their home
also engages the right of a person not to have their privacy,
and the privacy of their family and home, unlawfully or
arbitrarily interfered with (section 13), and the right to liberty
and security (section 21).
Any limitations of these Charter rights, as listed above, are
reasonable and justified. The making of orders under the
therapeutic treatment regime may limit the Charter rights of a
child and a child’s family. However, the Court makes orders
in limited circumstances when it is necessary to compel a
child to attend a therapeutic treatment program, or when the
order is required to support a child’s participation in a
treatment program. Any limitation of Charter rights is
reasonable and justified, as orders of this nature are made in
circumstances where it is necessary to protect and promote a
child’s best interests. Additionally, if a child has exhibited
sexually abusive behaviours and it is considered necessary
that they engage in therapeutic treatment, the Secretary would
not apply to the Court for an order if the Secretary is satisfied
that a child will attend a therapeutic treatment program in a
voluntary capacity.
Other amendments to the Children, Youth and Families Act
Part 2 of the Bill amends the Children, Youth and Families
Act to strengthen the therapeutic treatment order regime to
enable the Secretary and the Children’s Court to have greater
oversight of children subject to orders, and to better support a
child who is on a treatment order. The amendments
complement the extension of the therapeutic treatment order
regime to 15 to 17 year olds.
In particular, the Bill:
requires the Secretary to prepare a therapeutic treatment
plan for all children who are subject to a therapeutic
treatment order;
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imposes new criteria that the Family Division of the
Children’s Court must consider when making a
therapeutic treatment order;
imposes new criteria that the Criminal Division of the
Children’s Court must consider when referring a matter
to the Secretary for investigation regarding the best
pathway for treatment; and
permits the Children’s Court to require the Secretary to
report on a child’s progress and attendance at a
therapeutic treatment program.
Section 13(a) of the Charter provides that a person has the
right not to have their privacy or family unlawfully or
arbitrarily interfered with. The right to privacy is relevant to
clauses 4, 8, and 12 of the Bill.
Clause 4 of the Bill requires the Secretary to prepare a new
therapeutic treatment plan for all children subject to a
therapeutic treatment order. The plan must contain all
decisions and arrangements made by the Secretary that are
significant and relate to a child’s participation in, and
attendance at, a therapeutic treatment program. A copy of a
therapeutic treatment plan must be provided to the child, the
child’s parent, any person who has care of the child, and the
provider of the treatment program, unless the Secretary
considers it inappropriate to do so.
Clause 8 of the Bill enables the Family Division of the
Children’s Court to include a condition in a therapeutic
treatment order that the Secretary report on a child’s progress
and attendance at a therapeutic treatment program, at times
specified by the Court. Clause 12 enables the Criminal
Division of the Children’s Court, when adjourning
proceedings, to require the Secretary to report on a child’s
progress and attendance at a therapeutic treatment program, at
times specified by the Court. A copy of the Secretary’s report
may be provided to the child and to the prosecutor, at the
Court’s direction.
The right to privacy is engaged by these amendments.
However, any limitation on the right to privacy is reasonable
and justified as the amendments aim to ensure that children
are better supported while on a therapeutic treatment order.
Any interference on the right to privacy is confined in scope.
A therapeutic treatment plan is intended to be succinct and
high level, consistent with any conditions in a therapeutic
treatment order, and relates only to decisions and
arrangements that the Secretary considers to be significant.
The requirement that the Secretary report to the Court on a
child’s engagement with a therapeutic treatment program is
also limited to information regarding a child’s progress and
attendance at a treatment program.
The amendments contained in clauses 4, 8 and 12 of the Bill
are in a child’s best interests (section 17(2)), in that they will
ensure that the Children’s Court maintains oversight of a
child’s compliance or otherwise while on a therapeutic
treatment order, for the duration of the treatment program,
rather than only at its conclusion. Additionally, the
introduction of a therapeutic treatment plan will help to
ensure the identification, and implementation, of better
supports for a child on a therapeutic treatment order, and the
Secretary can review a plan with a view to remedying any
problems that arise.
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Own motion interim orders in criminal proceedings
Clause 22 of the Bill amends the Family Violence Protection
Act to empower courts to make interim FVIOs on their own
motion at any time during a criminal proceeding. More
specifically, new sections 60B and 60C of the Family
Violence Protection Act will provide that all Victorian courts
can make own motion interim orders in a proceeding for any
criminal offence, and that the interim order can protect any
family member of the accused.
An own motion interim order can be made at any point during
the criminal process, for example, during a bail hearing, a
summary hearing, a committal proceeding, a sentencing
hearing or an appeal. A court will be able to exercise the own
motion power where satisfied, on the balance of probabilities,
that an interim order is necessary to ensure the safety of a
family member of an accused, pending a decision about a
final FVIO.
The purpose of the amendments is to protect the safety of
victims of family violence, thereby promoting the interests
protected by several Charter rights, including the right to life
(section 9), the protection from cruel, inhuman and degrading
treatment (section 10), and the protection of families and
children (section 17). The amendments will achieve this by
enabling courts to act to reduce the risk of harm, and to allow
for the swift and effective protection of adults and children
who are victims of family violence.
Similarly, clause 22 of the Bill inserts new section 60F(1) and
(2) in the Family Violence Protection Act. Together, these new
sections provide that where a court makes an own motion
interim order for a family member of the accused and the court
is satisfied, on the balance of probabilities, that a child has
been subject to family violence committed by the accused, the
court must include the child in the interim order or make a
separate interim order for the child. New section 60F(3)
provides that the court is not required to make an order for the
child if satisfied that it is not necessary to do so to protect the
child or ensure the safety of the child pending a decision about
a final order. Along with the rights discussed above, this aspect
of the proposal enhances the right of children to be protected,
as provided by section 17(2) of the Charter.
The proposed reform allowing for own motion interim orders
limits the rights protected under the Charter in a number of
ways, but the limitations are justified and reasonable.
Interim FVIOs may place restrictions on a respondent’s ability
to move freely within Victoria, thereby limiting the right to
freedom of movement. Section 12 of the Charter provides that
every person lawfully within Victoria has the right to move
freely within Victoria and to enter and leave it and has the
freedom to choose where to live. An example of one of the
ways freedom of movement can be limited is the possibility
under Part 4 of the Family Violence Protection Act for interim
orders to include conditions which prohibit the respondent
from being within a prescribed distance from the victim and
areas where the victim lives and works or attends school.
However, the limitation is reasonable because it only goes as
far as is necessary for the respondent to avoid contact with the
victim until further hearing. The respondent will be able to
move freely within Victoria, save in relation to areas
frequented by the victim, and specified in the interim order.
Furthermore, the period of restriction is limited, as a FVIO
application commenced by the making of an own motion
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interim order must return to court within 14 days of the order
being made or served on the respondent (as the case requires),
and the hearing to determine the final order must be listed as
soon as practicable. In the meantime, the respondent will also
have the ability to apply to vary or revoke the order or to have
it set aside. As such, to the extent that clause 22 and new
sections 60B and 60C might limit the right to freedom of
movement, the limit is reasonable and justified.
An own motion interim order may also limit the people with
whom the respondent can associate, preventing them from
contacting the family member or family members protected
by the order. Section 16 of the Charter provides that every
person has the right to freedom of association with others.
However, section 7 of the Charter allows the freedom of
association to be reasonably limited; and preventing someone
from associating with a family member on the basis that it is
necessary to protect the safety of that family member is a
reasonable and justified limitation.
By limiting who a respondent can speak to, own motion
interim orders may also restrict the right to freedom of
expression in section 15 of the Charter. Section 15(2)
provides that every person has the right to freedom of
expression, which includes the freedom to impart information
and ideas of all kinds. However, section 15(2) must be read in
conjunction with section 15(3) of the Charter, which provides
that special duties and responsibilities attach to freedom of
speech, and thus the right can be subject to lawful restrictions
reasonably necessary to respect the rights and reputation of
others. The limitation on freedom of expression imposed by
own motion interim orders would fall into this category: an
interim order will only be able to be made under new
section 60B or 60C if it is necessary, on the balance of
probabilities, to protect the safety of a family member
pending a decision about a final order. Interim orders,
therefore, protect the rights of the family member to be safe,
which is a fundamental human right. The restriction on the
freedom of expression is very narrowly targeted, and as such
the respondent will still be able to communicate freely with
other people.
The possibility of a court unilaterally deciding that an interim
order is necessary to protect the safety of a person, potentially
in the absence of the person subject to the order, engages the
right to a fair hearing. Section 24 of the Charter provides that
a party to a civil proceeding has the right to have the
proceeding decided by a ‘competent, independent and
impartial court after a fair and public hearing’. One of the
essential components of the right to a fair trial is for a person
to have the opportunity to make submissions to the court
about a decision that will impact them. If the respondent is
not before the court when an own motion interim order is
made, they will not have this opportunity. While this is a
limitation on the fair hearing rights of the respondent, it is a
reasonable and justified limitation in accordance with
section 7 of the Charter. It is reasonable and justified for the
court to be able to make an order on an interim basis where it
considers it is necessary to protect the safety of a family
member of the accused, even if the accused is not present. As
it is an interim order, new section 60L requires the matter to
return to court within 14 days of the order being made or
served on the accused (as the case requires), and the hearing
to determine the final order to be listed as soon as practicable.
The accused will have an opportunity to make submissions to
the court at that time.
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An important aspect of procedural fairness is that parties have
an opportunity to understand what occurs in court proceedings.
There is a risk that, where the court acts on its own motion, a
respondent might not fully understand the significance of any
order made. To mitigate against this risk, the proposed scheme
recognises that it is essential that those made subject to an own
motion interim order understand their obligations under that
order. New section 60G(1) and (2) provide that, if the accused
or protected person or both are present at court, the court must
give a clear oral explanation of particular matters set out in the
Family Violence Protection Act. These matters include, inter
alia, the purpose, terms and effect of the order, the
consequences of failing to comply with the order, when the
order expires, and the process for determining whether a final
order should be made. This helps ensure, as far as possible,
that a person knows and understands the court orders that they
are required to comply with.
The court is also required to provide the accused and the
protected person with written information about the own
motion interim order. New section 60H provides that where
the accused is an adult and is before the court when the own
motion interim order is made, the court must give them a
copy of the order, a brief written statement of the reasons for
making the order, and a written notice explaining the order. If
the accused is not before the court or is a child, new
section 60I provides that the appropriate registrar of the court
must arrange for this information to be served on the accused.
New section 60I further provides that the appropriate registrar
of the court must arrange for this information to also be
served on the protected person. Therefore, while the right to a
fair hearing is limited, there are appropriate safeguards in
place, and the limitation is reasonable and justified to protect
the rights of other persons.
Power to appoint the Chief Commissioner of Police as the
applicant for an order
Section 53AB of the Family Violence Protection Act
provides that if the court does not make an interim order for
the affected family member, the court may, on its own
initiative, make an interim order for a child if satisfied, on the
balance of probabilities, that:
the child has been subjected to family violence
committed by the respondent; and
an interim order is necessary to protect the child pending
a final decision about the application.
The Bill inserts new section 53AB(3) in the Family Violence
Protection Act. New section 53AB(3) provides that when
making an interim order on its own initiative to protect a
child, the court may appoint the Chief Commissioner of
Police to be the applicant for the child’s final order, instead of
the affected family member, or a person applying on behalf of
the affected family member. This proposal engages the rights
of families and children to protection in section 17 of the
Charter. The protection of families and children provides that
the family unit is a fundamental group in society, and that
families are entitled to be protected by society and the state.
Further, every child has the right to protection, without
discrimination, as is in their best interests, in recognition of a
child’s special vulnerability because of their age.
Appointing the Chief Commissioner of Police may limit the
capacity of a child’s family to decide whether or not to
proceed with an application for a final order. However, the
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option to appoint the Chief Commissioner of Police helps to
protect the safety of a child, where this might be appropriate
and necessary. The power to make such an appointment is
limited to circumstances where a court considers the
appointment to be necessary in all the circumstances, having
regard to the child’s safety. As such, it does not limit this right,
but is a protective measure, designed to protect the child.
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ensure that the review mechanisms serve their purpose, but do
not undermine the ultimate issues for determination at the
final order hearing, at which point a respondent will be
afforded a fair and public hearing, including a right to appeal
against a final order.

Currently, interim orders may be appealed and are heard de
novo, meaning that the appeal is conducted afresh. This
ordinarily requires the protected/affected person to attend
court to provide their evidence a second time, which risks
further traumatising that person, and which undermines the
urgent, protective and temporary nature of interim orders.

In the absence of an appeal right, there is a risk that the
variation/revocation process may be used as an alternative
means to seek review of an interim order decision and
undermine the protective nature of that order. To provide the
summary courts with the flexibility to manage such
applications, the Bill introduces an additional leave
requirement whereby a court must be satisfied that it is in the
interests of justice to determine an application immediately,
rather than waiting for the hearing for a final order. This may
limit the rights of a respondent to liberty and freedom of
movement. However, the limitation is reasonable and justified
because it is a proportionate response to the purpose of an
interim order (which is to protect the safety of victims of
family violence), an interim order is not final, a respondent
will have the opportunity to fully contest an order at a final
hearing, and the change is necessary to ensure that the
variation/revocation process does not inappropriately
undermine or unreasonably delay the hearing for a final order,
or re-traumatise the victim.

The Bill abolishes appeals in relation to interim orders. This is
consistent with the principle that appeals against temporary
orders of a court are not generally available. Importantly,
judicial review is available and appeal rights in relation to
final intervention orders are maintained.

As discussed above, a respondent will be able to seek
amendments to an interim order where necessary (for
example, where a change in circumstances means that an
interim order cannot be complied with), which significantly
limits the impact of this amendment on a respondent’s rights.

Abolishing this appeal right may engage and limit the
respondent’s right to: equality before the law (section 8),
freedom of movement (section 12), liberty (section 21) and a
fair hearing (section 24). This is particularly so where an
interim order is made in the absence of a respondent and
where they have not received notice of the application. In
such circumstances, a respondent will not have had the
opportunity to be heard on the issues, or their ability to
reasonably comply with the terms of the order.

Any impacts on a respondent’s rights must also be balanced
against the protection of families and children (section 17)
and the safety of victims of family and other violence (right to
life in section 9 and protection from cruel and degrading
treatment in section 10).

Abolition of appeals against interim intervention orders
The new powers to make own motion interim orders are in
addition to the current powers of the summary courts to make
interim intervention orders under both the Family Violence
Protection Act and Personal Safety Intervention Orders Act
2010. An interim order may be made in the respondent’s
absence, whether or not the respondent was served with an
application for an intervention order, and may remain in force
until the final order hearing.

However, any limitations are reasonable and justified because
interim orders are temporary in nature, and a respondent has a
number of alternative avenues of review available, including
judicial review and the ability to apply to have an interim
order varied, revoked or set aside.
While the ability to apply to vary or revoke an order is already
available, the Bill provides additional safeguards for the
respondent in relation to the variation/revocation process.
These include a new leave test for an application to vary or
revoke an interim order where that order was made in the
respondent’s absence. This test requires a court to be satisfied
that it is in the interests of justice to grant leave, having regard
to the reasons why a respondent was not present when an
interim order was made. Respondents will also continue to be
able to apply for revocation or variation when there has been
a change in circumstances. The Bill also provides a new
power for a court to set aside an interim order if leave is
granted and there are exceptional circumstances that justify
setting aside the order.
These alternatives provide a respondent with a means to seek
to rectify any errors or issues with the terms of the interim
order while waiting for the final order hearing. This provides
a respondent with the opportunity of a fair hearing, if the
threshold tests are met. The threshold tests are necessary to

Extension of the ability to seek interim intervention orders
by electronic communication
Currently, applications for FVIOs and personal safety
intervention orders (PSIOs), where an interim order is being
sought, can be made electronically in limited circumstances.
The Bill amends the Family Violence Protection Act and the
Personal Safety Intervention Orders Act to broaden the range
of circumstances in which such applications may be made
electronically. To facilitate the making of applications
electronically, the Bill amends the evidentiary requirements
for such applications. The amendments to the evidentiary
requirements for electronic applications for interim FVIOs
and interim PSIOs engage the right to a fair hearing
(section 24).
In relation to interim FVIOs, clause 20 of the Bill enables a
court to waive the requirement that an application for an
interim FVIO be supported by oral evidence or an affidavit in
three circumstances:
first, where the applicant is a police officer and the
application is made by electronic communication. In this
circumstance, the Court must consider whether it is
practicable to obtain oral evidence or an affidavit before
making the interim order;
second, where the applicant is a police officer and the
application is certified and made by electronic
communication outside normal court hours; or
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third, where the applicant is not a police officer (such as
a victim of family violence), and the application is made
by a declaration of truth. In this circumstance, the Court
must consider whether it is practicable to obtain oral
evidence or an affidavit before making the interim order.

While the waiver engages the right to a fair hearing, the right
is not limited, as:
respondents will still be afforded procedural fairness;
interim FVIOs operate in a context where the matter is
urgent, but there will be a later court hearing which will
determine whether a final FVIO should be made;
the Court, in determining an application, must still act
judicially and impartially; and
a person will still have the proceeding decided by the
Court, after a fair and public hearing.
Similarly, in respect of interim PSIOs, clause 68 of the Bill
enables the Court to waive the requirement that an application
for an interim PSIO be supported by oral evidence or an
affidavit if:
the applicant is a police officer and the application is
made by electronic communication. In this
circumstance, the Court must consider whether it is
practicable to obtain oral evidence or an affidavit before
making the interim order; or
where the applicant is a police officer and the
application is certified and made by electronic
communication outside normal court hours.
While this waiver engages the right to a fair hearing, the right
is not limited, as:
respondents will still be afforded procedural fairness;
interim PSIOs operate in a context where the matter is
urgent, but there will be a later court hearing which will
determine whether a final PSIO should be made;
the Court, in determining an application, must still act
judicially and impartially; and
a person will still have the proceeding decided by the
Court, after a fair and public hearing.
New statutory examples of family violence — dowry-related
abuse and forced marriage
Clause 15 of the Bill amends section 5 of the Family Violence
Protection Act to include forced marriage and dowry-related
abuse as statutory examples of family violence. It does not
provide that the practice of dowry itself is a form of family
violence, and will require one or more of the behaviours listed
in section 5(1) of the Family Violence Protection Act to be
present in order for the behaviour to constitute family
violence.
The use of a statutory example instead of a legislative
prohibition ensures that the focus of the reform is on the
problematic aspect of the behaviour rather than the cultural
practice itself. Therefore, while the statutory example engages
cultural rights under section 19(1) of the Charter, the right is
not limited: members of the Victorian community will remain
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able to enjoy their culture and practice their religion free from
abuse or violence.
Amendments to the counselling order provisions in the
Family Violence Protection Act
Clause 26 of the Bill amends section 126 of the Family
Violence Protection Act, to establish an administrative
mechanism to enable the Children’s Court to make
counselling orders requiring an adult respondent to a final
FVIO to attend a Men’s Behaviour Change Program.
Currently, only magistrates sitting at the Family Violence
Court Division, or other venues of the Magistrates’ Court
specified by notice in the Government Gazette, are
empowered to make counselling orders. The Bill will allow
for venues of the Children’s Court to be empowered to make
counselling orders by the same process of specification by
notice in the Government Gazette.
Clause 27 of the Bill amends section 128 of the Family
Violence Protection Act to remove the requirement that, in
order for a court to make a counselling order, an adult
respondent to a final FVIO must reside in a postcode area
specified by notice in the Government Gazette. This
amendment aims to broaden the eligibility for respondents to
attend Men’s Behaviour Change Programs.
These amendments impact on several Charter rights. They
restrict the right to freedom of movement (section 12) by
potentially enabling a Court to require a person to attend a
provider that is not geographically close to the person’s place
of residence. They also restrict personal autonomy as
protected by the right to privacy and reputation (section 13),
by requiring a person to attend a program. However, these
restrictions are proportionate and justified, given the benefit
of having perpetrators of family violence undertake a Men’s
Behaviour Change Program. Requiring adult respondents to
attend these programs aims to increase their accountability for
their violent behaviour against a family member or members,
and encourage them to change their behaviour, seeking to
protect families and children from further harm (section 17).
Therefore any limitation of Charter rights is reasonable, just
and proportionate to protect the rights of other persons.
Furthermore, there are appropriate existing safeguards in
sections 129 and 130 of Family Violence Protection Act to
balance any limitation on the right to freedom of movement,
as a court is not required to make a counselling order if there
is no approved Men’s Behaviour Change Program that is
reasonably practicable for the respondent to attend.
In addition, ordering a respondent to attend a Men’s
Behaviour Change Program could be seen as ordering them to
undertake a form of medical treatment. Section 10(c) of the
Charter provides that a person must not be subjected to
medical treatment without their consent. However, being
required to attend a Men’s Behaviour Change Program would
not involve ‘medical treatment’ for the purposes of the
Charter, as the nature of the counselling is unlikely to involve
any procedures which could constitute medical treatment. The
Supreme Court of Victoria has held that ‘medical treatment’
under section 10 of the Charter means medical treatment as
defined by section 3 of the Medical Treatment Act 1988; that
is, an operation, the administration of a drug or other like
substance, or any other medical procedure, with the exception
of palliative care. Accordingly, these amendments do not
engage the protection against medical treatment without
consent in section 10(c) of the Charter.
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If being required to undergo a Men’s Behaviour Change
Program was considered to be medical treatment, any
limitation of this right would be demonstrably justified, when
balanced against the protective end it seeks to achieve. Family
violence is an ongoing and serious threat to the wellbeing and
safety of families. Requiring respondents to undergo
counselling is a limited and proportionate response that aims
to assist respondents to maintain productive and safe
relationships with intimate partners and family members.
Facilitation of electronic processes in the Courts and the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal
Parts 5 and 6 of the Bill facilitate the use of electronic
processes in the Courts and the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal (VCAT), enabling them to move to
more contemporary, electronic methods for issuing and
transmitting court documents, such as warrants and orders.
While particular human rights issues might arise in relation to
the ability for certain warrants and orders to be made, the
amendments made by the Bill do not make substantive
changes to the circumstances in which such documents may
be issued, or affect what may be done pursuant to such
documents. Therefore, the rights that may be affected by the
ability to issue such documents, and to take action in relation
to them, are not affected by these reforms.
The reforms made by Parts 5 and 6 of the Bill are purely
facilitative in nature and do not preclude the Courts or VCAT
from issuing or providing documents in paper form. In order
to issue or transmit documents by electronic means, the
Courts and VCAT would need to develop procedures to
ensure that they could send and receive information relating
to those documents by electronic communication, and that the
relevant recipient could access those documents
electronically.
Given that the amendments affect the procedure of the Courts
and VCAT, the reforms made by Parts 5 and 6 of the Bill
engage, but do not limit, the following Charter rights:
the right to equality before the law (section 8(3));
the right to privacy (section 13);
the right to freedom of expression (section 15);
the right to a fair hearing (section 24); and
the right to be tried without undue delay
(section 25(2)(c)).
The ability for the Courts and VCAT to communicate using
electronic means promotes the right to equality before the
law, as protected by section 8(3) of the Charter. That section
is directed to ensuring that all persons can participate
effectively in proceedings, and operates in respect of persons
who, without that protection, could not participate effectively
in a court or tribunal process, by reason of a protected
attribute under the Equal Opportunity Act. One such
protected attribute is disability. To the extent that the use of
electronic communication could make it easier for persons
with disabilities to participate in proceedings, the
amendments made by Parts 5 and 6 of the Bill promote the
right to equality before the law.
To the extent that the use of electronic communication could
include personal information such as a person’s name, email
address, or residential address, that person’s right to privacy
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would be engaged (section 13). However, the right would not
be limited by the amendments made by Parts 5 and 6 of the
Bill, as the use of electronic communication:
would not be unlawful, given that the communication by
the Court would be in accordance with law;
would not be arbitrary, as it is proportionate to the
legitimate aim that is sought. The information would
only be provided to a specified recipient or recipients
and for a specific and narrow purpose, meaning that the
extent of the engagement with a person’s right to
privacy would be very limited; and
would occur in the context of seeking to achieve a
legitimate aim, which is to facilitate the transmission of
court and VCAT documents to their intended recipient.
The reforms made by the Bill to enable the use of electronic
communication by the Courts and VCAT also engage the
right to freedom of expression, as this right encompasses the
freedom to seek, receive and impart information. Because the
Bill makes amendments to the manner in which the Courts
and VCAT might impart information, the right to freedom of
expression is engaged. The Bill facilitates an additional way
in which the Courts and VCAT may communicate with
various people, without prescribing the manner in which this
must occur. Thus, the Bill promotes, rather than limits, the
right to freedom of expression, as it offers additional
flexibility in the manner in which communication with
persons may be effected.
The facilitation of communication by electronic means
promotes the right to a fair hearing (section 24), which applies
to a person charged with a criminal offence or a party to a
civil proceeding. One aspect of the right to a fair hearing is
the right to a reasonably expeditious hearing. To the extent
that the reforms made by the Bill promote the early resolution
of proceedings, by enabling documents to be sent and
received more rapidly, the right is promoted. Another aspect
of the right to a fair hearing includes access to relevant
documents. To the extent that the use of electronic
communication can facilitate easier communication of, and
access to, relevant documents, the reforms promote the right
to a fair hearing.
In relation to criminal proceedings, a person’s rights also
encompass the right to be tried without undue delay
(section 25(2)(c)). To the extent that the use of electronic
communication can facilitate the efficient and expeditious
resolution of criminal proceedings, the amendments promote
the right to a fair hearing and the right to be tried without
undue delay.
It might be argued that the use of electronic documents could
lead to the unequal treatment of people by the Courts and
VCAT, due to the differences in each person’s ability to
access electronic forms of communication. However, the
amendments do not mandate the use of electronic processes,
so the Courts and VCAT could continue to use other means
of communication for issuing and transmitting documents to
people. This flexibility ensures that there will not be adverse
effects on those who might not have access to electronic
means of communication. To the contrary, the amendments in
the Bill promote the ability of persons who might be less able
to participate on equal terms (due to barriers such as
geographical distance or physical disability) to access the
Courts and VCAT.
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Pre-recorded evidence-in-chief in proceedings for family
violence offences
Part 8 of the Bill inserts a scheme into the Criminal Procedure
Act to allow for a recorded statement to be taken by a trained
police officer to be used as the evidence-in-chief of the
complainant in a proceeding for a family violence offence, as
well as evidence in a proceeding for a FVIO under the Family
Violence Protection Act and in other proceedings by court or
tribunal order. The introduction of this scheme is part of the
Government’s response to recommendation 58 of the Royal
Commission.
The scheme engages several rights protected by the Charter,
including the right to privacy (section 13), the protection of
families and children (section 17), the right to a fair hearing
(section 24), and the criminal proceeding rights of an accused,
in particular equality of arms (section 25(2)(b)). However,
where the reform adversely affects a person’s rights, it is
proportionate to the benefits gained, given the importance of
protecting families, including children, from violence.
Recording a statement at the scene of a family violence
incident could potentially interfere with a complainant’s right
to privacy. New section 387G(1)(a)(ii) mitigates this
possibility by requiring that, for a recorded statement to be
admissible as a complainant’s evidence-in-chief, the
statement must be made with their informed consent.
New section 387G(3)(a) provides that a recorded statement is
made with informed consent if a trained police officers
informs the complainant that:
the statement may be used in evidence in a criminal
proceeding, a proceeding for a FVIO or, if ordered by a
court or tribunal, in another proceeding;
they may be required to give further evidence, including
further evidence-in-chief, and evidence on
cross-examination or re-examination; and
they may refuse consent to the making of the recorded
statement.
New section 387G(3)(b) sets out a further requirement
regarding informed consent — the complainant must indicate
in the recorded statement that they understand the matters the
trained policer officer has informed them of and consent to
the making of the statement.
These requirements regarding informed consent give the
complainant the necessary information to make an informed
decision about whether to make a recorded statement.
Once a statement is made, a complainant will not have the
right to prevent the recorded statement being used in other
proceedings. The decision as to whether to use the recorded
statement as the complainant’s evidence-in-chief will rest
with the prosecutor. However, this interference with a
person’s right to privacy is not arbitrary or unlawful. New
section 387E requires a prosecutor to consider the wishes of
the complainant when determining whether to use the
recorded statement as their evidence-in-chief as well as any
evidence of intimidation of the complainant by the accused,
and the purposes of the Family Violence Protection Act.
Furthermore, criminal cases do not rely on a victim
consenting to the prosecution. Unlike civil cases, a criminal
proceeding is between the State and the accused, and it is
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prosecutors who determine how a criminal case is conducted
and the evidence that is led. This not only protects the
complainant, but also the right of the community at large to
protection from the accused. This thereby promotes various
Charter rights of members of the wider community, including
the right to life (section 9), the protection from cruel, inhuman
or degrading treatment (section 10), and the right to liberty
and security (section 21). A family violence offence will be
treated in the same manner.
A recorded statement will also be able to be used in other
court proceedings without the consent of the complainant. It
will be able to be used without court order in a FVIO
proceeding under the Family Violence Protection Act, if the
FVIO application arises out of the same incident or the
proceeding involves the same parties (new section 387K).
Where a police officer applies for a FVIO, they will balance
the interests and wishes of a complainant against the
importance of protecting the complainant.
A recorded statement may also be used in other court
proceedings, if the relevant court is satisfied it is in the
interests of justice to order its production (new section 387J).
When making such an order, the court must have regard to
the need to protect the complainant’s privacy. Further, the
court must specify in any order it makes who can view the
recorded statement, when and where it must be produced, and
(if necessary) any requirements for the destruction of the
recording. The requirement for the court to consider the
complainant’s privacy and to impose restrictions on the
handling of the recorded statement assist in mitigating the
potential interference with a complainant’s right to privacy.
A complainant’s right to privacy will also be protected by a
new offence prohibiting unauthorised publication, supply or
copying of the recorded statement, punishable by up to two
years’ imprisonment. New section 387L sets out a list of
authorised purposes for which recorded statement may be
published, supplied or copied, including preparing for
proceedings and for police disciplinary processes. As such,
the right to privacy of a complainant is enhanced by this
component of the Bill.
Part of an accused’s right to a fair trial (section 25) is to have
the information they require to understand the nature and
reasons for the charges against them, and the same
opportunity to examine witnesses as the prosecution. More
specifically, section 25(2)(b) of the Charter provides for the
equality of arms between defence and prosecution, stating
that an accused must have adequate time and facilities to
prepare their defence and to communicate with a lawyer or
advisor of their choosing. In many cases, the recorded
statement of a complainant will form the most important
piece of evidence in the case against an accused charged with
a family violence offence. It is therefore appropriate that an
accused be provided with a recording of the statement in
some form, and as such the scheme requires it to be disclosed
according to the normal requirements of the Criminal
Procedure Act.
However, this right must be balanced against the risk of a
recorded statement being used to further victimise a
complainant by sharing the recording online or with other
family members. This is a particular risk with recorded
statements, as they will capture a complainant soon after an
incident, describing what is likely to be a traumatic and
stressful incident. In order to protect against this occurring,
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the scheme prevents an accused from possessing a copy of the
audiovisual recorded statement:
Where an accused is legally represented, their lawyer
will be provided with an audiovisual copy of the
recorded statement but the lawyer will be prohibited
from providing an audiovisual copy to the accused (new
section 387H).
Where an accused is unrepresented, they will be
provided with an audio-only copy or transcript of the
recorded statement (new section 387H). A transcript
must be provided if the informant or prosecutor believes
that serving an audio copy would be likely to present a
reasonably ascertainable risk that the accused would
commit an offence under new section 387L(1)
(publishing, supplying or copying the recorded
statement).
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The Bill also improves the criminal justice system’s response
to family violence, by enabling a trial of a scheme that allows
a recorded statement to be used as a victim’s
evidence-in-chief in proceedings for family violence offences,
and empowering the Courts to make interim family violence
intervention orders without a formal application if they
believe that material in a criminal proceeding shows a victim
survivor needs protection.
The Bill also makes other amendments that complement the
Royal Commission’s recommendations, including facilitating
the electronic issue and transmission of court and tribunal
documents, abolishing appeals against interim intervention
orders, enhancing the counselling order provisions in the
Family Violence Protection Act, and promoting the practical
operation of the power of the court to make family violence
intervention orders, on its own initiative, to protect children.
Extension of the therapeutic treatment order regime

Furthermore, an unrepresented accused must be given a
reasonable opportunity to view the audiovisual
statement (new section 387F(2) and (5)). This reduces
any adverse effect for an unrepresented accused of only
being served with an audio copy or transcript of the
recorded statement.
The Hon. Martin Pakula, MP
Attorney-General

Second reading
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) (10:38) — I
move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows, except for statement under
section 85(5) of the Constitution Act 1975,
incorporated into Hansard under standing orders:
Family violence is pervasive in nature and its impact is
profound. The trauma from, and devastating effects of, family
violence on the health and wellbeing of victim survivors often
remain long after the violence itself ends. This is why the
Victorian Government has committed to implementing all
227 recommendations of the Royal Commission into Family
Violence (the Royal Commission).
Two years on from the release of the report of the Royal
Commission, the Justice Legislation Amendment (Family
Violence Protection and Other Matters) Bill 2018 (the Bill)
responds to six of the Royal Commission’s recommendations.
This Bill is the second stage of justice-related legislative
reform, the first stage being the Family Violence Protection
Amendment Act 2017. The amendments in the Bill further
strengthen Victoria’s efforts to respond to family violence,
improving the protection of victim survivors and the
accountability of perpetrators for their behaviour.
The Bill establishes the Specialist Family Violence Court
Division in the Magistrates’ Court, extends access for young
people to therapeutic treatment programs, enables
applications for family violence intervention orders to be filed
online, and includes dowry-related abuse and forced marriage
as statutory examples of family violence in the Family
Violence Protection Act 2008.

Currently, the Children’s Court can make therapeutic
treatment orders in relation to children aged 10 to 14 years
who have exhibited sexually abusive behaviours, but not for
older children. A therapeutic treatment order compels a child
to attend a therapeutic treatment program.
The Bill responds to the Royal Commission’s
recommendation to amend the Children, Youth and Families
Act 2005 to extend the therapeutic treatment order regime to
children aged 15 to 17 years (recommendation 34). The Royal
Commission recognised that timely early intervention for
children displaying sexually abusive behaviours is of
paramount importance for the prevention of future family and
sexual violence, and to provide young people with pathways
into stable and productive lives.
To complement this reform and further strengthen the
therapeutic treatment order regime, the Bill also amends the
Children, Youth and Families Act to provide for greater
oversight by the Secretary of the Department of Health and
Human Services and the Children’s Court of children on
therapeutic treatment orders.
Trial of recorded evidence-in-chief scheme
The Royal Commission recommended that Victoria Police
conduct a trial of the use of body-worn cameras to collect
statements and other evidence from family violence incident
scenes (recommendation 58). While the Royal Commission
considered that body-worn cameras potentially offer a
number of benefits, it was concerned about potential
unintended consequences, particularly for victims. Therefore,
the Royal Commission considered it imperative that the use
of body-worn cameras at family violence incident scenes be
subject to a rigorous trial and evaluation.
As part of the Government’s response to recommendation 58,
Part 8 of the Bill inserts new Division 7B in Part 8.2 of the
Criminal Procedure Act 2009, to allow a complainant to
make a recorded statement for use as their evidence-in-chief
in a proceeding for a family violence offence. These recorded
statements may also be used as evidence in proceedings for a
family violence intervention order as well as in other
proceedings, by court or tribunal order.
The trial of the new recorded evidence-in-chief scheme will
only apply to criminal matters involving an adult accused.
Complainants who are children or who are cognitively
impaired will be excluded from the scheme operationally by
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Victoria Police. A legislative prohibition could have led to the
unintended consequence of legal challenges to the
admissibility of a recorded statement if the accused later
claims the complainant is cognitively impaired. Further, there
is already a specific recorded evidence-in-chief scheme
applying to children and cognitively impaired persons, which
now applies to proceedings for family violence offences.
The Bill ensures that a recorded statement can only be taken
by police officers who have successfully completed a training
course approved by the Chief Commissioner of Police. It is
anticipated that this mandatory training course will include
topics such as victim considerations, interviewing techniques,
and the nature and dynamics of family violence.
Consistent with the way other criminal proceedings are
conducted, once a recorded statement has been made, it will
be up to the prosecutor whether to use the statement.
However, in deciding whether to use a recorded statement,
the prosecutor must consider:
the wishes of the complainant;
any evidence of intimidation of the complainant by the
accused; and
the purposes of the Family Violence Protection Act.
The Bill sets out several requirements for the making of a
recorded statement, if it is to be admissible as the
complainant’s evidence-in-chief. These requirements include
the statement being made both as soon as practicable after the
events constituting the alleged family violence offence
occurred and with the complainant’s informed consent.
The Bill provides that a recorded statement is made with
informed consent if the police officer taking the statement
informs the complainant of three matters:
the recorded statement may be used in a criminal
proceeding, a proceeding for a family violence
intervention order or, if a court or tribunal orders,
another proceeding;
the complainant may be required to give further
evidence in the criminal proceeding, including evidence
on cross-examination; and
the complainant may refuse consent to make a recorded
statement.
Given the particular sensitivity of the recorded statement and
the risks of inappropriate sharing, the Bill puts in place a
number of safeguards to minimise the risk that it will be used
by the accused to further harass, intimidate or abuse the
complainant.
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to knowingly possess a recorded statement without
authorisation, punishable by up to one year imprisonment.
In line with the Royal Commission recommendation, the Bill
provides that the operation of Division 7B must be reviewed
independently, and a report tabled in Parliament within three
years of its commencement. The Chief Commissioner of
Police will be responsible for ensuring the review is
undertaken by an independent person.
The Bill sets out a range of matters the review must consider,
including the impact of Division 7B on the time taken to
finalise proceedings for family violence offences and the use
of recorded statements in proceedings for family violence
intervention orders as well as the impact on justice system
entities. Most importantly, the review must consider the
impact of Division 7B on the experience of complainants
during proceedings for family violence offences and family
violence intervention orders.
Also consistent with the Royal Commission’s
recommendation, Division 7B will sunset four years after its
commencement. The report of the review will assist in
determining whether the recorded evidence-in-chief scheme
should be retained and expanded statewide.
Establishment of the Specialist Family Violence Court
Division
The Family Violence Court Division currently sits at the
Heidelberg and Ballarat Magistrates’ Courts only. The Royal
Commission recommended extending the functions of the
Family Violence Court Division to other court venues to
ensure that victims and perpetrators of family violence have
the benefit of specialist magistrates and support services
(recommendation 60).
In response to this recommendation, the Magistrates’ Court
will roll out the Specialist Family Violence Court Division —
a new model that enhances the functions of the Family
Violence Court Division with a suite of improved services
and infrastructure.
To support the roll-out, the Bill inserts new provisions into
the Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 to establish the Specialist
Family Violence Court Division, and amends the mechanism
for designating a Specialist Family Violence Court Division
venue to provide greater flexibility.
Supporting the roll-out of online applications for family
violence intervention orders
Currently, a victim of family violence who initiates their own
application for a family violence intervention order must
make their application by oath or by affidavit, which must
be witnessed.

An unrepresented accused will only ever be provided an
audio copy or, in some instances, a transcript of the statement;
whereas the lawyer of an accused will always be provided an
audiovisual copy of the recorded statement. To balance this
limitation, an unrepresented accused must also be given a
reasonable opportunity to view the audiovisual statement.

In view of the potential risks and trauma to an applicant
associated with visiting a court in person to complete an
application, the Royal Commission recommended that the
Magistrates’ Court roll out its online family violence
intervention order application across Victoria
(recommendation 74).

Further, safeguards in the Bill make it a criminal offence for a
person to publish, copy or supply a recorded statement
without authorisation, punishable by up to two years
imprisonment. It will also be a criminal offence for a person

To support this State-wide roll-out, the Bill provides that an
application may be made by a declaration of truth. Since a
declaration of truth does not need to be witnessed by any
other person, the application may be lodged with the Court
online. The integrity of the online application will be
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maintained, as it will be an offence to knowingly make a false
statement in an application made by a declaration of truth.

previously refused to make an interim order. This is
particularly important if there is an escalation in violence.

These amendments will enable the Court to develop a
complete online application process that will increase its
accessibility for people affected by family violence,
particularly those in rural, regional and remote areas
of Victoria.

Interim orders can be made in the respondent’s absence and
whether or not the respondent was served with an application.
This power is necessary because the applicant’s safety comes
first. However, in some circumstances the order may still
need to be reconsidered by the court. For example, an interim
order may be made against a victim who has been
misidentified as the perpetrator of violence, or the order may
contain certain conditions that the respondent is not able to
reasonably comply.

Own motion interim family violence intervention orders
in criminal proceedings
The Royal Commission recommended that courts be
empowered to make interim family violence intervention
orders on their own motion at any point during criminal
processes (recommendation 79). The Bill provides this power
to courts hearing a criminal proceeding, including in a bail
hearing, a committal hearing, a trial, a sentencing hearing or
an appeal.
This power is intended to allow the courts to act immediately
to manage any risk to the safety of a victim of family
violence, if material emerges in a criminal proceeding which
suggests that the protection of an interim order is, on the
balance of probabilities, necessary. It also alleviates the need
for a victim to apply for an order and potentially to give
further evidence. Due to the interim nature of an order made
using this power, the matter will return to a court for final
determination.
To safeguard the right of an accused to a fair trial, the Bill
provides that an own motion interim order must be made on
the material before the court in the criminal proceeding, and
that the prosecutor in the criminal proceeding in which an
own motion interim order is proposed to be made is not a
party to the proceeding. This means the court can take action
to protect a victim, but the fair trial of the accused and the
independence of the prosecutor is not in any way
compromised.
An own motion interim order is taken to be an application for
a final family violence intervention order, and operates as a
summons for the respondent to attend court. The Chief
Commissioner of Police is taken to be the applicant for the
final family violence intervention order. If the Supreme Court
or County Court makes an own motion interim order the
application will be transferred to the Magistrates’ Court or
Children’s Court (as the case requires) for final determination.
Abolition of appeals against interim intervention orders

To address these issues, a new ‘interests of justice’ test will
apply when a respondent seeks leave to vary or revoke an
interim order that was made in their absence. If leave is
granted under this new test, the Court will be able to vary or
revoke the interim order.
Additionally, the Court will be given a new power to set aside
the interim order. Setting aside an order will have the effect of
removing any record of the interim order having been made.
This power will be reserved for exceptional circumstances —
for example, where the Court is satisfied that the victim has
been misidentified as the perpetrator of violence. In this
situation, the Bill will ensure that the interim order does not
follow the victim through the court system and adversely
impact on other matters, such as family law proceedings.
To ensure that the variation and revocation process is not used
as an alternative way to seek review of an interim order where
there is no appeal right, the Bill also limits the circumstances
in which leave can be granted for these processes.
New statutory examples of family violence —
dowry-related abuse and forced marriage
The Royal Commission heard that in addition to forms of
family violence experience in all communities, women in
some culturally and linguistically diverse communities
experience specific forms of family violence, among them
dowry-associated violence and forced marriage. The Royal
Commission also heard that these forms of abuse may not be
readily recognised as family violence by some within these
communities.
Accordingly, the Royal Commission recommended
expanding the statutory examples of family violence in the
Family Violence Protection Act (recommendation 156) and
this Bill responds to that recommendation.

Appeals against temporary orders of a court are not available
generally. However, interim orders under the Family
Violence Protection Act and the Personal Safety Intervention
Orders Act 2010 may currently be appealed de novo, which
exposes the protected or affected person to further court
hearings and potentially giving their evidence again. This
risks further traumatising that person, and undermines the
urgent, protective and temporary nature of interim orders.

Facilitating electronic processes in the Courts and the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal

At the same time, the system needs to be fair and recognise
that mistakes can occur. Importantly, judicial review and
appeal rights in relation to final orders will continue to be
available. In addition, to ensure that the removal of the right
to appeal does not adversely affect either party, the Bill
includes other safeguards.

It is important that Victorian courts and tribunals are able to
utilise contemporary technology to ensure the quick and
efficient delivery of justice. In the family violence context,
warrants and orders issued in relation to family
violence-related incidents need to be executed with
high priority.

The Bill clarifies that the Court may make an interim order at
any time before the final order hearing, even if the Court has

The Bill amends the Acts that govern each of the Courts and
the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT), to

It is important to note that the Bill does not make the practice
of taking and giving dowry illegal, but merely illustrates, by
use of a statutory example, that where certain abusive
behaviours are used to demand or receive dowry, this can
constitute family violence.
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explicitly enable the Courts and VCAT to issue documents in
electronic form, and transmit them electronically to the
relevant recipient.
Court-mandated Men’s Behaviour Change Programs
Part 5 of the Family Violence Protection Act establishes a
counselling order regime, which underpins the
court-mandated Men’s Behaviour Change Program.
Currently, Part 5 only applies to adult respondents to final
family violence intervention orders whose place of residence
is in certain narrowly-prescribed areas. Further, only the two
Family Violence Court Divisions, or a Magistrates’ Court
venue specified by the Minister, are permitted to make
counselling orders.
The Bill makes two amendments to the counselling order
provisions in Part 5. Firstly, it allows the Minister to specify
venues of the Children’s Court that may make counselling
orders, by notice published in the Government Gazette.
Secondly, it removes the requirement that Part 5 only applies
if the respondent resides within a specified postcode area, so
that relevant Courts will be able to make counselling orders
regardless of where the respondent resides.
Conclusion
This Bill supports the implementation of the Royal
Commission’s recommendations to strengthen the justice
response to family violence.
The reforms in the Bill are another important part of the
Government’s commitment to build a new family violence
system, so that victim survivors receive better protection and
support and perpetrators are held to account.

Section 85(5) of the Constitution Act 1975
Mr PAKULA — It is my intention to make a
statement under section 85(5) of the Constitution
Act 1975 setting out the reasons for altering or varying
that section. It is the intention of clauses 110 and 114 of
this bill to alter or vary section 85 of the Constitution
Act. Clauses 111 and 115 of this bill are included to
satisfy the requirements of section 85 of the
Constitution Act in respect of the changes effected by
clauses 110 and 114.
Clause 22 of the bill inserts new division 2A in part 4 of
the Family Violence Protection Act to enable the courts
to make interim orders on their own motion in a bail
proceeding or criminal proceeding. This implements
recommendation 79 of the royal commission.
Clause 110 inserts new paragraph (c) in section 114(2)
of the Family Violence Protection Act and clause 114
inserts new paragraph (b) in section 91(2) of the
Personal Safety Intervention Orders Act, to provide that
parties cannot appeal against an interim order or a
refusal to make an interim order. This restriction will
limit the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court and engage
section 85 of the Constitution Act.
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Currently, section 114 of the Family Violence
Protection Act allows a party to appeal against an
interim order and section 119 provides that the appeal is
by way of rehearing, which in practice is conducted as a
de novo hearing. If this appeal right continues to be
available, it would enable a party to de novo appeal a
decision of a higher court to make an own motion
interim order. This would be an unusual appellate
process in cases involving decisions of the County
Court or Supreme Court. It would also require a special
appellate process if the decision being appealed was
given by a Supreme Court judge because such appeals
would ordinarily be heard by the Court of Appeal.
Allowing appeals against interim orders, whether by the
court’s own motion or attaching to an application for a
family violence or personal safety intervention order,
may also undermine the urgent, protective and
temporary nature of interim orders and delay final order
proceedings. This risks further traumatising the
protected/affected person, which is at odds with the
purpose of these orders — promoting and protecting the
safety of victims of family, and other forms of,
violence. In addition, restricting appeals against a
court’s decision to grant an interim order is consistent
with the existing framework for civil appeals under
section 109 of the Magistrates’ Court Act. It is
appropriate to restrict appeals against interim orders,
particularly where other processes exist that enable a
fair outcome, and where judicial review, and appeals
against final orders, remain available to the parties.
I commend the Bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 20 June.

PUBLIC ADMINISTRATION AMENDMENT
(PUBLIC SECTOR REDUNDANCIES AND
OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2018
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 Public
Administration Amendment (Public Sector Redundancies and
Other Matters) Bill.
In my opinion, the Bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with human rights as set out in the
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Charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.

to the expense of long-term outcomes and stewardship and
recommended that barriers to longer contracts be removed.

Overview of the Bill

Human Rights Issues

The purpose of the proposed Bill is to enshrine public sector
redundancy entitlements (currently set out in Public Sector
Industrial Relations Policies 2015) and strengthen the
framework for good governance and employment in the
Victorian public sector.

In my opinion, the human rights under the Charter that are
relevant to the Bill are:
the right not to be discriminated against, as protected by
section 8 of the Charter;

The proposed Bill will achieve these objectives by amending
the Public Administration Act 2004 to:

the right to a fair hearing, as protected by section 24 of
the Charter; and

legislatively enshrine existing redundancy pay
entitlements for Victorian public sector employees,
supported by measures to:

the right to property, as protected by section 20 of the
Charter.

i.

provide for enforcement of unpaid entitlements
through the Magistrates’ Court of Victoria; and

ii.

clarify that the Public Sector Employment
Principles in the Public Administration Act 2004,
the associated Standards concerning public sector
employment principles that can be made under
section 62 of the Act, and the existing review
mechanisms apply to employment processes
relating to redundancy;

remove the right of some Victorian Public Service
executives to return to a non-executive role in the
Victorian Public Service if their contract is not renewed
or is terminated for any reason other than misconduct;
remove the five-year limit on the duration of Victorian
Public Service executive contracts;
make other minor amendments to add clarity and
improve accountability, specifically:
i.

ii.

amending the definition of ‘public entity’ to
include advisory entities, ensuring that public
sector values and the applicable Code of Conduct
apply to members of these entities; and
expanding the Victorian Public Sector
Commissioner’s powers of delegation that are
currently limited in an inflexible manner.

In 2015, the Premier commissioned the Victorian Public
Sector Commission to review executive employment and
remuneration. The Review recommended the Right of Return
be removed because it:
i.

does not apply consistently across the executive
cohort;

ii.

undermines mobility between the VPS and the
public sector (as movement from the VPS to the
sector voids the Right of Return);

iii. is costly; and
iv.

is being used for other purposes such as reducing
executive numbers.

The Review also found that the five-year limit on executive
contract lengths incentivised a focus on short-term priorities

For the reasons outlined below, I am of the view that the Bill
is compatible with the Charter.
Right not to be discriminated against
Section 8 of the Charter establishes that every person has the
right to recognition as a person before the law and the right to
enjoy his or her human rights without discrimination. It also
establishes that every person is equal before the law and is
entitled to the equal protection of the law without
discrimination and has the right to equal and effective
protection against discrimination.
The Public Administration Act 2004 creates a framework of
principles and review processes relating to public sector and
public service employment. Section 8 establishes the public
sector employment principles. These require public sector
Body Heads to establish employment processes that will
ensure that:
employment decisions are based on merit;
public sector employees are treated fairly and
reasonably;
equal employment opportunity is provided;
human rights sets out in the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities are upheld;
public sector employees have a reasonable avenue of
redress against unfair or unreasonable treatment; and
in the case of public service bodies, the development of
a career public service is fostered.
Further, section 62 of The Public Administration Act 2004
empowers the Victorian Public Sector Commission to issue
standards concerning the application of public sector
employment principles. These standards include principles in
relation to fair and reasonable treatment, equal opportunity,
human rights, and providing a reasonable avenue for redress.
Clause 6 provides for a new section 36C of the Public
Administration Act 2004 to make clear that the public sector
employment principles apply to employment processes
relating to redundancies. In doing so the Bill enhances the
right not to be discriminated against when decisions are made
in relation to redundancy processes.
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Right to a fair hearing
Section 24 of the Charter establishes that a party to a civil
proceeding has the right to have the charge or proceeding
decided by a competent, independent and impartial court or
tribunal after a fair and public hearing.
Clause 6 will insert a new section 36O into the Public
Administration Act 2004 to provide a simple and accessible
mechanism for an employee to bring proceedings to enforce
their redundancy pay entitlement. The forum for such a claim
would be the Industrial Division of the Magistrates’ Court of
Victoria.
There is presently a jurisdictional limit of $100 000 for claims
in the Magistrates’ Court. Clause 12 provides for
consequential amendments to section 100(2A) of the
Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 to exempt claims for
enforcement of the redundancy pay entitlement from this limit.
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This includes prescribing redundancy pay entitlements,
introducing an enforcement mechanism and clarifying that
the existing Public Sector Employment Principles and any
associated standards apply to redundancy processes.
In addition, the Bill continues the implementation of the
Victorian Public Sector Commission’s Review of Victoria’s
Executive Officer Employment and Remuneration
Framework (VPSC Review). The Bill also makes a number
of amendments which seek to strengthen public sector
governance.
I call on the House to pass this Bill to ensure that these
reforms, which deliver the commitment by this Government to
enshrine public sector redundancy entitlements and which
strengthen the framework for good governance and
employment in the Victorian public sector, can be
bedded down.
I now turn to the Bill.

It is considered that by enshrining in legislation entitlements
that currently sit in policy and making explicit the ability of
an employee to bring proceedings to enforce such an
entitlement, the Bill is enhancing the right to a fair hearing.
Further, Clause 6 (by inserting a new section 36D) clarifies
that an employee is entitled to have an action taken within a
public service body that relates to their employment,
including redundancy, reviewed in accordance with the
Public Sector Employment Principles and any further
standard that may be issued under section 63 of the Public
Administration Act 2004.
In clarifying in legislation the applicability of these
administrative rights, the Bill ensures individuals receive a
fair hearing and due process in relation to issues of
redundancy.
Property rights
Section 20 of the Charter establishes that a person must not be
deprived of his or her property other than in accordance
with law.
In ensuring that employees have access to a simple and
accessible mechanism to bring proceedings to enforce their
redundancy pay entitlement, the Bill is enhancing the right not
to be deprived of property other than in accordance with law.
Hon. Martin Pakula, MP
Attorney-General
Minister for Racing

Second reading
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) (10:43) — I
move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
standing orders:
This Bill seeks to amend the Public Administration Act 2004
(Vic) (PAA) to give effect to this Government’s commitment
to formalise and ensure the enforceability of public sector
redundancy provisions currently set out in policy.

To give effect to the Government’s commitment, Part 2 of
this Bill enshrines redundancy pay entitlements for public
sector employees within the scope of entities covered by the
PAA, as set out in the Public Sector Industrial Relations
Policies (IR Policies).
Reflecting the coverage of the IR Policies, the redundancy
pay entitlement will apply to employees of public sector
bodies as defined by the PAA and other Victorian legislation.
This includes public health services, schools and TAFEs. The
entitlement will not apply to employees of public sector
bodies who are executives, nor will it apply to casual,
temporary or fixed term employees (other than in exceptional
circumstances).
Consistent with the IR Policies, the Bill provides for two
forms of redundancy entitlement: a Voluntary Departure
Package (VDP) and a Targeted Separation Package (TSP).
Employees who receive a VDP will have an enforceable right
to four weeks’ pay (irrespective of the length of their service
and in addition to notice or pay in lieu thereof), a lump sum
voluntary departure incentive of $10 000 (for a full-time
employee) and two weeks’ pay for each completed year of
continuous service (up to a maximum of 15 years).
Employees who receive a TSP will have an enforceable right
to four weeks’ pay (irrespective of the length of service), one
additional weeks’ pay if they are over 45 years of age and
have completed at least two years of continuous service, and
two weeks’ pay for each completed year of continuous
service up to a maximum of 10 years.
The Bill prescribes the way these entitlements should be
calculated to promote a consistent approach to the calculation
of redundancy entitlements. The approach reflects common
practice in the public sector.
Importantly, the Bill does not interfere with the independent
employment powers of public sector employers. This means
the amendments will not constrain the identification and
eligibility of employees for redundancy or legislatively
enshrine the current requirement that the separation packages
available under the IR Policies are Government benchmark
standards and are not to be exceeded.
These matters will continue to be dealt with in policy.
Requirements in relation to consultation, redeployment and
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support for affected employees will also continue in policy or
the relevant industrial instruments.
The Bill creates a simple, low-cost mechanism for employees
to bring a claim for payment of unpaid entitlements in the
Industrial Division of the Magistrates’ Court of Victoria.
Currently, claims in the Industrial Division are limited to
$100 000. The Bill allows for recovery of any amount to
which a public sector employee is entitled (and which is
unpaid) under the Bill’s redundancy provisions. Claims for
unpaid entitlements will generally not attract costs and a
claim may be brought by an employee, former employee or
by an employee representative organisation entitled to
represent the employee’s interests. The enforcement
mechanism will be limited to claims regarding unpaid
entitlements. Decisions relating to redundancy more broadly
(such as whether a redundancy is a genuine redundancy) will
not be subject to challenge in the Magistrates’ Court.
As part of the formalisation of public sector redundancy
entitlements, the Bill also clarifies that the existing Public
Sector Employment Principles apply to employment
processes involving redundancy, on which they are
currently silent.
The effect of this measure is to put it beyond doubt that public
sector employees subject to employment processes relating to
redundancy are to be treated in a fair, reasonable and
non-discriminatory manner and that an employee of a public
sector body may seek review of an employment action
relating to redundancy. This will mean that public sector
employers will be required to provide an avenue for redress
against unfair treatment in redundancy matters.
These amendments do not disturb the existing exclusion from
review of matters, such as unfair dismissal claims, which are
more appropriately deal with by a tribunal such as the Fair
Work Commission.
The VPS executive cohort is critical to leading our public
institutions and delivering high quality services for
Victorians. VPS executives are employed in departments,
Administrative Offices and other bodies designated as VPS
employers by specific legislative reference. Arrangements for
their employment must be clear and simple, as well as
attractive and suited to building the workforce the VPS needs.
To support these objectives, in 2015 the Premier
commissioned the VPSC to review executive employment
and remuneration arrangements. The Review recommended
changes to improve Victoria’s executive offering, promote
mobility and support the development of a professional,
career executive cohort. The Premier agreed to many of the
Review’s recommendations, including all recommendations
relating to the nature of executive employment.
Part 3 of this Bill implements two key recommendations from
the VPSC’s Review.
First, the Bill implements the removal of the Right of Return,
which currently entitles VPS executives who were formerly
VPS non-executive staff, and who have since been
continuously employed as VPS executives, to a VPS
non-executive role if their contract is not renewed or is
terminated for any reason other than misconduct.
The VPSC’s Review recommended that the Right of Return
be removed because it (i) does not apply consistently across
the executive cohort; (ii) undermines mobility between the
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VPS and the public sector (as movement from the VPS to the
sector voids the Right of Return); (iii) is costly; and (iv) is
being used for other purposes such as reducing executive
numbers. The removal of the Right of Return therefore enacts
this recommendation from the VPSC’s Review.
Current eligible VPS executives will retain an entitlement to
the Right of Return for the term of their current contract.
Employers will, however, be unable to extend current
contract terms to enable the Right of Return to be retained as
an entitlement or vary current contracts to include additional
entitlements being established in policy. Instead, employers
wishing to retain executives will need to provide new
contracts once the term of the current contract has expired.
The Bill also implements the removal of the five-year limit on
executive contract lengths. The VPSC’s Review found that
the limitation incentivised a focus on short-term priorities to
the expense of long-term outcomes and stewardship and
recommended that barriers to longer contracts be removed.
The removal of the five-year limit will allow for open-ended
contracts while preserving an employer’s flexibility to use
fixed term contracts where necessary and to terminate without
cause upon appropriate notice being given.
This Bill also seeks to strengthen public sector governance.
Part 4 of this Bill makes a couple of amendments to the PAA
which seek to achieve this by adding clarity and improving
accountability.
The Bill amends the definition of ‘public entity’ to include
advisory entities. This ensures that public sector values and
the applicable Code of Conduct applies to members of
advisory entities in the same way they do to directors of other
Victorian Government entities. The Bill also modifies the
public entity duties for advisory entities to ensure that the
duties are proportionate to the functions of advisory entities.
The Bill also expands the Victorian Public Sector
Commissioner’s power of delegation. The PAA currently
limits the ability of the VPSC to delegate their statutory
functions, requiring either the Premier or Governor in Council
to appoint an Acting Commissioner.
This is an inflexible arrangement that creates operational
difficulties in times of unplanned absences or for short
periods of leave, where there is no time to implement formal
acting arrangements. The Bill therefore relaxes the limitations
on the Commissioner’s power of delegation so that the
Commissioner may delegate powers to senior VPSC staff for
short periods of time.
I commend this Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 20 June.
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ADVANCING THE TREATY PROCESS
WITH ABORIGINAL VICTORIANS
BILL 2018
Second reading
Debate resumed from 5 June; motion of
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Aboriginal Affairs).
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) (10:44) — It is a
pleasure to recommence my contribution on the
Advancing the Treaty Process with Aboriginal
Victorians Bill 2018. At the time before we paused for
the adjournment debate I was reflecting on the Closing
the Gap report, and it is significant in the conversation
about treaty and the broader context of where, as a state
and as a nation, we are going in terms of better living
standards, conditions and support for Indigenous
Victorians and Indigenous Australians. I had cause to
reflect on the statement by former Prime Minister Kevin
Rudd about those ambitions for closing the gap. In one
of the lines of his contribution and speech he said:
A future where we harness the determination of all
Australians, Indigenous and non-Indigenous, to close the gap
that lies between us in life expectancy, educational
achievement and economic opportunity.

They are great ambitions, and to measure that against
how we are performing as a state and as a nation we
have a yearly audit on whether we are closing the gap.
But sadly we have not lived up to those ambitions and
the lofty standards and expectations of that first
report — expectations of all Victorians and all
Australians — to get the best outcomes for all
Indigenous Victorians. The only metric that we are
meeting in Victoria as a state at the moment is in early
childhood education, and we are barely meeting it; we
are on track. When we think about some of those
standards around mortality, education, health outcomes
and employment, it is a broad range. We are barely
meeting one metric. We have to reflect as a state on
how we can get to those goals and those ambitions,
because to do anything less is to really not support our
Indigenous Victorians well enough, acknowledge the
past challenges or improve for the future.
How does that fit into the context of the discussion
around treaty? I think the member for Essendon
eloquently reflected on it being difficult for legislators
who have never faced discrimination — who do not
have a line of connection to the 2000 generations of
Indigenous Australians, the longest known civilisation
in the world — to have that understanding. It is a
challenge to have empathy, but it is about listening, it is
about reflecting as a community on what we want to
achieve and it is about self-determination for
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Indigenous Victorians. And I think that is the key in
this treaty discussion. The notion that it was going to be
a simple pathway to travel was never going to be the
case. It was going to be a challenge. It was going to
need a lot of work to bring all the different clans
together around the notion of a single treaty in Victoria.
It is hard work to meet expectations but also to provide
a linchpin that drives better outcomes for our
communities into the future.
If we reflect on the New Zealand example just across
the Tasman and the treaty that is in place there, I know
that in that example international law had progressed a
bit more up until the treaty in 1840, but the example has
been set there for the acknowledgement of all things,
whether it is in constitution, in treaty and even in the
national anthem of New Zealand. That is opposed to
what Senator Pat Dodson reflected on in his first speech
in the federal Parliament. He made a reference that I
want to raise here because it covers off on that issue. He
talked about ‘a cult of forgetfulness … on a national
scale’, and I think that really encapsulates some of the
challenges that we face in our education system.
The stories that we tell and our history are heavily
geared toward colonialism, and I even see that in the
schools that I visit. I represent over 20 schools in the
Mordialloc electorate. Of course the name of the
electorate of Mordialloc is a compound of Indigenous
phrases — ‘Little creek by the sea’ is a rough
interpretation — and none of our primary or secondary
students have that understanding about the
2000 generations that came before them. In our modern
Australian democracy and society, where we have
5 million people who were born overseas, this is
something to cherish and celebrate. It is of great interest
to our community to know that some 300 to 400 years
ago the Carrum Carrum Swamp, half of which is in my
electorate, was a pristine hunting and community
gathering place for Indigenous Australians. There was
an abundance of wealth and resources there that
sustained life for centuries and centuries and centuries.
There is little knowledge of that having been right on
our doorstep, right in our community, and so even the
way in which we are teaching history in Australia and
in a modern democracy like Victoria has to change.
We have to also confront the difficulties of our past and
the atrocities that were committed years ago. We do
that: each and every year we pay our deepest held
respects to the people who have served in our
community across the generations. I do not see why we
should not also acknowledge some of the challenges
and some of the atrocities that happened 200 years ago
in our country. It is something that we have to confront.
It is something that people should talk about. But to just
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not acknowledge it and not have that empathy and
understanding is half the challenge that we face, and to
build that empathy and understanding is to listen to how
those challenges then linger with the lack of recognition
of Indigenous Australians in our constitution, with the
lack of a treaty in Victoria or on a national scale and
with the fact that we are still not meeting those
important outcomes in Indigenous health, education,
employment and mortality.

children were forcibly removed from their families and
communities. The children were placed at risk of
physical and sexual abuse in institutions, church
missions and foster homes. According to some
commentators who are more learned in the correct
language to use to describe what happened in our
country, these policies amounted to genocide under
international law and the laws were racially
discriminatory.

Some people might simplistically say, ‘What does a
treaty deliver? Will a treaty help us reach any of the
Closing the Gap milestones?’. It is not about that; it is
about setting the values of future governments and
future parliaments so that we always — just like with
the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities in
Victoria — put the interests and needs of our first
peoples front and centre in our legislation and in the
work that we do. I think that is the ambition of a treaty.
We might disagree at the moment. We might need to do
some more work on where that lands, the various
models and how the representative bodies will work, but
that is okay. This was always going to be a hard
journey; this was always going to be a hard path towards
achieving a treaty and achieving those outcomes.

It is not a happy past, our relationship with Aboriginal
Australians. Today Aboriginal people have a national
imprisonment rate that is 15 times higher than that of
other people. Attendance rates at school and academic
attainment results are not improving under Closing the
Gap policies. The average life expectancy of
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people is 10 years
less than that of non-Indigenous Australians. We have a
problem in our country, and it is our problem.

So let us bring on that discussion. Let us be positive and
constructive, because I think the work here and what is
at stake are too important to miss another opportunity
and then leave it to another parliament. Let us do it in
the 58th Parliament; let us get this underway and let us
deliver the better outcomes and recognition that should
have been delivered years ago for our Indigenous
Victorians.
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) (10:52) — It is
indeed an honour to speak on the Advancing the Treaty
Process with Aboriginal Victorians Bill 2018. I would
like to begin by acknowledging the traditional owners
of the land on which we are gathered today and paying
my deep respect to their elders both past and present. I
would also like to acknowledge the member for
Northcote, who is the first Aboriginal woman to take
her place in the august chambers of the Parliament of
Victoria and to say that her election was about time too.
It was really time that that happened as well, because
this house should be about representing — looking
like — our community.
I am going to start by talking about how Aboriginal
people, the original inhabitants of this land, are believed
to have lived in Australia for up to 60 000 years. That is
over 2000 generations. In the 1950s, following more
than 150 years of violence against and dispossession of
Aboriginal people, Australia formally adopted a policy
of assimilation and as many as one in three Aboriginal

I have heard from those opposite, the very few people
that have spoken on this bill, that this is not the right
thing to do and it is not the right time as there are other
concerns. Yes, there are other issues that we need to
face — I have just spoken about them — but I truly
believe it is time to have a treaty with Aboriginal
people. For those opposite, I am going to read a quote. I
would rarely quote this person.
We have never fully made peace with the first Australians.
This is the stain on our soul. [Until we have acknowledged]
that this land was as Aboriginal [in 1788] as it is Australian
now … we will be an incomplete nation and a torn people.

That was Tony Abbott speaking. I say to those opposite
who think they are not ready for a treaty: just take a
moment to think about what he is actually saying —
that actually we know that when Aboriginal people are
in control of their lives we are likely to see outcomes
that make for happier, more successful and more
prosperous lives and hopefully a more inclusive, kinder
society too. This is why this legislation is important, so
that people can repair their souls, so that we are not torn
apart as a country and so that we are more inclusive,
more understanding and a society where Aboriginal
people can hold their heads up high and look forward to
the future with some hope.
I have read the comments of the minister. I also went
back and had a look at Kevin Rudd’s sorry speech, and
over and over again we see these commentaries about
unresolved disputes, unresolved feelings, unfinished
business and the fact that we have not got onto this
business in the past. This treaty process that has been
undertaken by this government has been the most
extensive and inclusive process of its kind in harnessing
the voice of Aboriginal Victorians. Consultations have
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been undertaken with the Victorian Aboriginal
community for more than two years and the process has
engaged over 7000 Aboriginal Victorians, who have
strongly supported the push for treaty in the state. This
would be a historic move, but it is timely — it is more
than past its time. It is time to bring this bill before this
Parliament, pass it and commit to the treaty process
with Victorian Aboriginals.
If you need any further reason for thinking that this is
the right thing to do, go back and have a look at the day
the Aboriginal leaders were in this house and actually
spoke to us about what they think this process has been
about and what it means to them. Jill Gallagher, who
has led this process, said:
Treaties are necessary for the recognition of the wrongs done
to our people and the promotion of their fundamental human
rights. Treaties are an opportunity to recast the relationship
between Aboriginal Victorians, non-Aboriginal Victorians
and governments. This journey towards treaty has brought
together traditional owners, families and clans from across the
state. They have been and will continue to be at the heart of
this journey.

This is a very, very important process, and I say again
to those people who think it is not the correct thing to
do at this point in time: go back to your history books
and have a look at the number one pop hit in 1990.
What was it? The Yothu Yindi song called Treaty. I
must admit I used to bop along to this and sing it with
my kids, but it goes to show how far you have to go
back to think that people were starting to talk about this.
When you read the lyrics of this song — and it is really
well worth going and reading the lyrics of this song —
what it says is:
Words are easy, words are cheap
Much cheaper than our priceless land
But promises can disappear
Just like writing in the sand.

It goes on:
Promises disappear — priceless land — destiny
Well I heard it on the radio
And I saw it on the television
But promises can be broken
Just like writing in the sand.

Today with this bill is an opportunity to make sure that
our commitment to the treaty process, our promises to
the Aboriginal people, are not written in sand but
written in law. I commend the minister for bringing this
bill to the house and for her incredible hard work, and I
wish the bill a very speedy passage.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.
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QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Energy prices
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) (11:01) — My
question is to the Premier. The Children’s Protection
Society has a 120-year history of preventing child
abuse and neglect of Victoria’s children. Yesterday in
an appeal to their supporters headed ‘Mummy, I’m so
Cold’, they launched a fundraising drive to help
vulnerable families pay their energy bills, stating:
The reality facing many clients … is a long, freezing winter.
That means babies, toddlers, mums and dads going without
sufficient heating in their homes.

Premier, how is it that Victoria has come to this: that
charities are having to beg for funds simply to keep
struggling families and children from freezing over
winter because of soaring energy bills under your
government?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (11:02) — I thank the
Leader of the Opposition for his question. It is a sad
fact that some in our community this winter will
experience extreme hardship, and that is something that
I think all of us can be saddened by and indeed
motivated to do something about. Whilst energy bills
are one component of that, there are many different
drivers of the sort of insecurity, the sort of
impoverishment, the sort of disadvantage that the
Leader of the Opposition and the group he quotes is
directly referring to. It might be, for instance, the fact
that a member of the family is a victim of family
violence. It might be that, for a range of other reasons,
insecurity about their accommodation drives the sort of
disadvantage —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — I thought it was about
disadvantage —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Eltham
and the member for Gembrook are warned. Before
calling the Leader of the Opposition, I ask members to
cease interjecting, particularly when members are on
their feet or when I am in the middle of a ruling. I will
not hesitate to remove members who interrupt the
smooth running of question time. The Leader of the
Opposition has the call.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance. I asked the Premier a question on energy
and energy prices and charities fundraising to pay
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people’s energy bills. There was a quote about energy,
and I would ask you to bring the Premier back to
answering the question, which was about energy
prices in Victoria.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition is correct. The question did involve those
matters, but the actual question was a broad one: how is
it that Victoria has come to this? I ask the Premier to
continue answering the question.
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asked by the Leader of the Opposition. The government
has increased utility relief payments from $500 to $650
directly to support those families that the Leader of the
Opposition pretends — quite obviously pretends — to
care about. There are a raft of different measures that
the government has taken to support those who are the
most disadvantaged in our community, and I am more
than happy to have that record of investment and
compassion compared to those opposite.
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr ANDREWS — As I was saying, there are,
sadly, some in our community who will do it very
tough this winter for a range of different reasons. Yes, I
am fully prepared to concede the point that the Leader
of the Opposition has made, at least in broad terms, that
utility bills and other imposts do in fact drive some of
that disadvantage. There are many different causes of
that disadvantage though, and I think it would be
unwise to —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — Well, apparently according to
those opposite, the champions of the disadvantaged, it
is only one bill. If the Leader of the Opposition wanted
to have a look at the budget, he could see an increase in
the concessions budget —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I renew my earlier
warning to members.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance. I again renew my point of order about the
relevance of the Premier answering a question about
energy prices and energy policies, which have led
charities to now beg for money to pay people’s energy
bills. I am not asking the Premier —

The SPEAKER — The member for Eltham has
been warned.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) (11:06) —
Mr Keith Shalders, an aged pensioner from Ararat, has
seen his gas bill jump by over 20 per cent each year for
the last three years and has now been forced into
financial hardship simply to pay these energy bills.
Premier, what have you got to say to Victorians like
Keith Shalders? Do you stand by your government’s
claim that Hazelwood closing — for electricity costs —
would only cost people like Mr Shalders less than $1 a
week?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (11:06) — My message
to the individual that the Leader of the Opposition
quotes is that we will continue to improve and increase
concessions available to those who are on fixed and
limited incomes. We will continue to put more supply
into the energy market to put downward pressure on
prices. We will continue to make sure that those in the
energy market treat the most vulnerable fairly —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for Police
and the member for Polwarth!

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Premier
and the Deputy Leader of the Opposition will
come to order.
Mr Guy — I am not asking the Premier anything
else but a question in relation to energy policy and
energy prices reflecting on disadvantaged families.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Premier to
come back to answering the question.
Mr ANDREWS — Energy concessions —
concessions paid to low-income families — are directly
relevant to meeting the costs of energy in those
households. So it too is directly relevant to the question

Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, I did ask the Premier — and he is halfway
through his answer — whether he stood by his claim
that for people like Mr Shalders the electricity policies
under this government would cost people like him in
fact less than $1 a week. I ask you to bring the Premier
back to answering that question.
The SPEAKER — I understand the point of order
that the Leader of the Opposition has raised, although
the question was, ‘What have you got to say to
Victorians like the gentleman that the Leader of the
Opposition had mentioned?’, so the Premier is being
responsive to the question.
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Mr ANDREWS — As I was saying, we will
continue to provide support to those who are the most
vulnerable — for instance, 280 000 Victorian
customers on costly standing offers who receive,
because of a direct result of this government’s
intervention in a market that is slavishly supported by
those opposite, between $254 and $720. If the Leader
of the Opposition wants to peg Hazelwood’s closure —
a decision by a private company — to gas prices, he is
very obviously on the wrong tram.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER (11:08) — Order! The member for
Hawthorn and the member for Essendon will leave the
chamber for the period of 1 hour. Members will be sent
from the chamber if they shout across the chamber in
that manner.
Honourable members for Hawthorn and Essendon
withdrew from chamber.

Ministers statements: Metro Tunnel
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (11:08) — I am
delighted to update the house on the biggest public
transport project since the city loop — the Metro
Tunnel. Whether this government is removing
50 dangerous, congested, indeed tragically deadly level
crossings or upgrading every passenger rail line across
regional Victoria or extending and improving the
Hurstbridge line, the Mernda line — it is a long list of
investments. But at the centre of those investments is
the Metro Tunnel: five new stations, 9 kilometres of
track, 7000 jobs, a turn-up-and-go public transport
system so that you can not only throw away the
timetable — you won’t need one — but you can leave
the car at home as well because it will be reliable. It
will be a world-class public transport system for one of
the world’s great cities.
Indeed there are benefits not just for metropolitan
Melbourne, there are benefits for the entirety of the
state. Today I was pleased to visit what will be the site
of Anzac station with the Minister for Public Transport
and Minister for Major Projects to see the incredible
progress that our team have made down there over
these last 18 months. This project is fully a year ahead
of schedule, and the travel time savings from the
modelling that has been done by the authority are
absolutely fantastic. To think that you will be able to
get where you need to go more frequently and much
faster — you won’t just be able to throw away the train
timetable, you can throw away the bus timetable and
the tram timetable too. Because if you were, for
instance, going to the Parkville precinct to the
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university, to a medical research institute, to the
comprehensive cancer centre, to the Royal Melbourne
Hospital then you will be able to get a direct train all the
way there — no need for a tram or a bus. More trains
more often, more jobs, getting things done, delivering
for all Victorians: that is what this project is about.

Energy prices
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) (11:11) — My
question is to the Premier. Doyles hotel in Mordialloc is
a popular local pub. This year its power bills have
jumped from $8000 a month in May to a new contract
of $24 000 a month starting in June — the best they
could obtain after shopping around. Pub owner Robbie
Beaton has said, ‘Under Labor it is becoming
impossible to do business in this state anymore’.
Premier, with power costs rising as sharply as this, how
do you expect local pubs like Doyles to stay open and
find the wages for their staff when your policies are
making them pay the highest power bills ever?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (11:11) — I am very
pleased to see the Leader of the Opposition’s
new-found support for this particular business owner.
He has not always been supported by those opposite, it
would seem. His ambitions have been somewhat
thwarted it would seem by those opposite.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — No, no — a very serious issue. I
just would —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — Well, you didn’t vote for him,
mate.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! When the house comes
to order!
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, I have asked a serious question about a
business whose power bills have tripled. It is not a
juvenile slug fest from the Premier. I am asking —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER (11:12) — Order! I have warned
members about shouting across the chamber when
people are making points of order. The member for
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Footscray and the member for Warrandyte will leave
the chamber for the period of 1 hour.
Honourable members for Footscray and
Warrandyte withdrew from chamber.
Mr Guy — I have asked a straightforward question
about a business whose power bills have tripled. I ask
you to bring the Premier to answer the question, rather
than to belittle the man involved.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Premier to
come back to answering the question.
Mr ANDREWS — Absolutely, Speaker. There is
no belittling the person quoted or the business he runs
or his staff or anybody in that community, so you are
simply wrong on that, and if we need a lecture on
statesmanship we will not be going to you. On the issue
of support for businesses, I am more than happy to
provide the Leader of the Opposition with a
comprehensive list of decisions we have made over
several budgets to provide direct and tailored support,
whether it be to small businesses, medium or large
businesses that are dealing with the challenges of
energy policy. In relation to gas, which the Leader of
the Opposition speaks about, I reject his assertion that
policies of this government have contributed to that —
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, my question was around electricity. It did not
feature gas at all. So the only person full of gas might
be the Premier.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask people at the table
to assist with the smooth running of the house — both
sides of the table. The Premier to come back to
answering the question.
Mr ANDREWS — The previous question was
blaming me for the closure of Hazelwood gas station.
The Hazelwood gas station was my fault a minute ago.
I think, really, it is a bit hard almost to follow the
questions put forward by the Leader of the Opposition.
There are a range of dedicated targeted supports for
businesses that are finding it difficult in relation to the
current energy market. They relate to electricity and to
gas. They relate to both. I am more than happy to have
the Minister for Industry and Employment and the
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
correspond with the Leader of the Opposition detailing
those things for him.
Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr ANDREWS — Well, I thought you wanted an
answer. But I thoroughly reject the assertion in the
Leader of the Opposition’s question that, for instance,
more electricity supply as a direct result of this
government’s renewable energy policy has driven up
prices. I reject that.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Leader of The
Nationals to assist in the smooth running of the house.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, I did not
ask the Premier about ministers sending me a letter or
about electricity supply. I asked about the tripling of
bills at a pub and how other pubs are expected to pay
similar bills under this man’s premiership. I have asked
a very straightforward question. He has not come back
to the answer once.
The SPEAKER — I understand the point —
Mr Lim interjected.
The SPEAKER (11:16) — Order! The member for
Clarinda will leave the chamber for a period of 1 hour. I
will not have members shouting across the chamber
when I am making a ruling. The Premier is being
responsive to the question asked.
Honourable member for Clarinda withdrew from
chamber.
Mr ANDREWS — The total amount of electricity
supply is directly related to pricing. If the Leader of the
Opposition does not understand that, then I think he is
most certainly in need of correspondence from relevant
ministers, and that is what I will provide him with.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) (11:16) —
Oxford Cold Storage, a family-owned cold storage
business storing basic supermarket produce, is located
in Laverton, has been operating since 1975 and
employs 400 workers. Their annual energy cost for
2018 will be up by over 206 per cent — $3.1 million
more than 2017. Premier, what is it going to take for
your government to do something about spiralling
energy costs? Do these businesses have to close and
these workers have to lose their jobs before you finally
accept that shutting Hazelwood has not led to power
prices falling as you told people they would?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (11:17) — I would draw
the Leader of the Opposition’s attention to the fact that
the government has provided some $90 million in direct
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assistance for businesses, large and small, to deal with
the challenges in the energy market at the moment, and
I would be —
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thousands of workers, and that is the alternative policy
of those opposite to put a halt to this project. They
have already written to the contractors flagging
that intention.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — Well, there is $90 million to
support businesses impacted, affected, by those
challenges, and I am more than happy to provide,
through the Leader of the Opposition, anyone he
pretends to care about with that information.
The SPEAKER — Before calling the Minister for
Public Transport, there are some members in this place
who continue to shout consistently. I warn them that
they will be removed from the chamber.

Ministers statements: Metro Tunnel
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport)
(11:18) — I am very pleased to add to the comments
the Premier made earlier about the significant benefits
the Metro Tunnel project will bring to our metropolitan
and regional public transport networks. Of course we
know the major benefit of investing and delivering in
the Metro Tunnel is that it will unlock the city loop. It
will provide for a dramatic increase in the number of
passengers we can move in and out and through the city
every single day. It is estimated that we will see an
uplift and capacity improvements that will provide for
71 per cent more passenger movements during the peak
hour as a result of the Metro Tunnel.
The Premier also spoke about the travel time savings
that will also come as a result of the delivery of the
Metro Tunnel. It is estimated that we will see people
saving up to 50 minutes each day in travelling to the
new train station destinations in St Kilda Road at the
Anzac station and in Parkville as well. For example, if
you are travelling from Cranbourne or Pakenham up to
visit a family member at the Alfred hospital, it is
estimated that that will save you in a two-way trip
around 50 minutes each time you make that visit.
This will also see travel saving times for regional
passengers. If you are travelling from, say, Bendigo or
Ballarat and you want to get to Melbourne University
or visit someone in one of those hospitals around that
important precinct, you will also get travel saving times
as well. Whether it is in regional Victoria in the
upgrading of every passenger line or in metropolitan
Melbourne, where we are delivering significant works,
we are getting on and getting it done.
There is an alternative to the Metro Tunnel, an
alternative that will grind this project to a halt, cause
years of delay, cause massive confusion and lay off

Energy prices
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) (11:20) — My
question is to the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change. Minister, recent Victorian energy and
water ombudsman reports show a 24 per cent increase
in electricity and gas disconnections from December
2017 to March 2018. Minister, given gas prices have
already risen by up to $500 since June 2016 and with
energy prices now the highest they have ever been,
what are you doing to ensure vulnerable Victorians are
not disconnected from their energy supply as they
struggle to heat their homes this winter?
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) (11:21) — I thank
the member for Caulfield for his question. We need to
take stock of the fact that when those opposite were in
government they actually did nothing, nothing to
prepare and plan for —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr M. O’Brien — On a point of order, Speaker, to
avoid the minister misleading the house, she might
recall that it was actually the Liberals and Nationals
who doubled the electricity concession from six months
to 12 months, something Labor never did in 11 years in
government. It did nothing.
The SPEAKER (11:22) — Order! There is no point
of order, but I do ask the minister to come back to
answering the question.
Before calling the minister, can I acknowledge Mr Peter
Hall, a former member of the other place, in the
chamber today.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — It is nice to know that those
opposite actually copied an election commitment of
ours. But putting that aside, people who are struggling
with their energy bills know which party actually
delivers the assistance that they need to better manage
their energy costs. The plans that we have got in place,
the decisions that we have announced go to a whole
array of issues to do with the energy market: number
one of course, importantly, is to ensure that we have got
more energy supply coming into the system, because we
know that with more energy supply we actually get
prices coming down. That is the commitment that we
are making, and we are actually getting on with
doing that.
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We sat down with the three large energy retailers —
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about the 24 per cent increase in people who are
suffering under her government.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I am struggling to hear
the minister’s answer over the shouting from the other
side of the chamber. Members will be removed from
the chamber.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — We met with the three large
energy retailers late last year and demanded of them
that they actually present better deals for consumers.
What that meant was that those people, a quarter of a
million Victorians on very costly standing offers, were
going to get a rebate under the agreement that our
government struck with those three energy retailer
companies, and today those very customers are
enjoying those rebates as we speak. From 1 January to
the end of this year those people, 285 000 Victorians,
will be saving between $250 and $720 on their energy
bills — gas and electricity — as we speak. This is
absolutely important.
We do not stop there. Utility relief grants have gone up
for the first time in 10 years. The last time they went up
it was a Labor government that was sitting on this side
of the house. Those opposite failed to prepare when
they were in government. They had the opportunity to
prepare and better manage our energy supplies so we
could actually put downward pressure on energy bills.
They failed to do that.
Mr Southwick — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is obviously disconnected from reality. I ask
you to bring her back to answering the question.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Members will come to
order. I ask the member to take his seat. Members are
entitled to take a point of order in silence, but I ask
them to do so in the correct form and not use it as an
opportunity to attack members opposite.
Mr Pakula interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Attorney-General is
warned.
Mr Southwick — On the point of order, Speaker, I
ask you to bring the minister back to answering the
question. We are talking about the 24 per cent increase
in people that have been disconnected thanks to the
escalating power prices from this government. We want
to know what this minister is doing about it and what
this government is doing about it — not writing letters
and having meetings, but what she is actually doing

The SPEAKER — Order! The minister is being
relevant to the question.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — We also need to remember
that we are actually making it easier for people to shop
around and get the best prices possible. Thus far seven
out of 10 Victorians are paying too much for their
energy bill, as we speak. That is why we are
incentivising people and making it easier for people to
go online. Later this year it will be made available —
seven out of 10 people will be able to actually get
cheaper household bills.
We have also changed the financial hardship
parameters and the framework of energy retailers,
making it harder for them to disconnect people from
their power supply, giving people every opportunity to
save and stay connected to their energy.
Supplementary question
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) (11:26) — Minister,
in 2016 you said Labor’s energy policies would have a
major impact on domestic energy costs. In fact
you said:
There will be no cost to households and business before 2020,
and after that we talking about price increases in the order of
cents per week.

Minister, given there are so many examples of
businesses and families who are struggling to meet the
increased cost of gas and electricity, will you now
finally admit that you were wrong and finally do
something to help Victorian families struggling with the
highest energy bills ever?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The members for
Gembrook and Sunbury!
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) (11:27) — I thank
the member for his supplementary question, and I will
say from the outset that he is absolutely wrong and
absolutely misinformed. He has taken some quote out
of context, when I was speaking about our Victorian —
Mr Southwick — On a point of order, Speaker, I
am happy to make the quote available to the house, in
which the minister said in an article on the
RenewEconomy website that:
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There will be no cost to households and business before 2020,
and after that we talking about price increases in the order of
cents per week.

I am able to table the document.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member can make
that document available to the house.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — I think it is the member for
Caulfield who is actually misleading the house, because
that quote was about the Victorian renewable energy
target (VRET) scheme, and this government went on to
make a decision to fully fund the cost of the VRET
scheme from government finances, not from
consumers. So the member for Caulfield is absolutely
wrong again. He has had four years almost in this
portfolio, and he is none the wiser in terms of which
side of the house will actually have the interests of
consumers ahead of the pathetic politics and lack of
knowledge of those on the other side, when it comes to
what is best for consumers.
Mr Southwick — On a point of order, Speaker, I
would ask you to bring the minister back to answering
the question. I am unsure whether the VRET is or is not
part of her energy policy. The question was specifically
about the energy policies which are affecting the cost of
living for all Victorians, and now the minister is saying
VRET has nothing to do with her energy policies. Is it
or is it not part of the energy policies that this minister
is part of — yes or no?
The SPEAKER — Has the minister concluded her
answer? The minister has concluded her answer.

Ministers statements: Metro Tunnel
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) (11:29) — I rise to advise
the house on the delivery of the Metro Tunnel and the
transformative effect it will have upon the Victorian
economy. The idea of the Metro Tunnel has been
around for quite some time; in fact about a decade. Ten
years ago it was identified by Sir Rod Eddington as a
vital project, but now it is well underway. This morning
the Minister for Public Transport and the Premier were
out there at what will be Anzac station, where
construction has already commenced.
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Firstly, set your priorities by listening to the experts;
secondly, make sure those priorities are clear to
Victorians when you ask for their support; and thirdly,
of course get on and do what you promised that you
would do.
There was a time of course when those opposite
spruiked an alternative project, the Melbourne rail link.
And just as the Metro Tunnel is a symbol of a
government that goes out and does what it says it would
do, for those opposite the Melbourne rail link was a
project that they just made up as they went along. It was
a cut-price, shonky imitation of a rail project. Contrast
that to Melbourne Metro, which will save commuters
up to 50 minutes.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer will
resume his seat. I am struggling to hear the Treasurer’s
statement.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is now departing from making a ministers
statement and is proceeding to debate issues. I ask you
to bring him back to conformity with sessional orders.
The SPEAKER — The Treasurer to come back to
making a statement.
Mr PALLAS — Well, Speaker, as I was saying,
this project will save commuters up to 50 minutes, and
it will boost the Victorian economy and it will create
jobs. Unlike those opposite, who had no plan for where
the stations were going to go and had no idea about an
airport rail link or when it would be built —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Box
Hill on a point of order.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, yet again
we are seeing a minister defying your rulings and
returning straightaway to debating issues. I ask you to
bring the Treasurer back into order.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer to use his
remaining time to make a statement.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer will
resume his seat. I ask members not to shout across the
chamber.
Mr PALLAS — This is a fantastic milestone, and it
demonstrates that as a government we are about
epitomising our approach to delivering infrastructure.

Mr PALLAS — Under our plans to enhance the
network this government intends to replace thousands
of useless wooden sleepers, unlike those opposite.

Ballarat rail line
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) (11:32) — My question
is to the Minister for Public Transport. Can the minister
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update the house on the $513 million Ballarat line
upgrade, noting —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Melton
will resume his seat. The member for Bass on a point
of order.
Mr Paynter — On a point of order, Speaker, it is a
sad, sad reflection on this government in particular
when this lying thief —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order!
Mr Paynter — when this lying thief gets to sit in
this chamber, let alone ask a question. A very sad
reflection.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER (11:33) — Order! The member for
Bass knows that is an inappropriate point of order, and
he has included imputations in that point of order. The
member for Bass will leave the chamber for the period
of 1 hour.
The SPEAKER — The member for Melton on his
question.
Mr NARDELLA — Can the minister update the
house on the $513 million Ballarat line upgrade, noting
any upcoming occupations —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Bass!
Honourable member for Bass withdrew from
chamber.
Mr NARDELLA — and the plans in place for
passengers while these works are being undertaken?
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport)
(11:34) — I thank the member for Melton for his
question. He, like our other members along the Ballarat
rail corridor —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER (11:34) — I ask the minister to
resume her seat. The member for Caulfield will leave
the chamber for the period of 1 hour.
Honourable member for Caulfield withdrew from
chamber.
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The SPEAKER — The subject matter of this
question is of some interest to the Victorian
community. I think the minister is entitled to answer
the question.
Ms ALLAN — It is most certainly of great interest
to those passengers on the Ballarat rail corridor as we
get on and undertake a significant and major upgrade
along the Ballarat rail line, a project that is going to
duplicate 18 kilometres of track between Deer Park
West and Melton. It is going to see new stations. It is
going to see platform extensions and additions along
areas like Bacchus Marsh and Ballan. This is the work
that needs to be done so that we can run more services
more efficiently between Ballarat and the city.
I can advise passengers on the Ballarat line that they do
need to plan their journey over the next month or so as
work really does step up and another construction blitz
is undertaken. There will be a series of occupations
over the coming month whilst workers work around the
clock to do this really important work. And can I thank
those workers — we have got more than 350 people
who will be working around the clock from Saturday,
16 June, to Wednesday, 20 June. This is so we can get
in and get a lot of work done very quickly to minimise
the disruption to passengers as we deliver this project.
There will be coaches replacing those train services
from Ballarat, Ararat and Maryborough.
Why have we got trains in Ararat and Maryborough?
Because Labor governments reopened the rail line to
Ararat and Maryborough, something that —
An honourable member — Who closed those
lines?
Ms ALLAN — Who? Well, it was a
Liberal-National government that closed those lines and
a Labor government that reopened them and put extra
services in. I can advise the member that there is
upcoming occupation of the line and those services,
those bus replacement services, will be on offer.
However, trains will continue to run from Caroline
Springs to Southern Cross station during these works.
We thank the workers for doing this work. We also
thank passengers for their patience during this
disruption period while we get on and make a
significant improvement to the Ballarat rail line.
Supplementary question
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) (11:36) — Can the
minister detail how the Ballarat line upgrade will
improve transport services for people in the
Melton electorate?

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and MINISTERS STATEMENTS
1788

ASSEMBLY

Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport)
(11:36) — The work we are doing — I mentioned
before the duplication of track, the new stations, the
additional platforms at Bacchus Marsh, Ballan and
Wendouree — is all designed so we can carry more
passengers. The Ballarat line is our second busiest rail
line on the regional network and there is growing
demand for services there, so we will be providing for
that. These works provide for that extra capacity, for
those extra passengers, but also they will enable
additional extra services in the morning and
afternoon peaks, plus a train every 40 minutes in the
off-peak for the growing communities between
Ballarat and Melbourne.
That is exactly why we are making this big
investment — so we can run more train services along
the Ballarat line to bring more people not just into the
city but for people travelling back out into regional
Victoria as well. This project will deliver those extra
services into the future.

Ministers statements: road infrastructure
projects
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) (11:37) — I rise to update the house on the
travel time savings motorists are witnessing from the
upgrades of all of our major projects. Whether it be the
Monash Freeway upgrade or the CityLink-Tullamarine
Freeway upgrade people are having faster, safer and
more reliable travel journeys. Recently I was joined by
Senator James Paterson to open up the new lanes from
the CityLink-Tullamarine Freeway widening. We know
there is a bit of a holy war to be fought against James
Paterson — it is not from this side of the house, it is
obviously from the other — but let us be very clear: he
was very happy to be there, and he praised the project
for easing congestion, reducing weaving and reducing
dangerous merging.
The lanes, which have just recently been opened in late
2017, between CityLink and Bulla Road have seen
travel time savings of up to 9 minutes between Bulla
Road and Bolte Bridge. Drivers in the south-east are
also enjoying 30 kilometres of new and extra lanes on
Monash Freeway. This has been done below budget
and two months ahead of schedule. We know that while
we are concentrating on delivering the services the
public needs, whether it be the roads, the trams, the
buses and all those other things, others have focused on
what we call member farming, which is that embryo
transfer program for the administrative committee of
the Liberal Party.
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Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, you
cautioned this minister yesterday about abusing
question time and disrespecting you and the house by
departing from sessional orders. The minister is
proceeding to do exactly the same thing today, and I
ask you to warn him not to continue to do so.
The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order. I ask the minister to come back to making a
ministers statement and to keep his comments to
making a ministers statement.
Mr DONNELLAN — We know that we do not
have time for games like that. We have got to be
focused on delivering the infrastructure Victorians
need. We are dealing with 2.5 per cent growth rates in
Geelong and Ballarat, and obviously that demands an
enormous level of infrastructure spending — there is
$13.9 billion coming up in this year’s budget. We know
that through the stimulative process of the money we
are putting into infrastructure we have had
216 000 full-time jobs created in this state, which
compares very well with what happened in the previous
four years. We have focused very much on growth. We
are not focused on the juvenile games that are
appearing on the other side of the house with the
deadwood society versus Brother Bastiaan and his
bayside city rollers.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister has again shown his disrespect for you and his
disrespect for the house by ignoring the warnings that
you have given him, and I ask you to caution him that
you will not accept that sort of behaviour from the
minister in future.
The SPEAKER — Order! I thank the member for
that point of order. Ministers should keep their
comments to making ministers statements.

Murray Basin rail project
Ms STALEY (Ripon) (11:40) — My question is to
the Minister for Public Transport. On 8 February in this
house you said that you were very pleased to have
stood in Avoca and celebrated the opening and the
return of freight trains to the Maryborough to Ararat
line. However, five months on freight trains are forced
to crawl along this line at just 30 kilometres an hour
despite the intended design speed of 115 kilometres an
hour, the tracks need an additional 40 000 tonnes of
ballast, in places the tracks are not level and are twisted,
the road crossings have not been commissioned and
some sleepers have already cracked and broken under
the weight of 3000-tonne grain trains. Minister, this rail
line is a disaster. When will you start remedial works
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on this line so yet another project you have so
comprehensively botched can be fixed?
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport)
(11:41) — Further to the information I provided to the
house on this matter and indeed to the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee hearing last week I would
like to advise the member for Ripon that yes, the rail
line between Maryborough and Ararat did become
operational in early February. It did become
operational. However, to make it fully operational to
ensure that the trains can run at speed and to ensure that
there are no safety issues you have to run trains along
the line for a number of set kilometres — kilometres
that are set by the national safety regulator — before
you can lift the speed of those train services. So when
the member refers to trains crawling along this line it is
because you have to, if you like, bed in the track. Once
the work has been undertaken to ensure that it can run
to those higher speeds at a safe level you are required to
run the trains for a certain period of time. I thought that
in answering the member’s question she might find that
piece of information useful and helpful to inform her on
the status of the project.
We are continuing to work on the Murray Basin project,
and I responded to these matters yesterday. Of course it
is a very important rail project for regional Victoria. It is
a project that we have needed to get the full funding for
from the federal government and that we have needed to
get on and deliver. Despite the member for Ripon’s
comments, her colleagues in the National Party as
recently as last week in the Parliament were delighted to
claim credit for this project.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, on the
question of relevance, this is a question about when will
remedial work start to address the defects that the
member for Ripon has identified. I ask you to bring the
minister back to answering that question.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister has been
answering the question.
Ms ALLAN — I am delighted to continue to answer
the question, because as I was explaining, in some parts
of the Parliament there is an element of bipartisan
support for this project, and a member for Northern
Victoria Region just last week in the Parliament was
taking great credit for this project. I know the member
for Ripon does not really like National Party members
of Parliament.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, I renew
the point of order. The minister is not being relevant
and is debating the issue. The member for Ripon wants
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to know, as I am sure her constituents want to know,
when the remedial works on this line will commence,
and I ask you to bring the minister back to answering
that question.
The SPEAKER — I ask the minister to come back
to answering the question.
Ms ALLAN — The member has made claims about
remedial works. As I indicated yesterday, we do need to
go and check the factual accuracy, and I would be
needing to seek from the member —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister —
Ms ALLAN — Well, you were wrong yesterday on
high-capacity trains —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER (11:44) — Order! The minister will
resume her seat. The member for Hastings will leave
the chamber for the period of 1 hour.
Honourable member for Hastings withdrew from
chamber.
Ms ALLAN — The member would need to provide
additional information to validate those claims, because
as we have learned from those opposite, you cannot
believe a word they say. However, we are pushing on
and delivering this project. I am pleased the National
Party support us in delivering this project. I am pleased
the Victorian Farmers Federation joined us in
supporting this project. To the National Party I say: I
will look after you. We will make sure the member for
Ripon does not get too stuck into you. We do not want
to see the bear poked too much, do we, Walshy? We
want to protect you from the member for Ripon and her
desperately unfair attacks on you.
Supplementary question
Ms STALEY (Ripon) (11:45) — Minister, the
Murray Basin rail project, another rail project you have
botched, is running $100 million over budget. You have
now sacked the principal contractor, indefinitely
postponed construction of stages 3 and 4 and left local
businesses that invested because of your time line
promises with a mountain of debt. Why is it that after
spending a quarter of a billion dollars and despite your
boast that the line is now operating, the Murray Basin
rail line is capable of handling only a single train per
day running at only 30 kilometres per hour?
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Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport)
(11:46) — I know the member for Ripon would be
most disappointed if I had to remind her that it was her
government that sold off the rail freight network in
regional Victoria and that it took the former Labor
government to buy it back and upgrade it.
Ms Staley — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister does not get to debate the question, and I
would ask you to stop her from doing that.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! When the house comes
to order the minister will come back to answering the
question.
Ms ALLAN — Of course part of the ongoing
investment we have been making in the rail freight
network builds on the work that was led by a former
National Party Deputy Prime Minister, Tim Fischer,
under the former Labor government, who helped and
gave us great advice on how to upgrade the rail freight.
But we do not want to poke the bear in Ripon too much
on these matters. We do not want to poke the bear.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, again on
the question of relevance, this is a question about why
despite the blowout in the budget of this project it was
failing to deliver the services that the minister promised
it was delivering to the constituents of that area. I ask
you to bring the minister back to answering that
question.
The SPEAKER — Order! There was a long
preamble to this supplementary question. The minister
will come, though, to answering the question that
was asked.
Ms ALLAN — The member’s substantive and
supplementary questions contained a number of claims
that are without verification. What I can say to the
member for Ripon and those communities along this
corridor is that we will deliver the Murray Basin rail
project, something that those opposite failed to do.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, I seek
your clarification. The minister in her answer had said
that the previous government had closed this railway
line. In fact, reopened in 1966 under the Bolte
government, this railway line closed on 21 January
2005 under the Bracks Labor government, and so —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Points of order are not
open for debate. This may be an item that members
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take up in the grievance debate today, but it is not a
point of order.
Ms ALLAN — On the point of order, Speaker, I
know the leader —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms ALLAN — And you, buddy, are so wrong.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I have already ruled on
the point of order. There is no point of order.

Ministers statements: firearm prohibition
orders
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) (11:50) —
Today I want to update the house on the success of the
firearm prohibition orders (FPOs). I was with Deputy
Commissioner Patton today as we updated the
community about how the FPOs have been working. A
month ago, on 9 May, these laws came into effect, and
Victoria Police have issued 85 firearm prohibition
orders, of which 53 have been served on individuals.
Members of bikie gangs, organised crime gangs,
serious youth offenders and also radicalised persons of
interest have been issued with these FPOs. They have
been issued by members of the armed crime squad, the
anti-gangs team, the Echo task force — some of our
toughest and most experienced detectives. These orders
are about preventing crime and harm caused by
organised criminals, keeping guns out of the hands of
organised criminals, creating a much more hostile
environment for organised crime figures and giving
police more authority to get in their faces and disrupt
their day-to-day activity.
This has rewritten the rule book, and it is already
having an impact, with criminals already complaining
about it. It is exactly the effect we wanted these
powerful laws to have. It backs in our decision not to
back the amendments that were moved by the
opposition in the upper house — amendments that were
based on their lack of trust in police to make these
orders, amendments that wanted to make it harder for
police to issue these orders and amendments that
wanted to give the Magistrates Court the right to veto
these orders — and they wanted to do this because they
were more interested in looking after criminals than
they were in looking after community safety.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is now proceeding to debate issues rather than
make a ministers statement. I ask you to bring her back
to compliance with sessional orders.
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The SPEAKER — The minister to come back to
making a statement.
Ms NEVILLE — We did not give in to these
amendments; we gave police what they needed to
disrupt these crimes. I have a message for those who
might seek to help out their mates, their organised
crime mates. Leader of the Opposition: tell your friends
that there are more orders coming their way.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is defying your instruction to her not to debate
the issue and she is also now in breach of standing
order 118 regarding imputations. I ask you to bring the
minister back to order.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister to continue
making a statement.
Ms NEVILLE — So it is a Labor government that
gives police what they need: the resources and the
powers to keep our community safe.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Questions without notice
The SPEAKER (11:53) — Yesterday in question
time the manager of opposition business raised a point
of order requesting that I review the answers to the
substantive and supplementary questions about Murray
Basin rail asked by the Leader of The Nationals — I
think it was question 5, if my memory serves me
correctly. I have reviewed Hansard and I rule that the
Minister for Public Transport’s answers to both
questions were responsive.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Murray Plains electorate
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) (11:53) — (14 493)
My constituency question is to the Minister for Public
Transport, and it is on behalf of the Rochester Lions
Club, which is developing the Forbesy Rochester
Sports Museum. VicTrack Property advised the club in
early March this year that they would lease the
Rochester railway station building to house their
museum, but VicTrack has now advised the club that
the station is not in a leasable state and needs repairs.
The question to the minister is: can she have those
works expedited to enable the Rochester Sports
Museum to have a home, so John Forbes can finally see
his collection of sports memorabilia displayed for
everyone to enjoy?
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Narre Warren South electorate
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) (11:54) —
(14 494) My question is to the Minister for Education
and concerns the new shared facilities at Narre Warren
South P–12 College. I ask: when will construction kick
off on the new soccer pitch at Narre Warren South P–
12 College? The new $1.5 million facility will feature a
synthetic pitch with floodlighting and training facilities,
perfect for lunchtime use by students and after-school
use by local soccer clubs. This fantastic new soccer
pitch will be shared between the school and the local
community, ensuring more young people have access
to facilities where they can stay fit and healthy. I, the
school and members of my local community are eager
to see our teams shoot for goal on the new pitch, and I
look forward to construction kicking off soon.

Eildon electorate
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) (11:55) — (14 495) My
question is directed to the Minister for Education.
Toolangi Primary School is a small rural school
situated on the edge of the Toolangi State Forest. The
students take pride in their school, their town and their
country. Sadly, though, they do not have a flagpole to
fly the Australian flag. The department have told them
they are on their own and will have to cover the costs of
the flagpole out of their budget or through fundraising.
Flagpoles are not cheap and a small school like
Toolangi has very limited means to raise funds.
This is in stark contrast to the experience of Footscray
City Primary School. The member for Footscray
gloated in this place on 6 March about how she had
written and spoken to the minister and had been
guaranteed that she would be able to get a second
flagpole for that school. Minister, Toolangi does not
even have one flagpole. Can you please tell the
community at Toolangi Primary School what is the best
way for them to work with the Department of
Education and Training to secure a flagpole with
internal rigging so that they can fly the Australian flag?
Small schools should not be ignored.

Broadmeadows electorate
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) (11:56) —
(14 496) My constituency question is to the Minister for
Education. Which secondary schools in Broadmeadows
are receiving new apprenticeships and traineeships
under the Head Start program? Head Start will deliver
up to 1700 new apprenticeships and traineeships at
100 secondary schools across Victoria, giving local
students more support to study an apprenticeship or
traineeship at school. Students can stay at school an
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extra year to finish their Victorian certificate of applied
learning, Victorian certificate of education and their
apprenticeships while spending more time doing
important, paid on-the-job training. Schools will get
additional support and funding to help run Head Start.
This includes a school-based Head Start coordinator to
help deliver the initiative, providing employment and
vocational pathway advice and one-on-one support to
students. Head Start will provide apprenticeships
targeted at priority industries and traditional trades like
construction, defence and health, with enterprise
apprenticeships and traineeships to be developed that
target high-technology areas needed for the jobs of the
future. The Victorian budget provided $50 million to
deliver Head Start.

Nepean electorate
Mr DIXON (Nepean) (11:57) — (14 497) My
question is to the Minister for Roads and Road Safety.
What is the revised timetable for the wire rope barrier
installation, including revegetation, on the Mornington
Peninsula Freeway from Rosebud through to Peninsula
Link? Due to incredibly bad planning and delays
Mornington Peninsula residents and visitors have had
to put up with almost daily delays on the freeway for
nearly a year now. Massive removal of vegetation and
the mulching of native fauna — yes, fauna — along the
freeway reserve has angered residents, who now have
to put up with increased noise and lights from the
freeway. This is on top of VicRoads confirming and
admitting above recommended decibel levels of noise
from the freeway. Over 100 affected residents last week
attended a public meeting to protest noise levels and are
threatening major disruption on the freeway over the
coming long weekend as a protest. The Mornington
Peninsula Freeway is the only Victorian freeway
running through a built-up area without noise walls
installed. I can understand the residents’ anger.

Macedon electorate
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) (11:58) — (14 498) My
question is for the Minister for Training and Skills in
the other place. Minister, the previous Liberal
government cut TAFE in the Macedon Ranges, closing
a small but important campus in Kyneton. With our
government’s investment and plan to deliver 30 priority
non-apprenticeship courses and
18 government-subsidised apprenticeship pathway
courses free of charge, can you please inform me how
the free TAFE for priority courses initiative and the
30 000 extra training places funded in this year’s
budget will benefit those in my electorate?
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Rowville electorate
Mr WELLS (Rowville) (11:58) — (14 499) The
question I wish to raise is for the Minister for
Education. Minister, how much capital funding was
there for each school in the Rowville electorate in the
2018–19 Victorian state budget, because when I looked
in the budget papers, I could not find one cent?
Minister, education is vitally important to parents in the
Rowville electorate. The quality of the educational
facilities that local students can access in their own area
plays a big role in where parents choose to send their
children. Good quality, well-resourced and maintained
local schools give students and parents greater choice
and access to affordable public education close to
home. It is well known that students from Rowville
frequently travel to schools in Glen Waverley and
elsewhere to pursue education at larger, more
high-profile schools. The demand on these schools is
enormous and growing with population growth in the
outer eastern suburbs.

Ivanhoe electorate
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) (11:59) — (14 500) My
constituency question is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety, and I ask: can the minister provide
information on the progress of the $110 million
duplication of the Chandler Highway bridge? The
recent opening of the Darebin–Yarra trail link and of
course the removal of the Grange Road level crossing
are key improvements to the congestion hotspots in my
community. Completing the duplication of the
Chandler Highway bridge is expected to save motorists
up to 20 minutes during their commute, and it is also
creating more than 100 jobs during construction. We
are also aware that there are some 44 000 drivers who
use the Chandler Highway bridge every day. I look
forward to hearing information from the minister on the
progress and the completion date of this important
project, as it is not only a vital community link to the
eastern suburbs and the city for people in the Ivanhoe
electorate but also a great commonsense project, and I
am pleased that the Andrews Labor government is
delivering on that commitment.

South Barwon electorate
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) (12:00) — (14 501)
My constituency question is to the Minister for Public
Transport. When will the minister report to the Geelong
public about her review into staff sicknesses causing
numerous train cancellations on the Geelong line? This
week the Geelong Advertiser reported that more than
100 trains had been delayed due to staff illness this year
and in May more than half the train cancellations or
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alterations due to staff sicknesses were between
Monday and Friday. They noted that on Monday,
4 June, four trains were cancelled due to staff
sicknesses. During this year, seven services were
cancelled in January, 19 in February, 33 in March, eight
in April and 31 in May. Quite rightly, the Geelong
V/Line commuters are very frustrated by this and they
want answers as to why staff illnesses and sicknesses
are causing these constant delays and cancellations.

Sunbury electorate
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) (12:01) — (14 502) My
question is for the Minister for Sport. What is the latest
information on the application for the Diggers Rest
Recreation Reserve oval 1 sports lighting project? I
understand that this application to the country football
and netball program involves the removal of the
current non-compliant sports field lighting and the
construction of new lighting. I am very familiar with
this area, having spent a number of years training and
playing at the recreation reserve, and I know the
importance of the lighting upgrade. Local players, club
staff and supporters love their club. They work hard
each and every week to make it as successful as it can
be and are well-respected and well-regarded in the
community. Sport and recreation are integral to many
Victorians. Some 3.9 million Victorians, over 65 per
cent of the population, participate in sport or active
recreation each and every week. This government is
investing in sport to ensure that things are fair and that
no-one gets left behind.

ADVANCING THE TREATY PROCESS
WITH ABORIGINAL VICTORIANS
BILL 2018
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) (12:02) — It is an
enormous privilege and my responsibility to stand in
this place to make my contribution on the Advancing
the Treaty Process with Aboriginal Victorians
Bill 2018. I do so as a non-Indigenous woman living on
Taungurung land and as a member of this place whose
electorate spans the lands not just of the Taungurung
but also the Wurundjeri and the Dja Dja Wurrung
people. I pay my respects to their elders past and
present and to any elders who may be here today.
I also want to acknowledge the member for Northcote
as the first Aboriginal woman elected to this place, and
in doing so I note that she is only the 88th woman to
have ever been elected to this chamber. I make that
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point by way of recognising that our Parliament has
never been a place that truly represents the diversity of
our community and that the winds of change blow very,
very, very slowly through the corridors of power.
That is why it is so vitally important that when those of
us who are on the side of fairness, inclusion and
respect, those of us who believe in self-determination
and dignity, find we have the power and the
opportunity to advance the interests of those who have
been marginalised and excluded, we must seize that
opportunity. So as a member of this place I feel
honoured to have the opportunity to speak in support of
this bill and lend my voice in support of the more than
7000 Aboriginal Victorians who have worked towards
this day and have so strongly supported the push for
treaty in this state.
This is a bill born of optimism, resilience and trust. The
Aboriginal people of this state have endured
colonisation, dispossession, assimilation and massacre;
their children have been stolen and their culture has
been trampled on. And yet through all of this the people
who are the custodians of the oldest living culture in the
world have said to us that, ‘Despite all that has gone
before, we will live and work with you — but we want
treaty and we want it now’.
Let us take a moment to remember that Australia is the
only commonwealth nation not yet to have a treaty with
its First Nations people. This bill provides the
architecture and the strong foundations on which treaty
can be built, including the establishment of an
Aboriginal Representative Body and for the state to
recognise the Aboriginal Representative Body as its
sole counterpart and representative of Aboriginal
Victorians in establishing the elements necessary to
support treaty negotiations.
The bill enshrines the following guiding principles for
the treaty process, which will govern the relationship
between the Aboriginal Representative Body and the
state, and apply to future participants in the treaty
process, including self-determination and
empowerment, fairness and equality, partnership and
good faith, mutual benefit and sustainability, and
transparency and accountability.
The bill requires that the Aboriginal Representative
Body and the state work together to establish by
agreement the following elements necessary to support
future treaty negotiations: an independent treaty
authority to facilitate negotiations; a treaty negotiation
framework that sets out the process for negotiations;
and a self-determination fund to empower Aboriginal
Victorians to participate in the treaty process on an
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equal footing with the state, and to build capacity,
wealth and prosperity.
The bill requires the Aboriginal Representative Body
and the state to enter into an agreement that sets out a
process for resolving any disputes that may arise
between the Aboriginal Representative Body and the
state in the course of performing their functions, as set
out in the bill. The bill requires the Minister for
Aboriginal Affairs and the Aboriginal Representative
Body to report annually to Parliament on progress
towards treaty.
Clause 30 also goes on to outline the minimum matters
the treaty negotiation framework must set out. These
include: the process for negotiating and agreeing to a
treaty or treaties; thresholds for entering negotiations;
the matters that are outside the scope of a treaty; how
disputes will be resolved; mechanisms for enforcing a
treaty or treaties; and any treaty reporting requirements.
The treaty can address issues only within our state’s
jurisdiction and may cover a broad range of issues.
Those commonly raised by the Aboriginal community
in consultation forums include rights, representation
and reconciliation. This legislation is not being done to
Aboriginal people; it is from Aboriginal people.
I am not going to spend too much time on the weasel
words of members of the Liberal and National parties
except to say this. We have seen it time and time again;
the conservatives will never cede control or authority.
Their policy positions in relation to Aboriginal people
are deeply rooted in paternalism, and they remain at
their core opposed to self-determination. Let’s
remember that they dismantled the Aboriginal and
Torres Strait Islander Commission and that they
rejected the key recommendation of the Uluru
Statement from the Heart to deliver an Indigenous
voice to Parliament — and here in this Parliament they
stand ready to reject this great step towards fairness for
Aboriginal people.
So much for the Leader of the Opposition’s
commitment to modernise the Liberal Party. In a Farrah
Tomazin piece back in 2015 she reported that, and said:
… those who know him will tell you he’s long been a
proponent of inclusion and diversity.

She went on to say:
Time will tell whether the opposition’s actions match the
rhetoric.

Well, I say to Farrah Tomazin: time has gone on and
what we can see is that members of this Liberal Party
under the member for Bulleen’s leadership have gone
backwards. They have gone to the extreme
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conservative end, and that is evidenced by their
mean-spirited rejection of this bill. But here’s a
challenge which I throw down to the Liberals and to the
Nationals: why not give your members a conscience
vote on this bill? There are good and decent people on
your side of politics, many of whom represent areas
with large Aboriginal populations, many of whom will
have participated in the development of this bill. I know
that those members, if they were given the opportunity,
would vote in support of this bill. So I throw that
challenge down to the Liberal and National parties:
give your members a conscience vote. By saying no to
this bill you are saying to Aboriginal people that you do
not trust them to make decisions affecting their own
lives — and that is truly shameful. We know that
self-determination is absolutely critical to moving
forward. In order to close the gap we must do what we
can to ensure that Aboriginal people are in control of
their own lives.
As to the position of the Greens, I say this: the minister
has listened; Aboriginal people have spoken. Of course
there remains a diversity of views in the Aboriginal
community, as one would expect and hope. There have
been many diverse views, as one would expect on a
reform of this nature, but I say again: in the spirit of
optimism that has given birth to this bill, please do not
be the party that sets back the cause of treaty. Because
if you vote against this bill, be sure of this: treaty will
be set back not just by years but by decades. Do not be
that party, because if you fail to support this bill, that is
what will happen, and the hopes, aspirations and
countless hours of work that thousands of Aboriginal
people have put in to bring us to this place today will be
for naught.
I grew up in the Mitta Valley on the land of the
Yaitmathang people, and for six generations my family
have lived on that land. Despite going to school in
Wodonga and Tallangatta, my family owning a general
store in Tangambalanga and playing netball for Kiewa,
where these beautiful place names spoke of the
Aboriginal people who had been the custodians of this
land for tens of thousands of years, as a child I had no
conception of the history, the culture and the traditions
of the people who must have lived on the land that my
family farmed. Little did I know also of the terrible
impacts of colonisation on the people who, as I said, for
thousands of years had called that land their home. I am
very pleased to say that much has changed, but so much
more needs to be done, including truth telling, the
preservation and celebration of language and culture
and the education of all Victorians.
I feel privileged to speak on this bill. I want to thank the
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs, I want to thank the
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Aboriginal treaty commissioner, Jill Gallagher, AO,
and I want to thank each of the Aboriginal Victorians
who have participated in consultations and forums over
the past two years, including traditional owners, elders,
clans and family groups. I also want to thank the
community assembly members who took the time to
brief me and outline why this bill is so important. This
bill is not the end; it is a beginning. I urge the Greens
party to get behind it and I urge the Liberal and
National parties to allow their members a conscience
vote on this bill. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) (12:12) — I am pleased to
have the opportunity to speak on the Advancing the
Treaty Process with Aboriginal Victorians Bill 2018. I
also would like to start by acknowledging the
traditional owners and custodians of the land on which
this Parliament stands and pay my respects to their
elders, past and present, elders of all Victorian
Aboriginal peoples and elders of other Aboriginal
people who may be here today.
This is a bill which seeks to provide a foundation for
future treaty negotiations to take place between
Aboriginal Victorians and the state. Importantly, and in
line with the United Nations Declaration on the Rights
of Indigenous Peoples, it explicitly acknowledges the
treaty process must be guided by Aboriginal
self-determination and enshrines that relationship
between a future Aboriginal representative body and
the Victorian government as equal partners. The bill
sets a timeline for the establishment of this Aboriginal
representative body by July 2019 and outlines
functional guiding principles for the treaty process:
self-determination and empowerment; fairness and
equality; partnership and good faith; mutual benefit and
sustainability; and transparency and accountability.
What I believe is a particularly important aspect of this
bill is that it provides for the active engagement with
treaty by Aboriginal Victorians at every step of the
process. As the minister indicated in her second-reading
speech, Aboriginal Victorians led by the Aboriginal
Treaty Working Group have been working for nearly
two years to design what their representative body will
look like. This means Aboriginal people will have an
equal say in not only any outcomes of treaty but how the
treaty is developed. They will have equal input on the
formation of a treaty authority to act as an independent
umpire of the treaty process, the framework for how
treaty will be negotiated and reported, how disputes will
be resolved and what criteria must be met for a party to
enter into treaty negotiations.
Critically it also requires the creation of a
self-determination fund, and that is to adequately
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resource Aboriginal Victorians to participate in the
process. So while the bill does not prescribe a dollar
amount, I think we could conclude that, given the equal
status between Aboriginal people and the state, it
should be sufficient to ensure that the outcomes of the
bill can be achieved.
It is interesting that as we debate this bill here today the
National Native Title Conference is currently taking
place in Broome, and that is being convened by the
Australian Institute of Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Islander Studies and the Kimberley Land Council.
Native title has of course been active across the country
for over 25 years now, with a range of different
outcomes for different peoples. The theme of this year’s
conference in Broome is ‘Many Laws, One Land:
Legal and Political Co-existence’ and it really marks
the anniversary of the passing of the Native Title Act in
1993. Of course we all know that the Native Title Act
was really the response to the Mabo case from the
1990s, a landmark case that we all learned about and
know about now and which was really the first to
recognise that original ownership of land in Australia.
The first case under the Native Title Act was the Yorta
Yorta case, which was a case involving land that
extended from Deniliquin, north of the Murray River,
down to Seymour, way across towards Swan Hill and
then back towards Wangaratta, so it was a very large
claim area. In 1993 when that case commenced it was
met with considerable shock in the regions that it
encompassed because native title had in a lot of ways
come out of the blue to many people, and so the claim
for exclusive use and possession of all Crown land and
waters certainly seemed like a threat at the time. The
case took over 12 years to finally reach the High Court,
and of course, as we all know, the standard legal tests
that needed to be met could not be met by the Yorta
Yorta people, and there was a finding that there was no
native title across the lands that were claimed.
I often regret the fact that that was the first case that was
brought on mainland Australia. I think to try to develop
the law in an area that was so closely settled from such
an early time was such a big ask. Had that first case
happened in Western Australia, the Northern Territory
or Queensland, we would have had a body of law
developing in areas where the disruption to Aboriginal
communities by farming and colonisation in many ways
was not as great, and the connectedness to land that you
had to prove under the Native Title Act would have
been an easier task. It was such a hard ask in northern
Victoria to be able to make those legal elements stand
up, and of course that could not be achieved.
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After that there have of course been many, many cases
over the years — 25 years history now of native title.
People are looking back to see what it has achieved,
and I am sure at that conference in Broome there will
be some very interesting reflections on how it is going.
There are presently Native Title Act reforms before the
federal Parliament as we speak. At that conference is
our own Jill Gallagher, who is the Victorian treaty
advancement commissioner. She is participating in a
panel discussion about this very issue alongside other
Aboriginal leaders, including Professor Mick Dodson,
the director of the National Centre for Indigenous
Studies at the Australian National University; Marcus
Stewart; and various other traditional owners.
I note that while Victoria is pursuing its treaty agenda,
treaty negotiations in South Australia have stalled since
the change of government in March 2018. Like
Victoria, the South Australian government began
discussions with its Aboriginal communities in 2016,
and in February this year it signed an agreement with
the Narungga people as the state’s first step towards a
treaty with an Aboriginal group. Also like Victoria,
concerns were raised about the level of community
consultation, which in South Australia actually resulted
in Supreme Court proceedings as a result of actions by
three Narungga women. Treaty negotiations were
officially paused in April in South Australia with the
incoming change of government, and the commissioner
there has been tasked with reviewing the lessons
learned from the process to date. So it has effectively
stalled in South Australia.
I think it is interesting to note that New Zealand of
course had a treaty from such an early stage. It is a very
different landscape there, where that single treaty was
initiated very early on. For us it seems to be a long and
tortuous affair. Canada indeed has worked for a long
time on treaties. Again in Canada, rather than the single
treaty that New Zealand appears to have adopted, they
are looking at individual agreements with different
groups — not necessarily on a state-by-state basis, but
rather with different groups.
Previous speakers on this bill have raised a
comprehensive commonwealth treaty as a preferable
outcome for Australia, and they see the fact that the
commonwealth should be working on that as something
that is important. I take the view that this is a good
piece of legislation. It is only a step in the direction of a
treaty. It needs to bring together so many people, and
we can see from previous speakers, in particular the
member for Northcote, that there are remaining issues. I
must say, from my years of experience in the native
title field, it is extremely hard to bring disparate groups
of people together. There are many, many clans across
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Victoria. I think we often run the risk of thinking that
Aboriginal people are just Aboriginal people — one
group. They are simply not; they are a very disparate
group of people. There were many, many clans across
Victoria and across Australia long before we came.
They all functioned and operated differently for
themselves and individually, so the challenges that they
face in getting to a point where they can put a treaty
together or put a proposal to government for a treaty
will be long and tortuous. It has been long and tortuous
just to get to this point.
I would certainly encourage Aboriginal communities to
work together as best they can to come up with a
solution and an outcome that will be acceptable to
government. It is a partnership, so everyone needs to be
working together. I also welcome the fact that this sort
of process will let other people know what is
happening. I think out there in the community there is a
great ignorance about treaty and what it might all mean,
so the process ought to educate everyone out in our
community — not just the Aboriginal community, but
the wider community — so that when the time comes
to actually put a treaty on the table and look at whether
it is acceptable the community, the wider Victorian
community, will understand and know what it means,
what it is about and will hopefully be accepting of it.
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Planning) (12:22) — I
rise to make a contribution to the Advancing the Treaty
Process with Aboriginal Victorians Bill 2018. I am
delighted to have this opportunity, and I come to this
debate firstly by saying that we acknowledge the
traditional owners of the land on which we are meeting
and we pay our respects to elders past and present.
In standing here today, I just want to reflect on what an
extraordinary, moving introduction of this bill we had,
when Aboriginal elders came into this chamber and
spoke to the chamber about the importance of this bill
and indeed a pathway towards treaty. This was I think a
very moving moment for the Parliament and, I know, a
moving moment for the Aboriginal community as well.
I just also want to reflect on the fact that of course
previous to that the very first time Aboriginal people
had come to stand on the floor of this chamber and to
speak in their language was of course the Yarra River
Protection (Wilip-gin Birrarung murron) Bill 2017,
which I had the honour of putting together along with
other colleagues. Only last week we had a meeting and
a launch of a 50-year vision for the Yarra River with
the Wurundjeri people, who are at the centre and at the
heart of that great bill, the Yarra protection bill. It was a
wonderful morning. Throughout the smoking ceremony
and the conversations that occurred there it was clear
just how important this bill was and continues to be in
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the life of the Wurundjeri people, who so respect the
importance of the Yarra River to their cultural and
spiritual life.
As a former Minister for Aboriginal Affairs, I want to
absolutely pay my respects to the current Minister for
Aboriginal Affairs, who by any measure has pushed
the cause of reconciliation for our Aboriginal
community in Victoria further than anybody has. Her
work on this groundbreaking treaty legislation is an
enormous credit to her. Frankly I stand in awe of the
work that she has done in this space. I know she has
put an enormous effort into this personally, and I again
want to publicly acknowledge that work today on
behalf of the Andrews government.
I now want to talk about some of the key aspects of this
bill. Firstly, it is to advance the treaty process with
Aboriginal Victorians in a manner that embeds
self-determination. If I learned anything at all as the
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs, I understood that there
were two key elements to any association that you have
with Aboriginal people. The first is the critical
association of Aboriginal people to their land. That is
absolutely fundamental. It is the bedrock on which this
treaty negotiation will stand. The second is the respect
for and the centrality of self-determination. These are
the two key principles that must guide a respectful
relationship between this Parliament, this government
and the Aboriginal community more generally. I
understand that, and self-determination is absolutely
embedded in the bill itself.
The second aspect is to enshrine in the bill a
relationship between the Aboriginal Representative
Body and the state as equal partners by requiring them
to work together to establish elements necessary to
support future treaty negotiations. The third aspect is to
enshrine in the bill guiding principles for the treaty
process that the Aboriginal Representative Body, the
state and participants in future negotiations must act in
accord with. The final aspect is to meet public
commitments to legislate the Victorian government’s
commitment to a treaty process.
The bill enshrines the following principles for the treaty
process, and these are very important. They will
obviously govern the relationship between the
Aboriginal Representative Body and the state, and will
apply to future participants in the treaty process. They
include self-determination and empowerment, fairness
and equity, partnership and good faith, mutual benefit
and sustainability, and transparency and accountability.
I cannot think of a better person to lead this process,
apart from the minister herself, than that great
Victorian, Jill Gallagher, who of course is the Victorian
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treaty advancement commissioner — a person of
eminence and a person of huge respect within the
Aboriginal community — and I absolutely
acknowledge the great work that she has done.
We know that leading up to this point the treaty process
has been — and I would absolutely agree with the
minister in her conviction that it has been — the most
extensive and inclusive process of its kind to harness
the voices of Aboriginal Victorians. Consultation has
been undertaken in the Victorian Aboriginal
community for more than two years. The process has
engaged over 7000 Aboriginal Victorians, who strongly
supported the push for treaty in this state. Indeed
Aboriginal Victorians rejected constitutional
recognition and instead called for a treaty at a statewide
forum in, I believe, February 2016. That statewide
forum was the first of its kind in more than 20 years, so
it was a symbolic and important conversation. In a
historic move for this country our government
submitted the first piece of treaty legislation, as I
indicated, with that very moving ceremony in March.
It is to the great detriment of our state and of our
country that Australia is the only commonwealth
country not to have a treaty with the First Nations
people. This bill commits the government to negotiate a
treaty with its Aboriginal people. Obviously if the bill is
passed — and we sincerely hope the bill will be
passed — the government will progress treaty with
Aboriginal Victorians.
In the brief couple of minutes I have left, I want to say
that I have listened very carefully to the contribution by
the member for Northcote and to the number of issues
that she has raised, particularly in relation to the
representative structure and the important role of clans
and so forth. We will be taking this bill into a
consideration-in-detail process tomorrow afternoon
when there will be an extensive opportunity to examine
the bill in far more detail. I think that speaks to the
commitment that the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs
has to seek to enter into a meaningful negotiation and to
listen carefully to the views of the member for
Northcote and to see if there is a capacity to reach an
accommodation around some of the fundamental
concerns that the member for Northcote and, as I
understand it, the Greens more collectively have. We
will enter that conversation tomorrow through the
consideration-in-detail process, and I will be very
pleased to sit with the minister to provide her with any
support that she needs to see if we can reach across and
try to achieve at least some level of accommodation
with the Greens political party, because we believe that
this bill is so fundamental. We do not want to be in a
position where we are in a severe conflict around this.
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There was clearly an opportunity through the Uluru
Statement from the Heart for the federal government to
show leadership in this space. This was an
extraordinary opportunity only a year ago where
Aboriginal people from across the country came
together really seeking leadership from the federal
government and having them say, ‘We hear your voice.
We hear what you need in terms of having your voice
articulated at a federal level’. Sadly the federal
government stepped away from that. The Andrews
government will not step away from this. We will
negotiate in good faith with the Greens political party.
We will negotiate with the opposition. This is too
important an initiative to let go. I commend the bill to
the house.
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) (12:32) — I rise
to support the Advancing the Treaty Process with
Aboriginal Victorians Bill 2018. I also acknowledge the
traditional owners and custodians of this land and pay
my respects to elders past and present, and to elders
from other communities who may be here. I also pay
my respects to all our first Australians.
This bill is about paving the way to support and
facilitate future treaty negotiations between Aboriginal
Victorians and the state of Victoria. What this means is
that there will be a treaty authority, a treaty negotiating
framework and a self-determination fund, as decided by
an Aboriginal Representative Body, which is expected
to be established if this bill goes through by July 2019.
This bill does more than simply set out new legislation.
Enshrined in it is the respect and trust that we should
have for the traditional owners of Victoria. We know
that when Aboriginal people are in control of their lives
we see better outcomes across their social, cultural and
economic development. Studies have shown that there
are clear links between the self-determination of a
community and treaty and improved outcomes for
Indigenous people. It makes sense that Victoria
includes Aboriginal Victorians and provides their
representatives with the responsibility and power to
make decisions that affect them. The Aboriginal Treaty
Working Group represents the diversity of the Victorian
Aboriginal people and has been instrumental in
developing this bill and designing the Aboriginal
Representative Body.
Once this has been established through the election of
the body, it will work with the state to establish the
treaty authority by agreement. Of course, none of this,
even up to now, has been easy. It is always difficult
when approaching new issues and new things to bring
people with you, but as I understand it the majority of
people are in support of treaty with the state
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government. It is not right for the government to make
all the decisions regarding Aboriginal affairs. This bill
will ensure that self-determination of Aboriginal
Victorians is protected and upheld in the future.
Aboriginal culture and traditions must be considered
special and a respected part of our state. The Andrews
Labor government is committed to the rights of
Aboriginal people.
It saddens me to see the opposition putting up obstacles,
excuses and barriers as Victorians about why we cannot
proceed with treaty or even the first steps to negotiating
a treaty, because that is what we are talking about today.
We are talking about putting in place the steps that could
be the best and most possible way forward in order to
negotiate a treaty into the future. These are the first steps
that we all must take, and we should not be putting up
barriers, making excuses or talking about reasons why
we should not do it. It is far too late now; we need to do
something now. Today is the day that we should be
supporting this bill and voting for it to proceed.
In the northern suburbs, in and around the electorate of
Thomastown, which I represent, Aboriginal traditions
and cultures have played, of course, an essential, vital
and important role in all aspects of our history. In terms
of the northern suburbs, there are the names of various
parts of the City of Whittlesea. For example, Wollert is
derived from the word ‘walert’, meaning possum, and
Bundoora is derived from ‘Keelbundoora’, who was a
young boy present at the signing of the Batman treaty.
The Wurundjeri-willam clan travelled and cared for the
land which we now know as the City of Whittlesea,
searching for fresh water, food and shelter. There were
many cultural ceremonies and negotiations held at
many of the sacred sites in the area. I understand that
over 70 of these sacred sites still exist in the area today,
as well as many more registered cultural heritage
places. All of these areas are recognised and used by
Aboriginal people.
According to the latest census data, the Thomastown
electorate is home to some 700 people of Aboriginal
heritage, and Thomastown is home to an important
community organisation, the Bubup Wilam children’s
centre, which is a fantastic Aboriginal child and family
centre. It is a centre that provides a unique and very
successful model providing support and services to
improve opportunities for Aboriginal families and
children living in the northern suburbs. It is a service
that provides exceptional training for young Aboriginal
people in areas such as child care as well as, of course,
first-rate education and learning for children at
the centre.
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I have been very honoured and privileged to be able to
attend on occasions — I think normally on a Monday
morning at the start of the week — the traditional
smoking ceremony which all the children at the centre
are involved in. I remember Lisa Thorpe, who runs the
centre, telling me a story of a young mother who said
she was so proud. She had tears in her eyes when she
was telling Lisa that she heard her three-year-old
daughter in the back seat of the car talking about
acknowledging the traditional owners of the land and
paying her respects to elders past and present. How full
of pride she was that her daughter, at three years old,
was already understanding Aboriginal heritage and
culture and had such a feeling of pride in identifying
with her Aboriginal heritage.
This bill will set the foundation for a strong
treaty-making process through strengthened
independence for Aboriginal Victorians as they design
and negotiate treaty. It is important as a bill, because it
will create an Aboriginal Representative Body, which
will work on equal footing with the Victorian state to
make important decisions on Aboriginal affairs. It also
means that the state of Victoria and the Aboriginal
Representative Body will equally be able to work
together to establish parts of a treaty negotiation
framework as well as a treaty authority. This is an open
and inclusive process. One important thing that this bill
establishes is that it prevents the government from
establishing a treaty process without the proper
involvement and consent of Aboriginal Victorians.
This bill does not exclude groups, communities, clans
or people from participating in this process, and that
means Victorian traditional owners, clans, family
groups and all other people of Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islander descent who are living in Victoria. It is a
treaty that will benefit not only Aboriginal Victorians; I
believe it will benefit all Victorians by strengthening
our sense of the value of and our respect for the First
Australians’ culture, faith and history, and from that we
will all be better people with a better sense of
belonging. An overwhelming majority of Aboriginal
Victorians and other Victorians have been calling for a
treaty for some time now. Although there are some
voices who may not agree, it is crucial that with this bill
we allow the process to begin, the debates to be had and
the discussions to be continued.
It means that Aboriginal Victorians will have access to
consultation forums to discuss their rights, how they
will be represented and reconciliation in Victoria. It
means that Aboriginal Victorians will have a voice to
our state Parliament, and this is important in that it will
allow a level of self-sufficiency, as Indigenous
Victorians will have the right representation. It will not
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be up to the government to decide how Aboriginal
Victorians will be represented; it will be through the
self-determination of Aboriginal Victorians — they will
decide what a representative body should look like,
who should be in it and how it will consult. This bill
lays out the framework for a streamlined formation of
that Aboriginal Representative Body in Victoria.
In the short time that I have left, I guess I just want to
reiterate that it is so important that this legislation goes
through. I understand that there are negotiations in
order to have this legislation passed and that the
government is not against talking to various people
about the way the bill may be improved. However, the
basic elements of it really need to stay, and that is the
representative bodies determined by Aboriginal people
in Victoria — that they are the ones that are front and
centre and that lead the way. The Labor government
has consistently built on and supported Aboriginal
rights in this country; whether it be Gough Whitlam,
Paul Keating or Kevin Rudd, these are federal prime
ministers that have taken many steps on the path to
reconciliation, but more needs to be done.
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) (12:42) — I rise to stand
and acknowledge the traditional owners of the land on
which we stand today and pay my respects to their
elders past and present. This is a very difficult piece of
legislation that I have to talk on today, because if you
have a look at the history of our Aboriginal people here
in Australia it is a very sad history. There has been
acknowledgement on all sides of the house in terms of
the awful situation they faced after 1778 and the
struggles they had as a people to be recognised and to
be able to determine for themselves how they live on
country, how they live in Australia and how they make
their own decisions. It has been the progressives within
Australian society that have supported that position,
including the Liberal government in the 1960s with the
1967 referendum. We then had the great Gough
Whitlam, with Mr Lingiari, and the changes that
occurred under his term of government. Then we had
recognition through both the Hawke and Keating
governments and now through this government, the
Andrews Labor government.
My great disappointment is that there are three groups
within this Parliament that are not supporting the
progression, self-determination and treaty process as
outlined in this bill before us today. One is the Liberal
Party, and in my budget contribution I will talk about
the Liberal Party and how they have been taken over by
the right. Certainly there is the National Party, and I
heard the contribution by the honourable member for
Mildura yesterday, and I will come back to him. And
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the other one is the Greens political party, and I will
have a lot to say about the Greens political party.
But if we have a look at the progressives within
Australian society, you only have to read the Saturday
Paper, last Saturday’s edition, which outlines the Uluru
Statement from the Heart, which was rejected offhand.
Mr Liebler, who undertook that work, absolutely
devastates the Turnbull government and Prime Minister
Turnbull because of their response to the Uluru
Statement from the Heart. It is really interesting to note
that the honourable member for Northcote walked out
of the Uluru statement. She walked out of a process that
had been going for two years and was a sincere process
that the Aboriginal people in Australia had undertaken
to try and work through the issues. If you have a look at
the Saturday Paper, the Uluru statement is an
extremely important document in terms of what we are
discussing here today, because people from the Liberal
Party and the National Party have said that it has to be
the responsibility of the commonwealth to undertake
treaty. But all through this process the commonwealth
has walked away, has not been at the table with
Aboriginal people and has not been there to have those
discussions in a true, honest and sincere way. And so it
is up to the states to do this.
I go to former Premier, the honourable Ted Baillieu.
When he put in place the process, the joint party
committee, to have a look at child sexual assault,
people could have said then that it is a federal
responsibility and that the Catholic Church is a federal
body throughout Australia, but we took the initiative.
Premier Baillieu took the initiative. And then it was
followed by Prime Minister Gillard with the royal
commission to expose those criminals. So it is false to
have a position where it has to be palmed off to the
federal government, because they are not taking a
sincere and true position on this matter.
I have read the bill and I have read the amendments,
and I will come to them. The amendments that have
been put by the honourable member for Northcote, as I
read them — and I am not going to be disrespectful to
elders — are undemocratic, because the people that she
is promoting to be the spokespeople and the
determiners of the process going into the future are
locking out a range of people from the Aboriginal
communities. If they are not in clans, if they are not in
those groupings of people, they are locked out. She says
that these things are going to be determined by others.
No, Aboriginal people will determine this. Aboriginal
people will determine this process through a democratic
process that they work through, that they determine,
that they will think about and work their way through.
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It is interesting to note that the honourable member for
Northcote was on the Aboriginal working group, and
she walked away from that as well. She walked away
from Uluru and she walked away from the working
group. It is difficult if whenever you try and sincerely
work through the difficulties of treaty, especially when
you have the opposition parties opposing this process,
the Greens political party through the honourable
member for Northcote also oppose the process.
It will be interesting to see what their response is
tomorrow because the Greens political party have form
on this. Whether it is the emissions trading scheme,
whether it is the Tasmanian forest agreement, whether
it is keeping nuclear power stations from Victoria —
they oppose them all. They have a decision: whether
they support this legislation and the amendments that
the government brings in tomorrow or whether they
vote with the Liberal Party and the National Party for a
generation to withdraw from this process and withdraw
from the treaty discussions and the hard discussions that
Aboriginal people will need to have over the next few
years. That is what I find really difficult. This process
itself has been a two-year consultation. It has involved
discussions with 7000 people. The honourable member
for Northcote had 40 people in here. I would support
7000 people before 40 people anytime, because that
will only expand through this process.
It is important for honourable members to support this
legislation. This is a once-in-a-generation,
once-in-a-lifetime opportunity to give Aboriginal
people here in Victoria — and Victoria will be the
sharp end of this process for the rest of the jurisdictions
in Australia — an opportunity for treaty. We cannot
and we should not walk away from this. We cannot
make decisions based on falsehoods in terms of the
commonwealth government, and we must remain
resolute to make sure that a voice — and the voice —
for Aboriginal people is put in place as quickly
as possible.
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) (12:52) — I am very
pleased and very proud today as a Victorian to speak on
the Advancing the Treaty Process with Aboriginal
Victorians Bill 2018, and in doing so today I want to
acknowledge the traditional owners of the land on
which we meet and pay my respects to elders past and
present. From the outset, can I put on the record that I
think the greatest way to pay our respects to elders past
and present is to give this bill its due credit and advance
toward the treaty as soon as possible in Victoria.
I would also like to acknowledge the many tragedies
that our traditional owners have faced. Importantly this
bill begins, or continues, what has been a very, very
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long journey, but an absolutely necessary one, to make
reparations for centuries of disengagement, removal of
land and other misdeeds.
I have respectfully heard the views of many members
over the past 24 hours about how we go about gaining
treaty and self-determination for Aboriginal people,
some of whom have pointed out that there has been a
lack of consultation or engagement with people. But I
also acknowledge the 7000 individual Indigenous
members who have contributed to the consultation
process, a process which is reminiscent of the
international treaty process successfully put in place in
many countries. I would also like to point out that a
descendant of the Yiman people of Queensland, Marcia
Langton, notes that there is overwhelming support in
the community for this bill to go through. I would also
like to acknowledge the thousands of Indigenous voices
who have pushed for this for many years. This would
not have happened without their constant struggle.
I know there is not too much time left before we break,
and I would like to address a couple of points that I
have heard over the last few days. One of them is the
notion that we have frequently heard that a treaty
process can only be done at a national level. I heard the
previous speaker, and what he said made a lot of sense.
Why would we wait for a federal government that
cannot take action on the little things — or anything —
to drag its heels on this very important piece of
legislation at a national level? Yes, we have heard that
there are committees in place — there is this in place,
there is that in place, but there is no leadership from the
federal government on this treaty, which would give
our nation certainty on the current agreement and the
path ahead.
We have heard it pointed out several times, but I think
it is poignant enough to raise it again, that last year with
the Uluru Statement from the Heart the Prime Minister
missed a great opportunity. We are still left asking
ourselves: why are we the only commonwealth country
without a treaty with its First Nations people? Why
would we wait for someone else to do it? Why would
we as Victorians shirk that responsibility and not have
our own people looked after? Why would we not lead
the nation? It is an indictment of us as a nation, and as
Victorians, that we are the only commonwealth nation
without a treaty with our first people.
In the last 200 years New Zealand has had the Treaty of
Waitangi, which was adopted in 1840 when New
Zealand was being, I guess you could say, ‘settled’. But
it was a frontier period, prior to New Zealand even
being recognised as a state. Canada began treaties in
1871 — and those treaties were focused on
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settlements — that went all the way up to 1921. Those
treaties were focused a lot more on resource extraction.
I would say that, for us, we have spent 200 years
talking about this. Many generations of people have
talked about it but nothing has been done up to this
point. This bill gets us across the line, and I think today
we need smart people to make a very smart decision.
History is also a great crystal ball — it is a great way to
look into the future. Ironically it was back in 1832 that
the governor of Van Diemen’s Land reflected on his
relationship, or lack thereof, with the local first peoples
in Tasmania. Tasmania was the scene of some of the
most barbaric, bloody and chaotic treatments of first
peoples that Australia has ever seen. The Governor,
who basically oversaw, in my opinion, the ethnic
cleansing of Tasmania — this is the bloke that reflected
on his relationship after overseeing that — then said
that it was a ‘fatal error’ that a treaty had not been
entered into with the first people in Australia. Yet here
we are, after those strong words have been said,
200 years later without a treaty.
Fifty-one years ago a landmark referendum was voted
on for the country’s constitution to be changed to allow
Aborigines to be counted amongst all Australians. A
few years earlier Aborigines had been given the right to
vote in national and state elections. In 1988 Prime
Minister Bob Hawke was presented with the Barunga
Statement. Prime Minister Paul Keating, in 1992, made
the now-famous Redfern speech. In 2008 Prime
Minister Kevin Rudd delivered a long-awaited apology.
But despite those words and actions — and I note that
most of this comes from the Labor side of politics —
there is still no treaty. I would say to anyone in this
house today: do not miss the opportunity to finally take
leadership on this. Do not make excuses. Our
community wants this.
I listened to the member for Northcote’s contribution
yesterday, and I appreciate the level of work that has
gone into that contribution. I appreciate her lived
experience and I respect her lived experience. I
appreciate that my experience is a lot different. But I
would say: if we do not do this now, when do we do it?
The first steps towards a treaty with our First Nations
people needs to proceed right now. As I said at the start
of my contribution, there is no better way to pay respect
to your elders past and present than not just saying it in
words all the time but actually doing this and getting
this done — participating in the process, not walking
away, making the future.
There is no harm in Victoria doing this first. There is no
negative in Victoria doing this first. We can set the
scene for our nation. We can start making things right,
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and we can start addressing that big elephant in the
room. We call ourselves a progressive state, we call
ourselves a progressive nation, but in my opinion until
we get this done there is an elephant in the room that
needs to be addressed. I strongly, strongly commend
everyone in this house to consider that if this is not
done, what happens next? Are we going to wait another
200 years, full of excuses, or are we going to get this
done? I strongly urge people to have a good, hard think
about this and educate themselves. I strongly commend
the bill to the house.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.02 p.m.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

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

Gembrook electorate
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) (14:02) — Today I rise
first of all to grieve for students, teachers and the
Emerald community. I am speaking about Emerald
Secondary College, a school that has proudly served the
Emerald community for many decades. Over this
period of time it has had issues along the way, but it
now has a great leadership structure at the school. It has
a principal, Jodie Doble, who has been doing a
wonderful job working with the teachers, working with
the students and working with the parent community.
One of the things she has specifically raised is around
the young people at the school. There is a mentality
amongst some people in the community of saying,
‘They’re doing okay for hills kids’ or ‘They’re doing
okay for kids in Emerald’, whereas the reality is and her
view is that these young people deserve the same as
anybody else in the community. I think they should get
that, and they should get access to facilities that
everybody else has access to.
Emerald Secondary College has certain issues. We
have seen it in the news, we have seen it in the local
papers and I know we have raised it with the minister in
the past. One issue is in relation to the facilities
available in the school’s maths and science wing in
particular. Some of the concerns that have been raised
relate to an urgent repairs notice that is out at the
moment for that building. There is a need for access to
water for the fire services to be fixed. At the moment
water is leaking into the building, and I have got
pictures of that. It is difficult sometimes to describe
such things, but some of the pictures of the building
show wooden cladding that is rotting and vinyl coming
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away from the wall. When you pull it away you
actually see the rot under the vinyl. In one area there is
actually a hole in the floor. Because the school was
struggling for money and struggling to get any help for
this facility, the maintenance fix for that was to put
down a door. They have taken a door off a building and
put it over the hole in the floor, which obviously is
quite disappointing.
There are unsafe stairs and step-ups for the teacher
areas, which are not compliant with disability access
requirements these days. I think that also needs to be
rectified. That problem is probably more urgent than
most when you are talking about some of the issues in
the school. The school does have teachers with a
disability who do require access to the dais but cannot
get up there to teach their class. Stormwater downpipes
are broken, and there are even some areas where water
is leaking through the roof just above the corrosive
storage unit. As we know, for safety, a corrosive
storage unit is a locked metal unit, but over a period of
time the leaking of water has rusted away the unit. You
can imagine what would happen if water did get
through and the issues that that could cause for safety
within the school if the water mixed with some of the
chemicals in that cabinet. The local community has
been calling out for this to be fixed.
There has been no funding at the school for new
buildings. The last one built was in 2007, but since then
the only other building that was opened was in 2011,
which was the arts centre. That was actually a
community project and did not come so much from
school funding. They did receive a some small amount
of funding from the education department, but the rest
of the funding was community raised, and it was a great
facility for that local school. But now we need to start
looking at replacing these buildings and bandaid fixes
are not going to work — they are just not enough.
When you have got leaking roofs, windows that could
fall out and rotten beams holding up ceilings, you know
that you need to fix the school. It is important that those
matters are addressed immediately at Emerald
Secondary College.
I also grieve on behalf of Gembrook Primary School.
Gembrook Primary School is a wonderful school. They
have got fantastic programs running at the school. The
local community is very involved. They run market
days, they have run fetes in the past and they have a lot
of activities for the Gembrook local community,
including some involving the Puffing Billy Railway.
One of their concerns is around the safety of students at
the front of the school. Members of the house who have
driven into Melbourne today would have seen the
effects of fog. If you were on a freeway or on a
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highway driving into Melbourne — it does not matter
where you came from today — you would have been
aware of a fog alert. Fog obviously makes driving
difficult and causes distractions. Members can only
imagine what it is like up in parts of the Dandenong
Ranges when that fog comes in. It is like pea soup and
it is very, very difficult to see.
It certainly puts at risk students crossing the roads
around Gembrook Primary School. They have got a
40-kilometre-an-hour sign out the front, but it is an
old-style 40-kilometre-an-hour sign. We have raised
this issue with the education department before. The
sign has actually got mould on it and it is difficult to
see. The only fix for this is to replace that
40-kilometre-an-hour sign, but it needs to be an
electronic 40-kilometres-an-hour sign, and the location
of it needs to be moved due to a crest of a hill. I know
that the school community is very keen to see that sign
moved, and they are very keen to see safety improve for
their local students.
Another school in my electorate is Officer Primary
School. Officer Primary School is a fantastic school
which was opened in 1886. It is important to say — for
those that do not understand the Officer area — that it is
one of the growth corridors of Victoria. There is a
projection of about 10 000 to 12 000 houses to be built,
which will mean 30 000-plus people moving into the
Officer area. That is massive growth. We understand
that you have to build new schools, but I think it is
important for the history of the area to look at the old
schools that are there and not ignore them, and not
think that it is a good idea to close them or tear them
down in the future. We need to have a plan for those
schools for the future. This school has history with the
Tivendale and Porter families. It was burnt down in
1913 and rebuilt on the same site. It has actually gotten
down to as few as 93 pupils in the past. At the moment
it has more than 200 students.
As I said, I have been involved in a discussion with
Lynne Brenner down there around what she sees as the
future of the school. It is a difficult school site — we do
not argue with that. It is a difficult site to work on, but
the school community have loved this school for so
long that I think it needs to make sure that there is a
plan in place for the future. We need to make sure the
Officer Primary School, as it has been since it started, is
still there in the long-term future for students in that
area and also for the long-term families in the
community who have seen so much change in their
local environment. Obviously with the increase in
housing they want to make sure their areas are
protected and that they have got something that reminds
people of the past of the Officer community and what it
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was all those years ago. Again, it is something that I
think is vitally important, and they have been working
in relation to this to get a petition going to ensure that it
will be there for the future.
Another issue I would like to raise in relation to my
electorate is around public transport and the
Beaconsfield railway station. The Beaconsfield railway
station has a few faults. It is in an area where growth
has affected it. When we were in government we
proudly delivered 157 extra car parks for the
Beaconsfield railway station, and that included security
upgrades and obviously the car parks, lighting and
everything to make sure we could get those extra cars
in. However, in the growth corridor now that
infrastructure has stopped. There has been not one extra
car park added down in Beaconsfield for a growing
community — a community that has recently been
listed again as one of the fastest growing communities
in Victoria and in Australia.
We need to make sure that we have got infrastructure in
place at facilities like this and at car parks like this to
ensure people are going to use public transport and are
not going to park out on the streets. At the moment they
are parking up Railway Avenue and they are parking up
Woods Street. It is not just the residents being affected;
it is also local businesses, with cars parked there all day.
You cannot blame the people who are parking there —
they have just got nowhere else to park. We need to be
making sure that there are car parks at Beaconsfield
railway station. We need to expand those car parks to
ensure that people can park there.
The other issue they have had in relation to the train
station at Beaconsfield is the facilities available at the
station. There is zero cover for Beaconsfield railway
station, and people have raised consistently the issue
around there being no toilets or there being a lack of
access to the toilets for the train station. I know we have
written to the minister, and the response from the
minister to my community was to do one of two things,
that there is a simple choice: you can go before you
leave home or you can go at a premium station. I think
it is almost embarrassing to send a letter out from a
minister of the Crown to say that if you need to go to
the toilet, you can go before you leave home or you can
go to the train station and wait until you get off at a
premium station. It does not work. I will read an article
headed ‘Train pain for commuters busting to go’. This
was after we got the feedback from the minister on
what they would do.
Beaconsfield train commuters languishing without public
toilets have reportedly been told to ‘go before they leave
home’ by the state government.
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It comes after a reveller was fined $500 by protective services
officers near Kenilworth Avenue … after he urinated behind
a tree.

He said:
I’ve been stuck at Beaconsfield waiting for up to an hour a
number of times, so it’s a bit rich to expect us to just hold it
in … It seems very unfair that some stations are shown
favouritism and others just miss out.

The Andrews government’s reply to that was that you
cannot have public toilets at stations that are not
manned or are not premium stations. The answer was
that you cannot have toilets at those stations, yet if you
go back just 12 months, there is a photo of the member
for Narre Warren North and the member for Narre
Warren South with balloons up at Hallam station for the
opening of the brand-new public toilets on the station
platform for the commuters to use. That is an
unmanned station. There is only one difference between
Beaconsfield and Hallam: one of them is in a
Labor-held seat and one is in a Liberal-held seat that
this government simply does not care about. We should
have the same access at that site there. There are public
toilets there that are permanently locked. They are old
public toilets that need work. We do not say that they
should open the ones that are there — we do think they
need work — but we must have the same access in my
community that is there for other areas, particularly
Labor-held seats. It is just simply unfair when you are
talking about Labor-held seats getting it and ours not.
The other topic I am going to talk about is that we
know cost of living is such a major issue when you are
talking about the growth corridor through Beaconsfield,
Officer and Pakenham. People regularly come in and
talk about the pressures of electricity bills, the pressures
of the mortgage belt, the pressures that they are feeling
at home, and obviously it causes a lot of mortgage
stress on them.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BATTIN — I will just quickly put it on record
that I note that the Labor Party at the moment have got
three or four people just simply laughing at the back
there. Obviously cost of living is not a big issue when
you are talking to the Labor Party. To sit up the back
there, as the Attorney-General is doing, and just joke
the whole way through when we are talking about
cost-of-living expenses in my community is actually a
joke in itself. I think it is vital that we actually get on
record that the Labor Party would be laughing in the
faces of those people down in the east and the
south-east who are currently finding it difficult to pay
their own electricity bills. What has this government
given them? They have given them extra tolls on the
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Monash Freeway for another 10 years to build a road
that they may never use over on my side of the city.
Many people — 60 per cent of people — from Cardinia
and Casey have to travel into the city. They have got to
travel city-bound to go to work. At the moment those
opposite are saying that they have opened the third lane
on the Monash Freeway — well, let me tell you that on
Monday it took an hour and 40 minutes to get from
Berwick into the city, and it is about an hour and 40 on
the way back out, and that is with the pretend fix they
have done down there on the Monash Freeway.
And they are going to add extra tolls to the families and
to the businesses of the south-east. There are many
people out in the south-east, particularly tradies. We
have a lot of tradies who work for themselves out in the
south-east and they have to bear these costs themselves.
We have got plumbers, sparkies — they all travel into
the city to work on construction sites in Melbourne.
They all travel into the city and whilst they are in the
city they will now have to pay extra tolls for another
10 years. They have got to pay extra tolls for another
10 years.
Mr Pakula interjected.
Mr BATTIN — I know the Attorney-General is out
of his spot and you will not say anything on it, but it is
very important that these people are afforded the
respect of a government rather than to be turned around
whilst they are trying their hardest to make ends meet in
their businesses. It is a difficult thing these days to
make ends meet in your business. Some of them are
trying to expand and at the same time that they are
trying to expand they are getting pressures put on them
from this government in relation to the cost of the tolls
on the roads, they are getting an increase in electricity
costs — these are the things that are affecting those in
the Gembrook electorate.
As we go around doorknocking, as we are speaking to
people in the community or we are going to the
markets, they continuously come to us, and cost of
living is raised every day of the week. Every one of
them knows that it is the policies of the Labor
government that are putting pressures on their family
budget every single week. They understand that Labor
simply does not care about the south-east. Labor wants
nothing to do with us down in the south-east, and if
they did want something to do with the south-east,
maybe their Minister for Roads and Road Safety, the
member for Narre Warren North, would consider
moving down to the south-east. He pretends to
represent the south-east but he does not understand the
issues on the Monash because he travels in the opposite
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direction if he bothers to come out there. We know the
times that the minister comes out to the electorate of
Narre Warren North — he gets out there on Saturday
mornings and that is about it, because he genuinely
does not care about the south-east.

conservative cabal within the Liberal Party who, and I
am quoting a newspaper article:

I am proud to live in the south-east. I have lived there
all my life, and I think we should actually have more
Labor members living there who actually are supposed
to represent the area, but every one of them resides in
the inner city or down in Mount Martha. That is where
they all live rather than live there, and we need to have
more representation so they can understand the
cost-of-living pressures that we get.

It has been reported in more recent times that many of
these functionaries are aligned with the Mormons and it
has been reported that many Mormons and conservative
Christians now hold senior positions on the
administrative committee of the Victorian branch of the
Liberal Party. The reality is that there is this growing
power of conservatism that is tearing apart the Liberal
Party. It is tearing apart the Liberal Party, and it is a
lifetime away from the views of Robert Menzies.

Liberal Party
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (14:17) — I rise to
grieve for the modern-day liberal, because recent events
show that there is no place for a liberal in the truest
sense of the word in the Victorian branch of the Liberal
Party. John Stuart Mill, in his key essay On Liberty,
focused on the rights of the individual with three key
themes: freedom of thought and emotion —
Mr T. Smith interjected.
Mr PEARSON — Well, you might learn
something, member for Kew. The freedom to pursue
tastes and the freedom to unite so long as the involved
members are of age, are not forced and no harm is done
to others.
Now, the notion of the rights of the individual to pursue
those interests that he or she deemed best for them was a
supreme right, and it formed the basis of the Liberal
Party and the political philosophy of the Liberal Party.
Gerard Henderson wrote a very interesting book called
Menzies’ Child back in 1994 for the 50th anniversary of
the Liberal Party. For those who have not read it, I
would encourage you to read it because it is a very, very
good book by Mr Henderson. In naming the Liberal
Party the ‘Liberal Party’, Menzies chose his words very
carefully and he deliberately chose the word ‘liberal’
and not ‘conservative’ because he said, and I quote:
We took the name ‘Liberal’ because we were determined to
be a progressive party, willing to make experiments, in no
sense reactionary but believing in the individual, his right and
his enterprise, and rejecting the socialist panacea.

I would say that Menzies would have more in common
with me in making that statement than with the Leader
of the Opposition if his actions and conduct over the
course of the 58th Parliament are anything to go by.
What we have seen in recent times is the creation of a

… don’t want to trade or compromise …
They want the party to be shaped around their world view.

Menzies said in one of his early speeches, in 1942, on
the topic of freedom of religion that:
We must be free to worship or not to worship. There have
been honest and indeed noble men in this world who have
never been able to find a God. Are we to deny them their
place? There are many men who, profoundly and instinctively
religious by nature, have never been able to accept what we
call ‘revealed religion’ or the doctrine of any church. There are
many millions who find a guide and comfort in life through
the doctrine and authority of the church of Rome. There are
millions of others who reject that doctrine and authority and, as
Anglicans, Presbyterians, Methodists, or otherwise, worship
God in their own way. And so might one go on.
We are a diversity of creatures, with a diversity of minds and
emotions and imaginations and faiths. When we claim
freedom of worship we claim room and respect for all.
Sectarian strife is the enemy of freedom of worship, not its
friend. It is a denial of Christianity, not its proof. It is indeed a
poor religion which consists mainly of opposing somebody
else’s faith, which produces not faith itself nor understanding
nor tolerance nor generosity, but malice and hatred and all
uncharitableness.

I compare and contrast this with a newspaper article
by Farrah Tomazin published in the Age of
17 December 2016. Ms Tomazin wrote:
Matthew Guy’s —

or the Leader of the Opposition’s —
opposition helped defeat two bills designed to improve
LGBTI rights: the first making it harder for faith-based
agencies to discriminate on the grounds of sexuality; the
second giving transgender people the power to change their
birth certificates without needing gender reassignment
surgery.

Mr T. Smith interjected.
Mr PEARSON — The article continues:
On the Wednesday of that week, Team Guy joined forces
with the Shooters and Fishers Party in a failed bid to thwart
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the creation of a new national park in the Central Highlands,
and later voted against legislation designed to get Victoria’s
greenhouse gas emissions to net zero by 2050.
…
Remember, for instance, when Guy —

the Leader of the Opposition —
told us he wanted the Liberals to do more to ‘reach out’ to the
gay community? Since then, the opposition has watered down
same-sex adoption laws, vowed to scrap the Safe Schools
program, and used its numbers to defeat the two equality bills
Labor put forward in the last sitting week of Parliament.
Remember, too, when he seemed determined to tackle his
party’s gender gap by setting targets designed to boost the
number of women in Parliament? Since then, the Liberals
have held two preselections for the safe seats of Brighton and
Nepean — both of which resulted in strong female candidates
being overlooked in favour of the boys and we’ve hardly
heard a whimper.
And remember when …

the Leader of the Opposition —
declared he wanted to reconnect with voters in regional
centres such as Ballarat, Bendigo and Geelong — which have
been Labor strongholds for years — by ‘ensuring our brand is
relevant, our party is relevant, and that we are keeping with
the aspirations of people living in those cities’?
Since then, what exactly has the opposition done to achieve
those stated goals — in regional Victoria or otherwise?

I note the member for Kew’s interjection, asking what
Menzies would have done. I will pose the question to
the member for Kew: what would Sir Rupert Hamer
have done, were he here? If you look at the Hamer
government, you see that the Hamer government was a
very progressive administration. It ruled this state for
many years when Victoria was regarded as the jewel in
the Liberal crown. The Hamer government was quite
progressive in a number of these areas, far more so than
the current Leader of the Opposition’s party.
Again, when you look at the number of conscience
votes that have been made over the course of the
58th Parliament, what has become clear and apparent to
me as a very new member is that those opposite are a
party riven by strife, internal division and conflict.
There is a very small minority of people who would
probably describe themselves as Liberals, but they are
under siege; they are absolutely under siege. If you look
at some of the positions that have been taken by those
opposite, they have been appalling. They are not a
liberal party; they are a conservative party. They might
just as well be honest and fess up.
The reality is that if you are a liberal, if you have
liberal values, if you believe in John Stuart Mill, if you
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are a centrist in a policy sense, there is only one place
for you in the current political environment and that is
in the Labor Party. We are far more welcoming and the
party is a more hospitable home to people who have
those values of protecting the individual and the right
for people to disagree and not be punished, unlike
those opposite. That is just the reality of where we
find ourselves.
Again, when you look at those opposite, there has not
been any serious policy debate, there has been no
serious policy work done over the course of this term of
government. They are very good at opposing the most
progressive administration in the country, they are very
good at sidling up to the Greens political party to turn
around and try to frustrate the agenda of the most
progressive administration in the country — when it
suits them. But they are not capable of outlining a clear
and coherent policy position, as Menzies did with the
forgotten people.
If you asked Robert Menzies who in this day and age
are the forgotten people, they would be the shadow
frontbench. They are forgotten, they are lamentable,
they are a bunch of B-graders. You do not have to take
my word for it. Don’t take my word for it. Their own
side regards them as a bunch of B-graders. They are
just bereft of talent.
In preparing for this contribution, I thought, ‘Let’s look
at some of the things that Menzies was saying’.
Menzies created the Liberal Party in 1944, he brought
the party back into contest in the 1946 election and he
went on to win in 1949. In preparing for office, he said:
As an opposition … we must be willing not only to oppose
what we think wrong but to suggest those things that we think
ought to be done. We have a constructive function, and
because of that we must avoid mere sectional argument and
barren debating points.

All we have had over the course of the
58th Parliament have been barren debating points
from those opposite. All they do is come in here
and try to block and oppose and frustrate the
agenda of the most progressive administration in
the nation. If anyone has any doubts about that,
they should just look at the way that every Tuesday
afternoon they constantly oppose the government
business program. Week in, week out, they are
opposed to it.
When you look at those opposite, it is really a
lamentable display. You would have thought that
over the course of this term of office that
particularly some of the newer members would be
growing in the environment, that they would be
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learning the ropes, that they would be enjoying
themselves — and I hope that they enjoy
themselves for a very long time in opposition.
When you look at them, you see that they are not
growing, they are not progressing. Menzies said:
Thinking ahead, what really happens to us will depend on
how many people we have who are of the great and sober and
dynamic middle class — the strivers, the planners, the
ambitious ones.

I can tell you what those people are not: those people
are not in the state parliamentary Liberal Party. They
are not dynamic, they are not engaging, they are not
interested. They are lazy and they do not apply
themselves. They have not come forward with a clear
vision for their view of what they would create in the
state of Victoria were they to form office in November
of this year.
Again, if you look at the actions of those opposite, I
recall the Leader of the Opposition’s earnest desire
early in the term of the 58th Parliament to get more
women into safe seats for the Liberal Party, which has
come to nothing. If you are a bright woman at the start
of your career and you are a moderate, a centrist and a
liberal, why would you throw your lot in with those
opposite? There is nothing for you. It is just a barren
wasteland of B-graders. That is all there is.
Moreover, Rupert Hamer came back from the war and
ran a successful legal practice. He joined the other place
in 1958 and he had a distinguished career. But the
reality is that there is no room in the Liberal Party of
today for someone like Rupert Hamer. He would not
have a home. If you look at the recent statements that
have been attributed to those in the Liberal Party, you
realise that if he were in the party he would be hunted
down and shown the door pretty quick smart.
I just compare and contrast what Hamer did with the
lack of policy action from those opposite — the lack of
vision, their lack of a coherent narrative. I come back to
what the member for Kew said in his earlier
interjection. It was Hamer who introduced
environmental protection laws. Those opposite have
opposed any action on climate change and they
obfuscated in terms of their views on fracking, whether
they are against it. Hamer abolished the death penalty.
He looked at decriminalising abortion and
homosexuality. Again, these are actions which he took
as a centrist, a liberal and a moderate — because he
believed that individuals have the right to be able to
choose how they wish to live their lives. That is not the
view of those opposite. They do not believe that.
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In preparing for this contribution I noted that it was
actually Hamer when he was Premier who ordered
100 trams and extended the tram line from Warrigal
Road to Middleborough Road. It was the first time that
rolling stock had been ordered and the first time that a
tram line had been extended since 1956. Hamer was the
one who looked at trying to revitalise Melbourne by
easing restrictions on shop trading hours and allowing
public entertainment on Sundays. He was trying to find
ways in which the emerging and burgeoning middle
class could come into inner Melbourne and choose to
spend their time and leisure as they saw fit. He was the
one who put heritage protection in place for places like
the Regent Theatre, the Windsor Hotel and the
Shamrock Hotel. Compare and contrast that with the
legacy of the Leader of the Opposition when he was
planning minister. You could not see a more stark
example of the differences in the way in which they
exercised power in their respective roles over those
different times.
Again, it was Hamer who decentralised education in
Victoria. He looked at creating a vibrant film industry
and he established the Heide Museum of Modern Art.
Although he never played on my team, these are all
actions which, as you sit back as a dispassionate
observer of good public policy, you see were good
things to be done. They were very good things to have
done. They shaped and created the world in which we
live — and we are better for the contribution that
people like Hamer made in the course of the public
policy debate. You are not going to see anyone like
Hamer emerging on that side, because there is no room
for him. Those opposite do not want people like Hamer.
They have made it very clear that people like Hamer
are not welcome in the Liberal Party. I grieve for the
true liberals, because there is no place for them.
In closing, J. S. Mill said:
That the only purpose for which power can be rightfully
exercised over any member of a civilised community, against
his will, is to prevent harm to others. His own good, either
physical or moral, is not a sufficient warrant … Over himself,
over his own body and mind, the individual is sovereign.

That is not the case in the Liberal Party and I
grieve for the modern liberal.

Energy prices
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) (14:32) — I
grieve today for the people of Victoria and in particular
the people of Gippsland due to the cost-of-living
increases imposed upon them by the policies of this
Labor government, in particular energy prices and
electricity prices. I grieve wholeheartedly because, as
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we have just seen from the member for Essendon, this
is a government that is more focused on winning a
political argument, more focused on talking about the
Liberal Party and the internal ramifications of the
Liberal Party, than it is on the impacts of the rising cost
of living that it is imposing on the people of Victoria.
I am amused by the references to the opposition parties
with respect to diversity and difference of opinion. On
this side of Parliament, if we do not like something, we
can cross the floor. We can vote against our party. On
that side, you do that and you are out. You want to talk
about diversity —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr D. O’BRIEN — You want to talk about
diversity? We can do it any time. It is extraordinary to
have the member for Essendon standing up and talking
about diversity and difference of opinion when it is
absolutely squashed on that side. You cannot think for
yourselves. It is evident every time we have a piece of
legislation. We hear the same speech 20 or 30 times
from all those opposite. They get up with their pieces of
paper, their government briefing notes, and they read
out the same thing. It is just an example of exactly why
this government is failing Victorians on matters like the
cost of living. The members over there cannot think for
themselves. They swallow what the Premier tells them.
They follow slavishly — what he says goes and what
he says is actually costing Victorians today.
I must say, as I said earlier, in particular this is
happening across our electricity prices. We are very
concerned and Victorians are very concerned about the
cost-of-living increases that they are experiencing. The
St Vincent de Paul Society, in its report Victorian
Energy Prices: January 2018, reported in its key
findings that:
Among the incumbent retailers, electricity prices … increased
on average by 10–16 per cent (depending on network area)
and gas prices increased by 5–16 per cent.

And I hear the interjection from behind me that the
increase was only going to be 80 cents a week. Who
said that?
Mr Katos — That was me.
Mr D. O’BRIEN — No, it was not you who said
that, member for South Barwon. It was the Premier.
The Premier said, ‘When Hazelwood closes, it’ll only
cost us 80 cents a week’. Well, he has been found out
by the facts in hindsight because that was never going
to be the case. By taking out 25 per cent of the power
supply in this state, there was always going to be a
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price response, and it is Victorians who are suffering
the consequences of that price response. So I say again
that the Vinnies report shows that prices have
increased on average by 10 to 16 per cent across the
electricity network.
Indeed that has been driven by the closure of the
Hazelwood power station, and on 29 March 2018 the
ABC reported on a report from the Australian Energy
Regulator that found ‘wholesale prices in Victoria were
up 85 per cent on 2016’. This is what it says:
A year on from the closure of the 1600 megawatt-sized plant
in the Latrobe Valley, the report from the Australian Energy
Regulator found wholesale prices in Victoria were up 85 per
cent on 2016.

Not surprisingly, this has flowed through to retail
prices, and it is hurting Victorians right across the state.
The Australian Competition and Consumer
Commission (ACCC) released a report last year, Retail
Electricity Pricing Inquiry. This is from 22 September
2017, and these are the preliminary findings. I go to the
impacts that the loss of cheap, affordable baseload
power from this state has had on the east coast
electricity market. I quote from the report:
A clear example of the potential price impact of a tightening
in the demand-supply balance is the recent closure of the
Hazelwood coal-fired power station in Victoria.

It goes on to say:
Wholesale prices in Victoria increased by 40 per cent
between 2015–16 and 2016–17 …

So that is actually before Hazelwood closed. We
already had wholesale prices dramatically increasing. It
goes on to say:
… and prices for 2017–18 are tracking to be significantly
higher again — the average price so far this financial year is
65 per cent higher than the 2016–17 average, and almost
double the average price over 2015–16.

You do not need to be a rocket scientist to work that out
because, obviously, if you have done any basic
economics at any time, you would know that the
removal of 25 per cent of the baseload power in
Victoria would have a dramatic impact on price.
It astounds me, and I heard it again today, that the
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
and the Premier regularly say, ‘Ah, but we are bringing
online more renewable power because that is bringing
the price down’. I have no problem with renewable
power. I think it is something we should be pursuing,
but the minister says time and time again that the price
of renewable power is less than baseload coal-fired
power. If that is the case — and I challenge anyone on
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that side to answer this for me — why does it need a
subsidy? Why does it need a Victorian renewable
energy target? The minister says we have got to support
this industry. They keep telling us that it is cheaper to
have wind and solar power than it is to have baseload
coal-fired or gas-fired power, but they cannot explain to
me, therefore, why we need a Victorian renewable
energy target. It must be either what the minister is
saying is wrong and it is not cheaper than baseload coal
or gas-fired power, or the government is simply giving
a free kick to the renewable energy sector.
That is astounding. I have asked numerous times here
in the chamber and I have asked out in public for
someone to explain this to me: if it is so much cheaper,
why is it getting a subsidy from the state government?
The Liberals and Nationals have already committed
that, as a result of that logic, we will scrap the Victorian
renewable energy target because all it is doing is adding
costs to Victorians for no benefit.
I will continue on the ACCC report from September
last year. It notes the problems that resulted from the
five months notice given of Hazelwood’s closure.
It says:
The lack of overlap between the exit of Hazelwood and the
entry of new capacity also raised issues from a reliability and
security perspective.

This is the other matter that people are concerned about.
We have seen increased unreliability in our power
system over the past few years, in particular since
Hazelwood closed. As a result we had to have the
government put in dozens of diesel generators at the
Energy Brix site in Morwell over the summer period,
and twice we had to have companies shut down
operations during periods of high demand to manage
the demand levels.
Interestingly enough the Thwaites report to the
Victorian government — obviously chaired by former
Labor minister John Thwaites — noted that the
announcement of the Hazelwood closure led to
significant increases in forward contract prices for
wholesale electricity. That report is referred to on
page 85 of the ACCC report. The ACCC report goes on
to say:
The closure also immediately impacted spot prices in
Victoria. In the 30 days leading up to the closure, Victoria’s
volume weighted average spot price was $87.53 per MWh. In
the 30 days following the closure, the average price had
jumped to $112.33.

And yet we had the Premier and the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change arguing that
prices would only go up 80 cents a week. That is just
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ridiculous. Why do I raise all that? I know there are
those opposite who will jump in here. They will say this
decision to close Hazelwood was the decision of a
multinational private company.
Let us go back to the 2016 budget in which the
government made a simply bizarre decision, in my
view, to triple the coal royalty on Victoria’s power
stations — a tripling of the coal royalty to gouge
$252 million out of the Latrobe Valley power industry.
At the time they argued, bizarrely again, that this was to
bring the Victorian coal royalty rate in line with New
South Wales and Queensland royalty rates. To the
geniuses who were making this decision, the New
South Wales and Queensland coal industries are
predominantly export focused. They export their black
coal. To suggest that we should be at the same level as
those states is ridiculous, because increasing the coal
royalty only hurts Victorian consumers — and it has
done so.
As a result there is no doubt in my mind and in the
minds of the people of the Latrobe Valley and
Gippsland that that tripling of the coal royalty had a
significant impact on Engie’s decision to close
Hazelwood earlier than planned. Before I hear from
those on the other side, I will read out some of the
comments from the Latrobe Valley Express on
28 April 2016, the night that the coal royalty tripling
was announced. I quote directly from the article:
A spokesperson for Hazelwood power station and Loy
Yang B owner Engie said the increase would inevitably have
a ‘detrimental impact on the region’s energy sector’ and it had
not been consulted on the decision.

We subsequently found through the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee hearings that the minister had
consulted them. She had consulted them about 12 hours
earlier. She had let them know that that was what she
was going to do. I will go on. This is the full quote from
the Engie spokesperson:
We’re not saying there is a direct impact on jobs …
However, this government decision takes $20 million a year
straight out of the Hazelwood business.
That is a significant additional cost that has to be found at a
time when we are already experiencing very difficult
electricity market trading conditions.

That is the result. That is what Engie said at the time.
They made it very, very clear to the government that
this tripling of the coal royalty would hurt. They went
on to say:
Engie is a significant investor in Australia and Victoria and
while we do understand the need for an energy
transformation, policies that continue to damage our business
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commercially will not help the community of the Latrobe
Valley or the Victorian economy in the longer term.

What a pertinent quote that is. It highlights exactly the
impact of that decision to triple the coal royalty rate in
conjunction with the Victorian renewable energy target
that this government has placed on our energy sector. In
addition to the tripling of the rate, that target will place
further pressure on the existing generators, and we have
already seen media reports highlighting the concerns
about the Yallourn power station and whether it will be
able to continue under a 25 or a 40 per cent renewable
energy target being mandated by this government.
What are the impacts there? I can tell you about some
of the experiences of people from my electorate.
Thornton’s Bakery in Leongatha contacted me. Their
electricity bill this year increased by $800 a month,
which is a 57 per cent increase in the monthly power
bill of Darren McInnes, the owner of Thornton’s
Bakery. Darren employs about nine staff, and his power
prices, as I said, are increasing by 57 per cent. Darren
calculated that would mean that he would have to sell
an extra 400 pies each and every month — just pies —
to meet the increase in costs. That is a significant cost
impact for a small business.
I also previously raised in this place the impact on the
dairy sector. The Peddle family just out of Yarram
employ six full-time people and five part-time people.
The energy component of their new bill, once they went
for a new contract, increased by 400 per cent. That
means an increase in their actual electricity bill of
150 per cent. This is from a family that already has an
annual power bill of $150 000.
This has had an impact right across the state, and we
have heard examples raised in this chamber in the last
couple of days of other businesses and families that are
being impacted by these terrible increases in costs. I
know this has had a particular impact on the Latrobe
Valley — not just the power prices but of course the
loss of jobs. The government’s activities — the
government’s policy — forced the closure of
Hazelwood power station, with the loss of around
1000 jobs. On top of that we had the closure last year of
the Carter Holt Harvey timber mill, which also cost
160 jobs. These are very serious concerns.
I refer to the unemployment rate in the Latrobe Valley.
When we left government in December 2014 — and I
am not for one second arguing that it was great then; we
have had problems in the Latrobe Valley for a long
time, but they have gotten worse under this
government — the unemployment rate in
Moe-Newborough was 10 per cent; it is now 12.1 per
cent. The unemployment rate for Morwell was 13.2 per
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cent; it is now 15.6 per cent. That is an 18 per cent
increase in unemployment in Morwell. Even Traralgon,
which is doing markedly better, was 4.8 per cent when
we left government and is 6 per cent now.
I know The Nationals candidate for Morwell, Sheridan
Bond, has been very concerned about these issues. She
has raised them with me. She has raised them with my
upper house colleague Melina Bath. She recently
highlighted the concerns in the Latrobe Valley
community with the member for Murray Plains, who is
the Leader of The Nationals, and also with the entire
shadow cabinet when it visited Morwell last week.
These are genuine concerns of real people. They are
genuine concerns about power costs and about costs of
living generally and genuine concerns about the
availability of good long-term jobs.
The concern the people of the Latrobe Valley and
Gippsland have is that this government is not focused
on them. It is focused on other things. It is focused on
the tripling of the coal royalty. It is focused on talking
about, as the member for Essendon just did, the internal
machinations of the Liberal Party, not on the issues that
matter to the people of Victoria, the Latrobe Valley and
Gippsland. Under this government costs for families
have increased, jobs have been lost in Gippsland and
the Labor government’s policies are only going to
continue to make it worse.

Opposition performance
Ms WARD (Eltham) (14:47) — That was not a very
interesting thing for the opposition to be grieving for. I
am not quite sure where they are coming from yet, but
that is okay; they still have two more speakers.
We saw Liberal Party insiders say in the Age last week
that the party has changed a lot and not for the better.
We know that what has changed a lot and what has not
changed for the better is the Leader of the Opposition’s
view on the north-east link. The Leader of the
Opposition has had more positions on the north-east
link than Pauline Hanson has had on corporate tax, and
that is a lot of positions. In May 2016, the Leader of the
Opposition told the Diamond Valley Leader that:
… the coalition will announce a transport package for
Melbourne and the north-east link will be a part of that.

Let us fast-forward to November 2017, when he then
said he did not like the proposed route and told
Parliament that the federal government would block the
federal land acquisition needed for the project.
Ms Kilkenny interjected.
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Ms WARD — That is right, member for Carrum.
That went well, because what has happened this year?
Hang on, we had a federal budget this year. What was
in it? Guess what, the Prime Minister for Sydney finally
discovered Victoria. Who knew that the Prime Minister
for Sydney knew we existed — not only knew that we
existed but knew we needed the north-east link, and so
they put $2 billion in for it. I do not think that land
acquisition is going to be an issue.

The business case found that there would be a
$1.30 return for every taxpayer dollar invested. What
was the return for the zombie road — the east–west
link? It was 45 cents in the dollar. This road project
gives the taxpayer nearly $1 more compared to the
east–west link. That is what a terrible proposal it was,
one that those opposite are still wedded to despite the
fact that it does not stack up and despite the fact that it
does not help the north-east.

If we then go to February 2018, a school principal in
Manningham confirmed that Mr Guy told him that he
preferred option C through my electorate of Eltham —

Speaker, you and I both know that the north-east has
never been on their radar. They are not interested in the
north-east. Speaker, they did not put money into your
schools. Again, surprisingly, the Leader of the
Opposition grew up in Montmorency, went to what was
then Monty high, now Montmorency Secondary
College, but they did not put a cent into that school in
the four years that they were in government. We
committed in 2010 that if we were re-elected, we would
rebuild that school at a cost of $10 million. What did
the Liberal Party do? Zero — yet another round of the
big fat doughnuts that they kept giving out to this state.
Zeroes. Then 2014 came around and we were in
government. What have we done? We have invested
$14 million in rebuilding that school. This is the stuff
that helps with the cost of living. This is the stuff that
puts money in people’s pockets, that educates their kids
and creates jobs.

The SPEAKER — The member for Eltham will
refer to members by their correct titles.
Ms WARD — The Leader of the Opposition.
Instead of touching the Leader of the Opposition’s own
electorate, he said going through Eltham would provide
a more holistic response. I know that we like holistic
activities in the seat of Eltham. There are a lot of people
who see the world through holistic eyes, but I know that
they are not that keen to have a freeway go right
through Eltham. Then on 2 May 2018 in an interview
on ABC radio, the Leader of the Opposition confirmed
he would not build the north-east link. Host Jon Faine
asked him:
If you’re elected, will you sign those contracts?

What did the Leader of the Opposition say? No, he is
not going to sign those contracts. I tell you what,
Speaker, and you would know this story, the Leader of
the Opposition grew up in Montmorency. You would
know that he is familiar with the north-east, and you
would think he is familiar with and understands the
problems of those on my side of the river when it comes
to traffic. But no, he has crossed the river — the
Rubicon if you like — and he has completely forgotten
about the north-east. He has forgotten about the
challenges that we have in the north-east. He does not
want to address them at all. He does not want to help the
north-east at all. We are at the bottom of his priority list.
If those opposite want to talk about the cost of living, the
thing that will help the cost of living in this state is
building the north-east link. Having efficient transport,
having half an hour cut off your travel time and creating
10 000 jobs in this economy is what will help the cost of
living. Taking between 11 000 and 14 000 vehicles off
Fitzsimons Lane, that is what will help the cost of living.
What is also good news is that, unlike the previous
government with the zombie road, as we know the
Treasurer likes to call it, we have done a business case
for the north-east link. What did the business case find?

It is by investing in things like our schools, not to say
our TAFEs, Speaker. You and I campaigned against the
cutting of TAFEs and against the closure of
Greensborough TAFE, and together we campaigned for
the reopening, which is what we have achieved. That is
what helps people in this state, and it again shows
Labor’s commitment to the north-east to all Victorians,
unlike those opposite, who I think could barely find the
north-east, even if they tried. Those hills are too hilly
for them. They do not want to come out our way. They
do not want to cross the river. They do not want to
invest in the north. They do not want to know about us.
It is terribly, terribly disappointing.
People do not want to wait for the north-east link; they
want it now. You would know in your electorate,
Speaker, as I do in mine and as the member for
Ivanhoe, who was here a minute ago, would also know,
that people in our communities want this road built.
They have been waiting for this road since the late
1960s. In the late 1960s we started talking about the
ring road and about completing it in the north-east.
What have the Liberals done? They said, ‘Nah, we can
wait a bit longer. Nah, it doesn’t matter. Nah, it’s not
important’. The more that they dither, as they want to
do with the Metro Tunnel, and the more that they muck
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around, the longer it will take for these infrastructure
projects to happen.
We saw in their four years of government that is all
they can do — dither. Despite being in opposition for
three and a half years, they have still not figured out
how to get things done and make things happen. It is
shocking. I am not surprised that we have article after
article in papers like the Age that talk about the
deadwood of the Liberal Party, the B-team in the
Liberal Party.
Mr Edbrooke interjected.
Ms WARD — Yes, member for Frankston, from
their own people. Because when you have the class act
over there who does not think that the north-east link is
a priority and you have the class act over there who
does not think that it is one of the most important things
for the north-east to have, you know that you have a
party that has no idea of what is going on and what it
needs to do. It is a party that is clearly not ready to
govern, because if they were ready to govern, they
would have some ideas instead of trying to rehash a
road that someone pulled out of a drawer in 2013 when
they realised they had not had any policies or had not
had anything built. They thought, ‘God, we’d better get
started. We’d better get something done. I know. We’ll
build this. It doesn’t matter that it only returns 45 cents
in the dollar. It doesn’t matter at all’. They are revisiting
it. They are still doing it. It is just absolutely crazy.
I will tell members what else I grieve for. I grieve for
the women in the Liberal Party.
Ms Thomson interjected.
Ms WARD — I absolutely agree, member for
Footscray — the lack of women in the Liberal Party.
The member for Essendon spoke about Menzies’s
forgotten people; he mentioned the speech that the
Liberal Party is so proud of and Menzies, their leader,
that they are so proud of. I have to tell you, Speaker, the
forgotten people in the Liberal Party are women. The
women in the Liberal Party are completely forgotten.
They are not there. They are very hard to see and they
are even harder to hear. It is shameful that when it
comes to representation the number of women in the
Liberal Party is going backwards. If we look at the
federal figures, we see that the number of women in the
Liberal Party in the federal Parliament has gone
backwards. They are worse now than they were in 1993.
Mr Edbrooke interjected.
Ms WARD — Absolutely, it is. It is so bad that you
have got firebrands like Kelly O’Dwyer wanting to
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start up fighting funds so that she can go around and
campaign and help women get ahead in the Liberal
Party, because the blokes certainly are not doing it.
The blokes are certainly not lifting a finger at all. It is
just appalling.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms WARD — Since 2001 the number of federal
Liberal MPs has been falling, which has coincided with
the decline of women voting for the party. You are not
going to vote for a party that does not represent you and
especially one that does not look like you. When you
have got a party that only pulls out women when they
want to do a gimmick — they do not actually see merit
in their women — and when that party has the audacity
to say that they do not believe in quotas because people
should be appointed on merit, then they are saying that
there are bucketloads and bucketloads of women in
their party who are without merit, because they have
not found their way through to be representatives of the
Liberal Party. It is shameful; it is absolutely shameful.
They are well on target at the end of November to have
less women on their benches than what they do now.
Surely it is the aim of every party in this place to be as
representative as possible and to make sure that they are
as inclusive as possible.
When you have got a party like that, which is so full of
middle-class, white men from the eastern suburbs, you
are not getting a broad representation of people in their
party — you are not getting a broad representation.
This is what possibly explains why they are in such a
policy-deficit zone. You are going to be in a
policy-deficit zone when your party consists of people
who essentially have the same experience, although I
suspect that there is probably only one of them who is
privileged enough to have attended the Rugby School.
They are absolutely embarrassing when it comes to
female representation.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms WARD — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker,
I would ask the member for Kew to withdraw. I take
offence at his comment.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — I ask the member to
withdraw.
Mr T. Smith interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — The member will
withdraw, unconditionally.
Mr T. Smith — I withdraw.

GRIEVANCES
Wednesday, 6 June 2018

ASSEMBLY

Ms WARD — It goes to show, the petty
aggressiveness that comes with the Liberal Party when
you have got somebody —
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Kew, and what happened? What happened to that poor
woman who wanted to come to this place?
Ms Thomas — She got rolled.

Mr T. Smith — On a point of order, Deputy
Speaker, there was a gratuitous comment made with
regard to where I went to school. I responded in a
fashion, trying to assist the member for Eltham.

Ms WARD — Absolutely, member for Macedon,
she got rolled. And I grieve for the fact that women in
the Liberal Party will keep getting rolled.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Is there a point of
order?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired. I would encourage
members not to yell at each other across the chamber.

Mr T. Smith — The point of order is that I was
accused of passive aggressiveness with my comment.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Do you wish a
withdrawal?
Mr T. Smith — No, I do not wish a withdrawal. I
would like it not said again.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — There is no point of
order. The member for Eltham to continue.
Ms WARD — I had no idea that the member for
Kew was so touchy about where he went to school, and
I apologise for any offence he may feel at my words
talking about the school that he went to — I really do.
Because I would have thought that he would have been
proud of the privileged upbringing that he has had.
Clearly, he likes to flag it as much as he can, so I am
surprised that he has been so offended by my
mentioning of his attendance at the Rugby School. I am
absolutely surprised.
I think it just goes to the point that I am trying to make
about the lack of women’s representation in their party
and how frequently men on that side like to talk over
the top of women, like to interject and like to pull up
female members like the member for Yan Yean or the
member for Macedon. Every time they get up to say
something they disagree with, those opposite call a
point of order or they call a quorum; it happens time
and time again.
Those opposite love silencing women on this side of
the house — they absolutely do. They do not want to
hear the voices of women, especially those on this side
of the house. I grieve for the fact that women in the
Liberal Party cannot get ahead. They cannot get ahead,
they cannot find the place of power on decisions of
leadership in that party. In fact it is ironic that the
member for Kew has become so distressed about the
conversation around his attendance at the Rugby
School, considering who he beat for the seat of Kew.
There was a woman who wanted to stand in the seat of

Regional and rural health funding
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) (15:02) — I have been
listening to the debate for the last hour and I must say,
when I came into this place I thought the grievance
debate was to raise an important issue in relation to
your electorate, rather than worry about the party on the
other side.
I rise today to grieve for the people in rural
communities who are disproportionately disadvantaged
when it comes to health outcomes and access to health
services. Deputy Speaker, coming from a regional
community yourself, you too would understand that it
is often a challenge to get the resources you need in
your community to deal with the issues that arise in
them. It is a very different story when you live in a
metropolitan area where you have access to so many
services and so much opportunity to access them with
virtually no travel of significance associated with it.
Just over two years ago I had my first grievance debate
and this is my second. I will only get two during the
course of this Parliament. At that point I spoke on
education and the disparity between educational
outcomes in regional areas as, again, compared to
metropolitan areas, and they were very significant. I am
very pleased to say that as a result of that I got some
traction, and after not too long we have got a
Shepparton education plan well underway and, in this
budget, $20.5 million committed to the design work on
a new Shepparton secondary college, which will merge
the four existing colleges together with an integrated
children’s centre on the Doveton College model over in
Mooroopna. So I certainly see the grievance debate as
an opportunity to raise some serious issues and hope
that the government is listening and will respond as
best it can.
In 2015 the Garvan Institute of Medical Research
released its inaugural medical research and rural health
report. It is a disturbing indictment of the systemic
neglect of rural and regional communities when it
comes to health. It reports that people living outside the
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major capital cities, when compared with those living in
capital cities, experience higher mortality rates and
lower life expectancy; higher reported rates of high
blood pressure, diabetes and obesity; higher death rates
from chronic disease; higher rates of dementia; and
higher rates of alcohol abuse and smoking. It is then not
surprising to learn that while people living in rural areas
make up 30 per cent of the population they do not
receive anything like a third of health funding or
services in relation to mental health.
The Garvan institute also notes that rural and remote
communities are more reliant on general practitioners
than their city counterparts. Their healthcare facilities
are generally smaller, have less infrastructure and fewer
specialists servicing them, and that makes life very
difficult for people in remote areas to access the sorts of
professional services that at times they want to. Of
course the interplay between health outcomes for
people in regional and rural areas, their access to
services and so forth is tied up with a whole lot of
social and economic issues that impact on them. The
challenges faced by these communities are
compounded by often higher rates of socioeconomic
disadvantage and, as outlined earlier, generally poorer
educational outcomes.
Distance from key services is also obviously a major
contributing factor. I do not know how many of you
might have watched Landline on Sunday, 20 May this
year. It was a really heartbreaking program that told
stories about people living in remote areas of regional
Australia. There was the story of a young mother who,
because of her risk of developing breast cancer — it
was a high risk — decided that she would have a
double mastectomy instead of facing up to the sorts of
time away from home that she would need to have the
treatments that others faced with the same risk might
definitely choose to have. There was another story of a
mother who had to spend months away in Adelaide
while seeking cancer treatment. She had three young
daughters aged six, eight and 11, and she had to put
them in a boarding school and be hundreds of
kilometres away from her home, leaving her husband
on the farm on his own for all those months. That
description in itself really paints a very different picture
than that of someone who might be living in the
suburbs of Melbourne and what their access to
treatment would be if they had cancer.
In the Shepparton district we have much better access to
diagnostic and treatment services than a lot of those
cases that were portrayed on Landline, but my electorate
is crying out for a cancer centre. We are the fifth largest
regional city in Victoria and we are a hub for many
things across the north and north-east, yet patients in my

Wednesday, 6 June 2018

electorate are forced to travel to Bendigo, Albury or
Melbourne to seek radiation therapy. This is really an
emotional and physical burden that should not be placed
on people when they are sick. It requires them to take
time off work, it comes at considerable financial
expense to them and their choices are quite limited.
Bendigo is actually the closest place for treatment, yet
the bus timetable between Shepparton and Bendigo does
not allow you to travel home on the same day. People
have often talked to me about feeling so ill after having
treatment that they lie on the back seat of the car and
then have to travel for hours to make their way home.
They deserve to be treated in their own communities.
When they are feeling ill and having treatment they
deserve to be able to just go home, just like people in
metropolitan areas can.
Landline also reported that for every 100 kilometres a
person with colorectal cancer lives from a radiotherapy
provider, they are 8 per cent more likely to die.
Bendigo is 120 kilometres, Albury is 176 kilometres
and Melbourne’s CBD is 190 kilometres from
Shepparton. Travelling these distances, whether for
cancer treatment or for any other medical reason, also
comes at a financial cost, as I have said. The Garvan
institute estimated the travel costs attributed to people
with osteoarthritis and rheumatoid arthritis alone as
being $78.6 million in 2012 for regional people. I think
that is a really sobering figure.
Last year I went to Sydney, and I visited, along with the
safe injecting room there, the Kinghorn Cancer Centre.
I did that because we are looking at the redevelopment
of Goulburn Valley Health. Indeed the first stage is
now underway — the cranes are there, things are
happening on the ground, which is really pleasing to
see. But because of the need for a cancer centre and the
fact that we are advocating strongly for it as a second
part of the redevelopment of Goulburn Valley Health, I
was keen to see the sorts of services they had in that
cancer centre. Let me tell you, they are unbelievably
state-of-the-art services. I am realistic enough to know
that we will not be seeing that replicated in Shepparton.
In Shepparton we have access to chemotherapy services
but not radiotherapy, so we simply want that addition
and to be able to bring all the cancer services for our
region into one centre — chemo, radiation therapy and
all the support services that go around them in a single
centre for our region. Of course we do not just service
the Goulburn Valley and up to the Murray River.
Residents from southern New South Wales also often
come down to our region. I grew up in Jerilderie in
southern New South Wales, and Shepparton was our
go-to town. It is a large regional town — the fifth
biggest in Victoria — and it services a much broader
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community. Often when we talk about the population
of a place we do not take into account the fact that its
catchment is quite a large one.
Primary Care Connect is a community health service in
Shepparton that targets vulnerable and hard-to-reach
communities. Last year it brought men of all walks of
life together to take part in an event during Men’s
Health Week and to launch what they have called an
agrisafe clinic. It is a clinic that is set up to do a
comprehensive check-up of men working in
agriculture. It is only once a month and it is only for
4 hours, but they book in four farmers. Starting at
6.00 a.m., they take blood tests, give them breakfast and
then undertake a full health assessment, so that during
that 4-hour period a really good assessment is done on
four people. It is limited. It could easily be expanded,
but they report that it has been incredibly popular, and it
takes into account the capacity of farmers to get to these
sorts of things. Often their work life does not lend itself
to dashing off in the middle of the day. They have to
come to town to do the assessment, and that early start
seems to have had some appeal and to have really
increased the patronage of it.
Farmers are the backbone of our food-producing
community. All the factories in our towns are
dependent on the produce of farmers, but the challenges
they have faced have been great. We had the dairy
crisis not long ago; I suppose it was nearly two years
ago. We have had drought and we have had floods. We
are facing the uncertainty of the Murray-Darling Basin
plan with the water that is coming out of our region and
what that might mean for the future of irrigation in our
district. We already know about the damage that has
occurred — up to $500 million a year has been lost at
the farm gate, as have many jobs, with a further
1000 jobs predicted to be lost if this additional
450 gigalitres of water is taken out of our region. So
supporting farmers and farm workers in regional areas,
who often are faced with really difficult challenges,
particularly from a mental health point of view, is
something that is important, and I would encourage the
government to keep that in mind when rolling out
health services.
I had occasion to visit our local stroke group in
Shepparton recently and found that they are in desperate
need of support and are really just a fairly loose group of
people who are meeting together post stroke —
community members and their carers. They talked about
the Geelong stroke centre, which is fairly new, I think,
and provides targeted services. The services have names
such as Drysdale Blokes with Strokes, Geelong Blokes
with Strokes, the Stroke a Note Choir and the Women’s
Cafe Group. These sorts of programs have arisen out of
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a group of people getting together in Geelong with the
Stroke Association of Victoria and looking at what their
community needs and how they might support those
people. I certainly found out that there was a need for
something like this in our area, and we know that
appropriate support for stroke survivors can lead to
continuing improved outcomes and even to people who
have had significant strokes resuming many of the
previously very productive aspects of their lives.
I have spoken about the challenges faced by rural
communities in terms of access to health. There are
many discrepancies. Although research indicates that
the prevalence of mental health issues is relatively
consistent between metropolitan and regional areas at a
rate of 20 per cent of the population, the Garvan
Institute of Medical Research puts the rate of suicide in
the country at 66 per cent higher than in major cities. I
think this is a really shocking statistic, particularly
when it is often thought that people in regional areas
have a higher life satisfaction and a stronger sense of
community. There seems to be a lot of nice things about
living in the country, but the reality is that there is an
underside that is leading people to take their own lives
and to suffer from very significant mental health issues.
The plight of those suffering from mental health
problems in regional Australia has had a global reach
recently, with an article in the New York Times
highlighting the fact that all is not going well among
our farmers and regional communities.
According to the National Rural Health Alliance, for
every $1 spent per capita on Medicare-funded mental
health services in major cities, only 77 cents is spent in
inner-regional areas, and that is what Shepparton is —
an inner-regional area. The alliance reports that
inner-regional areas have only 37 per cent of the
psychiatrists, 61 per cent of the psychologists and
93 per cent of mental health nurses of major cities. So
there is a significant underservicing of the needs of
those regional communities. I would add also that the
turnover of professional staff in country areas is often
much higher and this leads to disjointed and
unsatisfactory therapeutic outcomes for people. At the
heart of that problem is the broader challenge of
recruitment that we face in many regional areas for a
whole range of professional people. In my electorate I
believe this can only be addressed by a really
fundamental whole-of-community change.
We are seeing significant change through massive
government investment in the first stage of our health
system with the redevelopment of Goulburn Valley
Health, with our new Shepparton education plan and
new schools coming on board, and with the physical
connectivity that the promised rail service will deliver
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to us — $313 million, now in the budget, now real,
which is eventually going to deliver us nine return
Vlocity train services from Shepparton each day. These
are the sort of things that are game changing for rural
communities, and when you bring those things together
you are creating an investment that is needed. I could
go on at length about the sorts the things we need. We
definitely need a mother-baby unit and we need it to be
of a standard that places like Tweddle in Melbourne
have because we know about the damage that occurs
without it. But Shepparton district is in need, and it is
receiving attention.

Opposition performance
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) (15:17) — It is
an honour to rise in the grievance debate and discuss
why I grieve for Victorians if the Matthew Guy-led
coalition is ever able to initiate and implement its
commission of audit. There are some 171 days until the
next Victorian election. In 24 weeks time Victorians
will go to the polls and make a vital decision on who
they will entrust to lead them into the future — to
deliver for schools, for hospitals, for our most
vulnerable, to keep our community safe and to deliver
the important investments in public transport and roads
to get us home safer and sooner. It is an important
decision. It is a yardstick in terms of where we are up to
as a state and how we can do better, and the
opportunities for the future.
This year’s state budget delivered on those outcomes. It
talked about investments in schools and hospitals at
record levels, including infrastructure spending where
we see one-tenth of new jobs in Victoria being created
by projects delivered by the Andrews Labor
government. It is an exciting time for young people in
our state with TAFE being made free for 30 priority
courses. That is an extraordinary outcome, and it means
young people can now make the decision on whether
they will learn their skills or trades in sectors such as
construction and engineering, which will give them
opportunities and set them up for the future.
If you compare the budget speech made by the
Treasurer, and the values and vision for our state put
forward in it, with the contribution made by the
member for Malvern, a former Treasurer of Victoria,
they are in stark contrast. This is an important
opportunity, as the grievance debate can be, to reflect
on the values that members of Parliament put forward
as people in the executive and in the shadow cabinet.
I think the budget reply speech by the member for
Malvern, the shadow Treasurer, is a window into the
psyche of shadow cabinet and where they will be on
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their election footing. Remember the prism of the
commission of audit that has been put forward. We
saw that at the federal level, and I will come to that
in a moment.
Here are some key stats on the member for Malvern’s
reply to the budget. How many times did he raise the
prospect of a conversation about tax? Thirty-seven
times. How many times did he go after the public
service? Seven times. How many times did he go after
blowouts in the public service? Eight times. How many
times did he mention roads in his reply? Zero. How
many times did he mention public transport? Zero. How
many times did he mention health in his speech? Once.
And how many times did he mention education? Three
times, but that was not about how we could invest in
education and invest in our young Victorians; it was
about slamming the government. That was the focus. So
37 times they talked about tax but could only for those
very important portfolios muster barely a mention.
It goes to values. We know that there is a commission
of audit that has been committed by the Leader of the
Opposition, and we know the shadow Treasurer
supports a commission of audit.
Mr Morris interjected.
Mr RICHARDSON — Well, a commission of
audit is what has been put forward — the member for
Malvern confirms that — and going after the public
service and talking about blowouts. Where have we
heard this before? Well, there is a recent example. An
ethos of psychology says that past behaviour is a good
indication of future behaviour. There is a dummy’s
guide to psychology they could sit down with — the
2003 Complete Idiot’s Guide to Psychology.
Mr Morris interjected.
Mr RICHARDSON — The man with the kettle
over there — I will tell you what, he shouldn’t fire up.
You should keep your head down, mate. I mean,
goodness me. He is flaring up.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr RICHARDSON — I will tell you what, the best
he could give was that the kettle and the printer were
out of order and the cupboard should be open. God
forbid that he should have to get up from his desk and
go and check the printer. I mean, God forbid. Goodness
me. We are not going to take lectures from the member
for Mornington, who wants at least three extra staff
allocated just to service his office needs.
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The commission of audit, that is the frontier. Where
have we seen this before? We saw federally Mathias
Cormann and Joe Hockey put forward a commission of
audit. They put that forward as an election commitment
and they took that to the Australian people. What did
that deliver? It delivered dozens of recommendations
that were taken up verbatim by then Treasurer Hockey,
where we saw unprecedented cuts. There were the
comments about the loss of values, where they talked
about poor people not driving. They were the values
they put forward. They goaded the car industry into
going, and they supported $80 billion in cuts to health
and education. In years to come it will still have ripple
effects in our community. There is the indexation of
that funding, and it will still be felt. Despite record
funding in Victoria by the Labor government, those
decisions by the then Prime Minister Tony Abbott and
Joe Hockey had lasting consequences.
What was put forward then by Tony Abbott? He said
nothing was out of bounds. He came in like a gale
across the spread — nothing was out of bounds, except
when we talk about corporate tax cuts for the big end of
town — ‘Oh, that is out of bounds. Don’t talk about
that’. They put forward cut after cut.
We saw this just a little while before, with the incoming
Baillieu government: cuts to education and health, a
decimation of TAFE. When they want to get back to a
budget position, they go after vital services first. Then
we saw how they treated our nurses and our
paramedics, turning their backs on the people that
support Victorians.
So the commission of audit is a warning. It is a warning
of what is to come. We will see values put forward of
smaller government. We have seen the shadow
Treasurer talk about a bloated public service. There is
only one ground that he is putting forward there — and
that is, cuts. That is heavy cuts to vital services and
sectors in Victoria. I do not know why the coalition put
forward people to run if they do not want to use
government for good and to support people and help
people in our state.
What is the point of occupying the benches and doing
nothing? That was the hallmark of the 57th Parliament.
They scrambled together a last-minute project, the east–
west link, at 45 cents in the dollar and rerouted the
Melbourne Metro rail tunnel. After years of planning
and works to get to that point, they ran it around
Fishermans Bend and drew it on the back of a napkin
and decided that was good transport planning. They
rezoned land with no public support and no allocation
of schools down there or various health services. That
was their approach to our state. That was their approach
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to our planning. So why bother? Why bother putting
your hand up and saying you are going to put yourself
forward for government if you are just going to cut and
decimate vital services that people rely on?
This is the key point. The Leader of the Opposition has
committed to an intersection removal policy. We know
barely any detail about this. To contrast this to the level
crossing removals, he put forward on 3AW the
proposition that you cannot build a rail tunnel through
the city and simply remove some level crossings and
that is the answer to a transport policy. Well, that is a
whole lot more than what those opposite put forward in
their four years. The point is difference. Over 50 level
crossings removed — 172 metropolitan level crossings.
They are putting forward a removal — similar costings;
it could be $6 billion to $8 billion. Who knows the
acquisitions that will have to occur to allow for
freeway-style bridges and ramps, which will hit my
community in Parkdale and in Mordialloc hard, and
freeway-style traffic to get you to the next intersection
quicker, the next set of traffic lights, and you will not be
able to turn right — for billions of dollars?
There are thousands of intersections across
metropolitan Melbourne. What benefit are they
deriving for $8 billion of investment for thousands of
intersections? To get that as well as the existing bill,
which is $13.4 billion at the moment, they are going to
have to make savage cuts to prop up that policy. There
is no other way to deliver it, not to mention the prisons
that they need to build as well, that were committed to.
What on earth will they cut to try to deliver this
intersection policy that seems to be a half-baked,
RACV hotspot survey? They have plucked out some of
the ones at risk and gone, ‘Oh, we’ll pick them to get
you quicker to the next set of traffic lights’. What
assessment has been done, what auditing has been
done to get you faster to the next set of traffic lights? So
they have got an extra $8 billion coming onto the
infrastructure spend, they have got existing
commitments. What are they going to cut? What is their
commission of audit going to deliver? The only way
that they could barely balance their bottom line is to
make savage cuts to education, to health, to TAFE and
to various services.
Will it be the national disability insurance scheme
(NDIS) that they walk away from? Will it be support
for our schools? They walked away from Gonski
education funding; you do not talk about that anymore.
With health funding they have not said anything about
the federal government slashing $2 billion out of health.
Where will they find those savings to try to prop up
their bottom line? That is the key question. At the
moment you look at it and you go, ‘There is $8 billion
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that they’ve got sitting there, and they need to find it’.
With a commission of audit that will underpin those
cuts, I will be reminding our community about that.
The Leader of the Opposition puts forward a notion of
decentralisation. What does decentralisation mean?
Well, when you talk about population growth it is easy
to say, ‘Oh, well, we want to decentralise. We want to
push population centres out’. Well, that has been talked
about for decades — decades — and it needs to be
underpinned by employment outcomes, by jobs and by
government investment — government investment in
communities. To simply push the problem somewhere
else and to tell my community in Mordialloc or anyone
along the Frankston train line that, ‘Our best solution
for you in your community is not to manage growth
and development in your community; it’s to ask you to
go to another community that could be not a few
kilometres away. We want you to move over to the
other side of the state. We want you to leave your
community. We’ve given up. We’ve given up on
dealing with the challenges in your community now.
We are saying that the only way that we are going to
deal with population growth is to ask you to go dozens
of kilometres away from where you live’ — well, I am
sorry, that is not the policy option of this government. It
is about supporting existing communities. It is not
about pushing the problem somewhere else without
jobs and employment.
We know the employment challenges in those
population centres. To simply have decentralisation and
intersection policies — unless they are underpinned by
substantial public investment in these areas — there is
absolutely no hope that these policies could ever fly and
ever deliver for those communities. It is simply a
holding pattern for them to make savage cuts to the
public service and underpin their commission of audit.
So they should be honest and open with the Victorian
people. They should come forward and say exactly
what this commission of audit would entail, because we
have got that example at the federal level. We saw
those challenges.
Mr Morris interjected.
Mr RICHARDSON — The member for
Mornington might defend it. It might not affect him
down in Mornington. It might not affect him in his
Taj Mahal office, where he cannot get up to get to the
printer or answer the door. It might not be a problem for
him, but for people relying on support and services in
my community, they want to know whether they can
access the NDIS. The 140 000 people want to know
whether the coalition will go after the NDIS. What cuts
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will they make to my schools that are in the forward
estimates? We saw them go heavily after TAFE —
Mr Morris interjected.
Mr RICHARDSON — The member for
Mornington can fire up. Maybe he can run down the
corridor and ask the member for Malvern what exactly
is on the hit list for the commission of audit. Who are
they going to take out? Who will be the winners and
losers? We know that the Turnbull Liberal
government —
Mr Morris — You are the ones giving it up.
Mr RICHARDSON — The big end of town — it is
the banks, isn’t it? We have seen this. We saw
120 000 people out on the streets of Melbourne
marching to change the rules. We have got the member
for Malvern, who is straight out of the Costello thought
bubble — the school of Costello. We have got the
federals looking after the banks — an $80 billion tax
cut, $17 billion going to the big end of town, to the
banks. That is what they are prioritising and those are
their values — small government. Who will be the
winners and losers in their version of Victoria? That is
the challenge for the member for Bulleen and the
member for Malvern — the Leader of the Opposition
and the shadow Treasurer — detailing who will be on
the chopping list, who will be suffering those cuts.
We saw how they treated our nurses, and we saw how
they treated our paramedics and our teachers.
Remember when former Premier Ted Baillieu
promised we would have the best paid teachers in
Victoria? He turned his back on that quickly.
Remember Marshall Baillieu, when he was confronted
with nurses pleading for nurse-patient ratios. How did
they respond to that? The middle finger, both literally
and figuratively.
When it comes to vital services in Victoria, when it
comes to investing in health and education, which are at
record levels, with a population tracking towards
10 million over the coming decades, it is vital that we
have a government in Victoria that prioritises everyone,
that governs for all Victorians, be it in Mordialloc, be it
in Mildura, be it in Geelong or be it in Gippsland.
When you think about our investment in health and
education, and when you think about young people now
getting that opportunity in TAFE, that is the so very
critical thing. That is the challenge.
With the Leader of the Opposition — in the basic terms
of psychology — past behaviour is an indication of
future output. He was a member of the former cabinet
under the Baillieu and Napthine governments that
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savagely cut health and education. He worked under
former Premier Jeff Kennett when they made savage
cuts, closed schools, closed rail lines and closed
hospitals. So will his past behaviour be an indication of
future actions? At the moment, with the notion of a
commission of audit, Victorians have a clear choice: we
keep investing in health and education, community
safety, roads and public transport under a Labor
government, or we go backwards to where we were
four years ago under those Liberals.

Primary industries
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) (15:32) — I join the
grievance debate today to raise my concerns about the
image of primary production in Victoria, which sadly is
under threat by a number of different organisations. The
primary industries that I am going to refer to are
farming, forestry and mining, all of which are
legitimate activities, run by legitimate businesses.
I want to put on the record first of all my involvement.
My family has farmed in the area of Yea since the
1840s. The land my farm is on, the active farm that I
live on, has been in our family name since the 1850s. In
my previous role as a management consultant, prior to
being elected, I did a lot of work with the mining sector.
As I said, the businesses of farming, forestry and
mining are indeed legitimate. I think they have been
unfairly dealt some blows by members of the
community and sometimes by members of this house,
who perhaps do not understand the importance of these
industries to our everyday lives.
I am going to start with forestry. Sustainable forestry
tends to cop a bit of a hiding. There are protests
continually by the Greens and also by some of the party
members of those opposite. The Australian timber
industry is one of the most regulated in the world, and
you could argue that it is one of the most scrutinised as
well. We have organisations and operations overseas
that would not be able to hold a candle to the way that
we conduct our operations here.
Some of the protests that occur here, with the
campaigns against forestry and timber harvesting, are
definitely spurred on by the Greens. Some of the
comments they have raised have been absolutely
outrageous. I do want to raise some comments that
were made by a member for Eastern Victoria Region in
the other place, Samantha Dunn, and these were
highlighted by Senator Anne Ruston recently in a
Senate estimates hearing. The Greens were using as a
public statement that for every packet of Reflex paper
there were five dead Leadbeater’s possums. That is
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absolutely extraordinary for them to be saying that and
throwing it around like they do, because there are some
people who will believe these outrageous statements. It
had been extrapolated out that for every truck leaving
Australian Paper loaded with Reflex paper, based on
what Ms Dunn has mentioned, that would be
24 000 possums. That is just absolutely outrageous and
extraordinary. I think that is quite foolish of her to make
such statements.
When we have a look at the sustainable logging that
takes place, the timber harvesting, 0.06 per cent of our
reserves are logged. That is 0.06 per cent. It is not 6 per
cent; it is 0.06 per cent, which is six trees in every
10 000. I had a look at the forestry in and around
Powelltown, which has been going on for decades and
decades. If you had a look around, you would not know
by the extent of the forest now that it had actually had
any activities there in the past.
Moving on to farming, like many countries, farming
has been at the forefront of Australia’s development. It
has fed our growing population and provided a
fundamental economic linchpin that has been vital to
Australia’s prosperity. A good example: ‘riding on the
sheep’s back’ — that was brought about because of the
association with the prosperity that we derived from
producing and exporting wool. We know that food and
clothing are fundamental requirements of our lives.
Farmers produce most of the food that we put on our
tables as well as the wool and cotton, which are the raw
materials used for the clothes we wear. Farming has
helped shape our nation, our state and importantly the
district that I come from and represent in this place. It is
embedded in our daily lives, and it is a major
contributor to our economy.
Farmers are now finding it increasingly difficult to
conduct their activities, and I grieve for those farmers.
The right to farm has become an issue. Farmers are
challenged by those who move into farming areas and
like the views but do not like the activities that are
undertaken on a farm. They do not like the sounds and
smells, and they do not like what they do and how they
do it.
I have heard fairly recently that in times of drought
when the paddocks are perhaps not as flush with grass
as they have been at other times people actually make
comments about the welfare of the animals without
having any understanding about how much they get to
eat and about supplementary feeding and about what
goes on with that. Supplementary feeding, as many of
us know, refers to bringing hay onto the field.
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It is just as important to recognise and value the role
that mining plays in our state as a primary industry.
Unfortunately, like farming in some instances, mining
encounters a range of unfair and ill-informed criticism.
I worry that many people look negatively on mining
and extractive industries, and this is going to be the
focus of the rest of my grievance debate contribution.
These industries are vital for our daily life. If you listen
to the Greens, they say that anything that is grown or
that comes out of the ground is bad. You cannot, for
example, heat your home with wood because it uses a
tree and there is the smoke that goes into the
atmosphere. We cannot have gas exploration and have
gas heaters. Oil is not looked at well enough, and if we
look at everything to do with wind turbines, well of
course that absolutely relates in the first instance back
to mining.
I am going to start with the big picture though. In 2016–
17 mineral resources exports reached a record high of
$198 billion and accounted for 54 per cent of Australia’s
total export revenues. Compared to the peak of the
commodity price cycle in 2011–12 — not that long
go — Australia is now producing significantly higher
volumes of its key mineral exports. So the prices have
gone down but we are doing more. The Australian
mining boom’s transition to the production stage comes
after a period of significant investment in the resources
sector in which more than $400 billion of mining energy
and infrastructure projects were developed in Australia.
Mined resources are utilised in the products we use
every day. And this is where I think people that have a
go at mining and talk it down should stop to think
about how it impacts their daily lives. Smartphones, for
example — we all have a smartphone — rely on over
40 mined resources. The electronics contain copper,
gold and silver. The batteries use cobalt, carbon and
aluminium, and the cases are made from magnesium.
All of these minerals come from the ground. The
refrigerators in our homes, like the ones in Parliament
for example, contain 70 kilograms of steel, which is
made from iron ore and metallurgical coal. Our
solar panels contain titanium dioxide, silica, tellurium
and cadmium.
As we move to what are sometimes called the cleaner
energies, all of it still relies on and is based on what
comes out of the ground. It is based on the mining
industry. Wind turbines require vast amounts of steel
for construction, which in turn requires coal to be
produced. So the notion that wind is completely free of
anything that is mined is a fallacy, because the turbines
themselves require vast amounts of steel. Look at how
many metres high — 60 metres — some of these
turbines are. That is a lot of steel that is required.
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Concrete, for example, is used daily in construction on
our roads, in our railway sleepers, our schools, our
hospitals, our homes and our sports stadiums. What is
concrete? It is a combination of cement, and cement is
made from mined lime, silica, alumina, iron ore and
sulphate as well as aggregate, which is mined rocks,
sand and water. Think about our roads and bitumen.
What is bitumen, and where is that from? It comes
from petroleum. If anyone has seen or conducted a
fractional distillation of crude oil, they would have
seen what a great —
Mr Foley — Have you?
Ms McLEISH — Yes, I have. I have conducted it,
and it is fantastic because you can see at various
temperatures all of the different products that come off
the crude oil. What you get left with is the thick tarry
stuff. But this is very important, as are the crushed
rocks and sand, for our roads. As I said, all of our
hospitals, schools and homes rely on concrete and
steel — steel being that mixture of iron and carbon,
derived mostly from iron ore and coming typically from
our state. But we also use timber. We know the demand
is becoming greater. It is certainly not getting less. We
are growing; Victoria is growing rapidly. Our economic
forecasts are positive. The forecasts for demand, which
tell us exactly what we want to know, is that we are
growing. We know this instinctively, but we also know
the demand for resources is growing.
I feel like the government has got a bit of a bet each way
here because it is really keen to appease its coalition
partner, the Greens, but if you go the Department of
Environment, Land, Water and Planning website, you
will find some great information about the extractive
industry sector in Victoria and its importance. Deloitte
Access Economics estimates that in Victoria the mining
and the mining equipment, technology and services
sector — the MET sector — contributed $8.2 billion in
value to the state economy in 2015–16 and supported
88 000 full-time equivalent (FTE) jobs. The indirect
economic contribution is estimated to be $5.5 billion,
supporting another 33 700 FTE jobs. If we look at that
overall — the direct and indirect contribution — it adds
up to $13.6 billion. That represents 4 per cent of our
economic activity in Victoria.
I want to spend a moment talking about our earth
resources, because we have an endowment of earth
resources which help meet the demands of today’s
construction industry. We have 485 operating quarries
across our state that supply the rock, the gravel, the
sand and the base resources, which supports our
$21.6 billion a year construction industry with things
like concrete, cement, bricks, asphalt and other
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construction materials that we need for building. The
government certainly brags about our construction
industry, but it is not bragging about the resources that
we have and the resources that are required to support
the industry. Think about our quarries. Nobody wants a
quarry in their backyard, and what that is doing is the
people that are protesting and making noises about
quarries are pushing them further and further afield.
That means our raw materials have to travel a much
greater distance, and with that greater distance comes
additional cost.
I am also quite alarmed to hear that currently there is a
very long lead time for approvals of new quarries. Not
only that but if an existing quarry operator has an
established quarry and is looking to extend it to make it
a little bit larger to meet demand, then there are huge
time delays. I think the government really needs to
have a good, hard look at that and try to make sure that
we get on and make this easier for them rather than
harder, because at the minute we are seeing that this is
what happens.
We saw recently the widening of Hoddle Street has
blown out by 32 per cent, and that was related to the
cost of raw materials — it is related to what I was just
talking about. These are our taxes that are getting blown
out and wasted. Things that the government could do
are perhaps changing some of the processes and
making them a little bit smoother so that we can get
things moving and not have the lag. If you have a very
strong program around buildings, whether that be roads
or houses in growth suburbs, we need to be able to
support it with our earth resources.
I want to also comment on mineral sands, a very
significant resource, and Victoria does very well in this
field. The Murray Basin is a centre for mineral sands
activity and holds significant deposits. There is more
than 60 tonnes in coarse-grained mineral sands deposits
and more than 200 million tonnes of fine-grained
deposits that have been identified to date. It is important
that investment continues into exploration in this area.
We have got some big projects on the go at the minute
in Gippsland, Horsham and north-east Victoria. Gold
has helped shape Victoria — it has certainly helped
shape the Parliament here and some of our wonderful
buildings. There is excitement at the moment in
Victoria’s gold industry — in Fosterville there is a gold
mine located 20 minutes from Bendigo, and it is
emerging as one of the world’s best gold operations.
We have got the Stavely region in central Victoria,
which is also highly prospective for gold and base
metals. In my electorate at a place called Gaffneys
Creek the A1 mine is back in business. Gaffneys Creek
is between Woods Point and Kevington. Not a lot of
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people get to that part of the town, but this certainly
offers opportunities in jobs and also, again, helps with
our resources.
I think the government need to make sure that all of
their members are on board and support the importance
of our primary industries of agriculture, forestry and
indeed mining, because as we grow — and the
projections are that we will continue to grow — we
need to be able to support ourselves. We should have
pride certainly in our mining sector, not just through the
lens of history but also as we look to the future. We
need to stand up and say that the minerals industry is
valued by Victoria. These are all extremely important
and deserve our support. The criticism they receive
from the Greens is unfair.

Liberal Party
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) (15:47) — I grieve
for the parlous state of the Liberal Party of Victoria and
the state opposition that have become a machine for
spreading mistruths across Victoria, in this Parliament
and in my community. They are an absolutely woeful
outfit. The Liberal Party is obviously not at all faithful
to the tenets of liberalism, and we know that. As the
member for Essendon so eloquently and powerfully put
the case — I was listening to him from my office —
they are absolutely not faithful to the tenets of
liberalism. As the mainstream conservative party of this
country they are not even truthful or faithful to the
tenets of conservatism, including respect for institutions
and respect for protocols and traditions. They make a
mockery of this Parliament and they make a mockery
of institutions in the state, including the courts,
including interference in the police commissioner’s
office and including politicising the ombudsman. They
make an absolute mockery of the institutions of this
state. They not conservative. They are not liberal. They
are an absolute basket case.
You can tell that they have lost their way. Their
diabolical internal affairs aside — and I might come
back to those later if I get time — they have really
become an angry, yelling, irrational mob. You can tell
by their temper during question time and in terms of the
other contributions they make — their temper is angry,
yelling and irrational. The conservative American
columnist George F. Will, writing about American
conservatism, but it can equally apply to the Victorian
opposition, said:
Today, conservatism is soiled by scowling primitives whose
irritable gestures lack mental ingredients. America needs a
reminder of conservatism before vulgarians hijacked it, and a
hint of how it became susceptible to hijacking.
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He continued:
… sour, whiney, complaining, crybaby populism … the
screechy and dominant tone of the loutish faux
conservatism …

Does not that remind you of some of the members on
the opposite side?
Mr McGuire — Name them!
Mr DIMOPOULOS — The member for
Broadmeadows is tantalisingly inviting me to name
them — and I may in due course. I want you to
remember as I make my contribution the words of
George F. Will:
… sour, whiney, complaining, crybaby populism … the
screechy and dominant tone of the loutish faux
conservatism …

They are the vulgarians that have hijacked
conservatism. We have seen that in spades in this
chamber. Let us look at some examples. I took the
opportunity to go through question time questions —
questions without notice. On 5 June the Leader of the
Opposition — they say fish rots from the head — the
member for Bulleen, asked a question of the Premier:
The equal opportunity commissioner, Kristen Hilton, is on
record as saying the proposed EBA —

for the fire services —
‘needs to change’ because it entrenches discrimination. In the
introduction to your government’s gender equality strategy
you say that if Victoria is:
… serious about ending violence against women, then
we must begin by addressing gender inequality …
and discrimination. Premier, why have you walked away
from your own words that equality is not negotiable in order
to support a blatantly discriminatory EBA?

That is a question by who? The Leader of the
Opposition. When did he become a champion of gender
equality? When did he become a champion of gender
equality either in the fire services or on his own front
bench? How did he become a champion when he has
only two women in the lower house on the front bench?
There are only two women at opposite ends of the
seating arrangements. How did he become a champion
of gender equality when he ignored countless reports
into the fire services under his watch?
Mr Noonan — He has become a champion for
Davids.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — That is right. This is an
absolute example of political tactics taking priority over
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truth and reality. How did he become a champion of
gender diversity when in his tactics sessions he gets the
only two — or sometimes he goes to the back bench —
female MPs to ask the ‘women’s questions’? It is
outrageous.
We have not waited for the report of the Victorian
Human Rights and Equal Opportunity Commission; we
have acted. We are going to quadruple the numbers of
female fire services officers and we are acting —
something they did not do. But also, when I said before
about disrespecting institutions, this question absolutely
disrespects the Fair Work Commission as the institution
that approves enterprise bargaining agreements in this
country. The Leader of the Opposition pretends it is up
to him or the Premier to approve these things.
This proud government appointed the first ever female
police minister — the first in Victoria’s 160-year
history. We have appointed the first ever female
Governor. We have almost 50 per cent women in
cabinet and in the party room, and the first ever female
Chief Justice. We made the biggest investment — when
you take all state investments and the commonwealth
together, it is bigger than that — in the prevention of
family violence. We have achieved 50 per cent of
representation of women on boards and committees in
the Victorian public sector and we are working towards
achieving 50 per cent in the courts. And this guy, the
Leader of the Opposition, asks such a ridiculous
question. That is what I mean about the vulgarity of
their politics. They do not tell you the truth; they
dispense with the truth just to ask you these ridiculous
questions which absolutely deny the truth.
In the second example the Leader of the Opposition,
again on 23 May in questions without notice, said:
Treasurer, despite hiding the true value of your $450 million
gift of harbourfront land to the AFL, you are still making
small suburban and country sporting clubs beg and borrow
from you, with interest.

Anyone who was uninformed, who had not been living
in Victoria over the last three and a half years would
think, ‘Aw gee, that nasty Premier is making sporting
clubs beg, borrow and steal’. That is the vulgarity of
their politics. When did they become champions of
community sport? Was it when they spent $126 billion
in four years while we have spent $723 million in four
years? Is that when they became champions? They
spent one-sixth of what we have spent and refer to
clubs having to beg, borrow and steal. It is an
outrageous distortion of reality. But what the Leader of
the Opposition did not tell the Victorian people in that
question was, and the Treasurer pointed it out to the
member for Malvern, that they signed the commitment
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to the AFL for a waiver of stamp duty when they did
the purchase of Etihad. They signed that. Our loan
facility for sporting clubs is an additional offering to the
$723 million fund. But, you know, it does not stop
them asking that ridiculous question.
The next example is where the Leader of the
Opposition said on 7 February:
My question is to the Premier. Premier, I refer you to the teen
thug who, despite kicking a policeman in the face, has been
freed without conviction after serving only one month in
custody — this just one month after you boasted that teen
thugs would feel the full force of the law. Premier, given that
you refuse to introduce mandatory minimum sentencing,
what do you have to say to the hardworking men and women
of Victoria Police who are sick and tired of being spat on,
kicked and punched, with little or no consequence from the
government?

Outrageous. When did he become a champion of
Victoria Police? Was it when the shadow Minister for
Police was six years old, the last time they recruited
additional police? Edward O’Donohue in the Council
was six years old when the Liberal Party last recruited
additional police officers. All additional police officers
for the past 38 years have been recruited by Labor
governments.
Or did the Leader of the Opposition become a
champion of police when it was his laws that the judge
used to give that sentence to that teen thug? His laws.
Also, can I remind the chamber that they appointed that
judge? I am not reflecting on the judge, but it was their
appointment of the judge and their laws the judge was
implementing, and the Leader of the Opposition has the
audacity to come in here and ask those questions of a
government that is actually fixing the problem.
He referred to minimum mandatory sentencing. As the
Premier says, ‘Mr Almost Mandatory’, referring to the
member for Hawthorn. On a 3AW interview which is
embarrassing to watch the member for Hawthorn
admitted to Neil Mitchell, ‘Oh, they are not quite
mandatory; of course you cannot have mandatory’. We
are the party of the toughest bail laws in the country and
the toughest parole laws in the country, and the biggest
investment in diversion programs for young people not
to get caught up in the criminal justice system.
My absolute favourite is this one from the member for
Kew in question time on 23 May. This shows how
moribund this party and this opposition is. He asked a
question about school funding and said:
The cost of giving these children a proper toilet is just
$33 000, less than three months salary of one of your 94 extra
public service level 6 bureaucrats that you have employed
over the last year. Can you now tell the families from this
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school and the teachers who have to empty these toilets why,
despite their repeated pleas to fix this disgrace, you chose to
spend $38 million on hiring new bureaucrats …

Are they serious? Are they serious with that question?
The biggest investment ever in the history of Victorian
public education and independent school education —
compared to them, we have tripled the funding — and
they have the audacity to ask that question. Those
bureaucrats they are talking about, as the Premier and
the Minister for Education have said many times, are
speech pathologists, counsellors and a whole bunch of
other support staff. I meet my principals; obviously the
member for Kew does not meet his. In the first year of
this government they said to me, ‘We are overstressed,
overstretched. They have sacked all these workers in
regional offices and we do not get any support’. Now
that is changing, and they recognise that it is changing.
But it does not stop the opposition.
The last one; I could not believe this one. On 10 May
the member for Kew got up here with no
embarrassment at all and said to the Minister for
Education:
Minister, despite assurances to the Catholic Education Office
and the Catholic archdiocese, why have you committed not a
cent of new capital investment in your budget for the almost
40 per cent of Victorian students who are educated in
non-government schools …

Is he serious? They never gave money to independent
and Catholic schools in their term of office. We have
put $120 million into it. Just because we are not going
to flag in advance what election commitments we may
or may not make, he gets up here — I would actually
be embarrassed to get up here and ask that question
when my record is zero. I would be embarrassed. I
would just say to my leader, ‘I am not asking it, sorry. I
am just not asking it’. But he is not embarrassed.
That is exactly the calibre of these people. Mr Davis in
the upper house epitomises how disgraceful their
politics is, how moribund their politics is, how lacking
integrity it is — with his lies around the taxi
compensation regime and around level crossing
removals. I will remind the chamber of what Mr Davis,
the shadow minister, has said about taxis. First of all, no
compensation was offered by those opposite when they
undertook the Fels review, which saw the biggest
decline in taxi licence values, from half a million
dollars to $290 000 — not one dollar of compensation.
Second, the Leader of the Opposition, who now
professes to be a friend of the taxi families, was
probably the first political leader in Australia to make
videos with Uber, saying, ‘Look how fantastic Uber
is!’. My good friend the member for Bentleigh shows
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that video to taxi families and says, ‘Is this your
supporter, this man?’. This is another example of the
absolute divorce from reality of what those opposite
say. Then the Commercial Passenger Vehicle Industry
Amendment (Further Reforms) Bill 2017 went to the
upper house and they voted against the compensation.
They had to be dragged kicking and screaming to
support the compensation.
With that history, with that pedigree, I would be
embarrassed to do anything other than just support the
government’s package of almost half a billion dollars.
But they are not embarrassed. Mr Davis protested
outside my office after he voted against the
compensation, with 60 or 70 taxi licence holders —
half of whom I had met countless times in my office
anyway — saying, ‘You deserve more’, and actually
called me an arsehole on the public record twice. He
watched the worst element of this community, most of
whom are good people, deface a parliamentary office
and took photographs. Then he and the opposition
members of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee got upset last week when the Minister for
Public Transport called them out and said that they are
inciting and supporting these people, because they
absolutely are.
This is the level at which they play politics. I grieve for
the state of affairs in that coalition. It is an absolutely
despicable outfit. It has not provided genuine choice for
the Victorian people. This government does provide a
fantastic choice. That is why we were elected three and
a half years ago. My community has seen profound
improvements in level crossing removals, in school
upgrades and in community sports upgrades. My
community has seen such a transformation in three and
a half years. It has seen that our commitments and our
practical actions are a 100 per cent match, whereas
theirs are not — and I grieve for them.
Question agreed to.

ADVANCING THE TREATY PROCESS
WITH ABORIGINAL VICTORIANS
BILL 2018
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) (16:02) — I rise to speak
briefly on the Advancing the Treaty Process with
Aboriginal Victorians Bill 2018. I will respond to just
some of the points made in the debate that has gone on
before. I think the member for Northcote has put the
Greens position on treaty very well. But, having
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listened to some of the contributions today and
yesterday, I want to respond to just some of the points.
First I want to respond to what the member for Melton
said in his contribution. He attacked the character of the
member for Northcote. He did not just mansplain treaty
to the member for Northcote; he white mansplained
treaty to the member for Northcote, not seeking to
understand the reasons why she walked out of the
Uluru statement and left the treaty working group.
What utter hypocrisy for a Labor Party member to
criticise someone for walking out of or not engaging
with a process they believe has been compromised. I
wonder if those views of the member for Melton are
now extended to industrial relations processes as well.
What utter hypocrisy! If the member for Melton wants
some understanding of the member for Northcote’s
position on the Uluru statement and the treaty working
group, he might ask her and he might want familiarise
himself with what self-determination actually is. I
would point him to article 18 of the United Nations
Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples,
which states:
Indigenous peoples have the right to participate in
decision-making in matters which would affect their rights,
through representatives chosen by themselves in accordance
with their own procedures, as well as to maintain and develop
their own Indigenous decision-making institutions.

I suggest to the member for Melton that he might want
to familiarise himself with that. Also, to suggest that
someone who with their family has been fighting for
treaty for decades is not committed to treaty is
appalling.
I also address what Labor members have said to the
Greens. They said, ‘Look, you’ve got to pass this bill.
This is our only chance’. We certainly welcome the
government’s amendments to address our concerns. But
I would also put to the government and government
members that the issue of the sovereignty of clans is
unresolved. The preamble to this bill states that:
Victorian traditional owners maintain that their sovereignty
has never been ceded, and have long called for treaty.

That is not the government recognising the sovereignty
of clans. I would suggest to members that if they are
not prepared to acknowledge the sovereignty of clans,
which should form the basis of treaty — because a
treaty is something negotiated by two sovereign
parties — if they are not prepared to recognise the
sovereignty of the other party in treaty negotiations,
then they are in absolutely no place to lecture others on
passing a bill that does not recognise that sovereignty.
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I would put it to members that if they want to guarantee
passage of this bill, they should support Greens
amendments to recognise the sovereignty of clans —
and urge their minister to support them. The minister
did not stay in the chamber for the speech by the
member for Northcote, the only Indigenous woman in
this place. I would urge Labor members, who
obviously want to see this bill passed, to support those
amendments.
I would also put to members of the Liberal Party who
have said that treaty should only be done at a federal
level: what an absolute cop-out. I think the Leader of
the Opposition when this bill was second-read said the
Liberals have not previously supported treaty. To
suggest that this is actually a state-federal issue is just a
cop-out. There are plenty of examples of treaties that
have been undertaken at a sub-national level in other
countries. That is a cop-out and it is disappointing. I
would urge the Liberals also to support the Greens
amendments. I certainly look forward to and welcome
this bill going into consideration in detail.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr FOLEY
(Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

EDUCATION LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT (VICTORIAN INSTITUTE
OF TEACHING, TAFE AND OTHER
MATTERS) BILL 2018
Second reading
Debate resumed from 28 March; motion of
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General).
Ms RYAN (Euroa) (16:07) — It is my pleasure
today to rise to contribute to the Education Legislation
Amendment (Victorian Institute of Teaching, TAFE
and Other Matters) Bill 2018. The bulk of this bill deals
with changes to the Victorian Institute of Teaching
(VIT) but it also enacts some changes to adult
education institutes, most significantly the Centre for
Adult Education. It changes some reporting
requirements for TAFE and makes some amendments
around university council appointments.
I would like to deal first with the changes around the
VIT. I believe as legislators we have an obligation to
absolutely ensure the protection of children in our care,
whether that be in schools, in out-of-home care or in
child protection. To the extent that this bill does that, it
is to be commended. However, we do have a few
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concerns and I think the circumstances which have
actually led us to this point with this legislation in front
of the house are also certainly of some concern.
The Victorian Institute of Teaching is an independent
statutory authority. It was first established in 2002. I
believe that prior to last year it had been through only
one formal review since it was established. The institute
describes its functions as to regulate the Victorian
teaching profession in the public interest. I think public
interest is one of the very key tests here. The truth is
that the bill has arrived before the house because the
VIT in many ways failed to satisfy the community that
it was carrying out its duties in the interests of that test
and in meeting public interest.
That came to a head after the VIT allowed a teacher
who was sacked from a school to keep his registration.
When you go back and have a look at that example, the
media reporting around the time talked about the fact
that the school sacked him because he was showing
students R-rated movies, he was paying them for
massages and he was telling them stories about a whole
range of things, including incest and priests urinating
on a girl’s dress. There were all manner of things that
were just so beyond the realm of anyone who should be
put in charge of young people.
It was a primary school, they were grade 4 students
and, after a rather lengthy investigation, the VIT
decided not to actually deregister him. That clearly was
of huge concern to that school community, but I think it
was also of huge concern to the broader Victorian
community. It really led people to question whether
indeed the VIT was applying the law as it stood and
whether the framework which governs the VIT needed
to be reviewed. It was of significant concern that it took
them some two years after a complaint was lodged
before it came to the conclusion that he should keep
his registration.
One of the things I noted from that time and the public
reporting around it was the Catholic Education
Commission of Victoria saying that they also rely on
the integrity of the VIT process when making
employment decisions, so there are real issues not just
for the public school system but also for Catholic and
independent schools as well. As a result of that, Penny
Armytage, who of course was formerly the Secretary of
the Department of Justice, was commissioned to
undertake a fairly thorough review of the VIT.
She consulted quite widely, and one of the things she
noted was that stakeholders felt that the role of the VIT
and its identity had become increasingly unclear over
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time. That is certainly consistent with feedback that I
have had from a number of teachers and principals on a
whole range of matters. Sometimes I think the VIT
comes down with a big stick, and sometimes that is
most certainly appropriate, but sometimes too it seems
intent on applying the letter of the law and there does
not always seem to be a great use of judgement, of
which I have to say that case in Caulfield South that I
referenced earlier is certainly an example.
More convincingly, the review argued that amendments
to the Education and Training Reform Act 2006 over
time have actually, and I quote:
… resulted in a legislative regime for the VIT that is more
complicated, confusing and difficult to administer than other,
more modern professional registration and regulation
regimes.

It pointed to the complexity of definitions that define
the threshold at which the VIT should undertake
disciplinary action. Those thresholds, as the regime
currently stands, include things like continued fitness,
suitability, misconduct, serious misconduct,
competence, seriously detrimental effects because of
impairment and the ability to practice, plus the
threshold in relation to the conviction of a criminal
offence other than a sexual offence. So there is most
certainly a fair degree of confusion, dare I say, in the
current regime that this bill aims to address.
Principally the bill will align the VIT registration with
the working with children check, which was
recommended by Penny Armytage in her review. It will
also close what has become known as the notification
gap. Until now, teachers who have been registered with
the VIT have not been required to also satisfy the
conditions of a working with children check. However,
there has been no mandated notification of teachers
working outside of a school who have had their
registration cancelled or revoked, and that is what is
known as the notification gap. Under the provisions of
this amendment, registered teachers will be required to
advise the Department of Justice and Regulation of the
details of any organisations other than schools or early
childhood services where they are engaged in
child-related work, and in realigning the VIT
registration with the working with children check the
bill will enable the VIT to treat serious criminal charges
and offences committed by teachers or applicants for
teacher registration in the same way as the Working
with Children Act 2005. We certainly welcome those
changes. We believe that they are sensible and that they
do certainly align with the Armytage review.
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The categories that will now be introduced include a
category A offence, which will result in the VIT
automatically refusing or cancelling a teacher’s
registration. The offences included under category A
include sexual offences committed by an adult against a
child, including child pornography, as well as murder,
attempted murder and rape offences, regardless of a
victim’s age. Clearly nobody who commits those
offences should ever be let anywhere near children.
Category B offences include serious sexual offences
where the victim is an adult, manslaughter and other
serious physical offences, serious drug offences,
offences of failing to protect a child from abuse and
failing to disclose suspected child abuse, and also
category A offences committed by a person when they
were a child.
Category C offences are offences where the conduct
may result in the VIT refusing to grant registration if
the VIT is satisfied that this conduct makes the person
unsuitable to be a teacher and that it would not be in the
public interest to register them. Category C is of
particular interest because there have been far too many
situations where a teacher has been dismissed by the
Department of Education and Training only to be
re-employed by the independent or Catholic sector.
That comes back to the point I was making earlier
about the fact that the Catholic and independent sectors
very much rely on the advice of the VIT when they are
undertaking employment of teachers. Category C, we
believe, poses an ongoing threat to students in Victoria
because teachers who are dismissed for improper
behaviour can still teach — they can still find another
job and repeat their offence.
I do note that whilst many of the recommendations
from the Armytage report are included in the bill, there
are some disturbing omissions. We believe in
particular that the fact that VCAT needs to hear
matters of misconduct but this bill only refers
category A offences to VCAT is of concern given that
offences under both categories B and C include some
very grave and grievous offences. We think that there
are serious recommendations concerning governance
that Penny Armytage highlighted to the government
and a number of those have been omitted from the bill,
which is a great concern because it does make me
wonder just how seriously the government is taking
her findings. In light of some of the incredibly serious
cases that have been brought to the Victorian public’s
attention I think it is incumbent on the government to
perhaps go back and re-examine particularly
category B and C offences, which currently would not
be referred to VCAT if concerns were raised about a
teacher under those two categories.
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The bill also makes several changes, as I mentioned
earlier, around TAFE. Principally those changes relate
to the fact that there is a provision to allow TAFE
institutes to merge with adult education institutes. I
initially had some concerns about this. However, I am
satisfied by the department’s explanation that it relates
only to the Centre for Adult Education. A common
board was established for two institutes — the Centre
for Adult Education and Box Hill Institute — back in
2013, and I understand that the intent of this legislation
is really to remove some duplicate reporting processes
and to consolidate the finances of those two entities. I
would point out that Box Hill, like most other TAFEs
around the state, have certainly faced their fair share of
challenges with declining student enrolments. I think it
is important to make sure that there is transparency in
the way those two institutes report to make sure there
is not a conflation, I suppose, of their finances and,
more importantly, their enrolment data — to make sure
that how those two institutes are run is very clear. But I
do note that the bill does specifically exclude
Australian Multicultural Education Services, the only
other adult education institution in Victoria, to make it
very clear that the implications of this bill only relate to
the Centre for Adult Education and perhaps any other
adult education institute were it ever to be established
in Victoria.
The bill also removes the requirement for TAFE
institutes and adult education institutions to hold annual
meetings. That was a requirement that we put in place
for TAFEs back in 2012. I understand that a number of
TAFEs have gone ahead with their required annual
general meetings only to find that not many people turn
up; however, I think this is something that should be
closely watched. I do have concerns that the
government has drastically reduced transparency
around a lot of the TAFEs, and we know that a number
of TAFEs are facing very significant problems,
including some dire financial circumstances where they
have relied on cash grants from the government at the
end of the calendar year to ensure they return a surplus.
In fact most of the TAFEs are in that situation. But also,
for example, Federation Training has been incredibly
late two years running in tabling its annual reports. In
fact I think the 2016 annual report was tabled beyond
the due date for the 2017 annual report, so Federation
Training has faced significant financial challenges and
significant governance challenges.
I think it is important that members of the public who
are heavily invested in their TAFEs have the
opportunity to go along and ask key questions of
accountability and about how their TAFE is travelling. I
do think that taking away the requirement for them to
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hold an annual general meeting is something that should
be monitored. For example — and this is perhaps the
most current example I could give — at the moment we
have GOTAFE which has been forced to pay back
$1.7 million that it has rorted, as we understand, from
the Victorian government. We have had a CEO that has
stepped down there, and the TAFE has been subject to a
whole range of investigations by both the higher
education and skills group within the department and
more recently an independent reviewer. The
government has released a sanitised four-page report,
and there are a whole range of things taking place at
GOTAFE that the community has not been made privy
to and that staff have not been made privy to. Removing
perhaps one of the only opportunities where the public
has the ability to go along and ask key questions of the
board, I think, is not always a good thing, but we will
maintain a watching brief on that particular issue.
Another provision in the bill confirms that the Victorian
Registration and Qualifications Authority (VRQA) has
a function to deal with public complaints. That is a very
sensible thing. I know that in our roles as MPs people
often come to us with complaints about different
agencies. I know that there is a degree of frustration
from people when they make a reference to the VRQA
and it is not followed through with. I think that that
function, which is not currently spelled out, really does
align with other regulatory bodies of a nature like the
VRQA. It is sensible to define their role as being one
that handles complaints from the public and places an
obligation on them to actually follow them up.
Finally, the bill makes some changes around university
council appointments by removing the requirement that
those appointments be made by 31 December each
year. Instead it allows the government to make those in
a rolling three-year process. I understand that the
rationale for that is around the difficulties of the
Christmas–New Year period and getting in touch with
people. That may be the case; however, I note that the
Minister for Training and Skills has a terrible track
record on university appointments. It was only two
years ago or less than two years ago, shortly after her
appointment to the role, that she stuffed things up fairly
dramatically by attempting to install a whole bunch of
her Labor mates on university councils, going back on
decisions that had previously been made by the former
minister. In fact this prompted a fairly unprecedented
letter from all of the universities’ chancellors, with the
exception of Melbourne University, who all wrote to
the Premier with some degree of consternation about
the fact that she had gone back on her word.
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In one instance the minister even tried to dump the
former Monash vice-chancellor until someone told her
that he had been appointed as the incoming chancellor
of La Trobe University. This government certainly has a
very embarrassing track record when it comes to
university council appointments. I accept the argument
that it is perhaps difficult when it comes to the
Christmas–New Year period, but I would think that
most people who put their names forward to sit on a
university council would perhaps be attuned to the fact
that notification may come through at some point. The
government does not shut down over the Christmas–
New Year period, so I would have thought that could be
handled, but in any case I do not think it is a particularly
bad thing to do that, and I understand that universities
are fairly supportive of that decision as well.
We will not be opposing these changes. Again, as I
said, we have some concerns that a number of the
recommendations made by Penny Armytage in her very
critical review of the VIT have not been picked up by
this government, particularly those concerns around
category B and category C offences. I do want to place
on record my thanks to the department for their time in
briefing both me and the shadow education minister on
this issue. We do have a number of concerns, and I
think this bill is an incredibly important one in terms of
those changes to the VIT. Certainly the safety of
children in the care of the state in whatever fashion that
might be, whether it is in schools, whether it is in
out-of-home care, whether it is in kindergarten or
wherever it might be, should always be paramount and
be at the forefront of our minds when we are
considering these issues.
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) (16:30) — It is
a pleasure to rise this afternoon to speak on the
Education Legislation Amendment (Victorian Institute
of Teaching, TAFE and Other Matters) Bill 2018. I do
thank the member for Euroa for her sincere contribution
in which she mentioned how important it is to have
child safety or child-centred policy as a priority for
government. This is the third week running in this house
that the government has brought forward legislation that
is about making sure that children are safe in our
schools, in out-of-home care institutions, in our church
environments, in our sporting clubs — anywhere in the
community — and in their homes as well. This is
another piece of legislation that builds on a very, very
concerted effort by the Andrews Labor government to
make sure all children are safe and that the children of
Victoria are at the centre of all of our decision-making
and, if need be, our legislative program.
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I will say that as the Parliamentary Secretary for
Education I cannot miss the opportunity to reiterate our
government’s commitment to making sure that the
Education State is built and that every child in every
school has every opportunity to learn, to succeed and to
have a happy, healthy and successful life. That is a
commitment this government made right at the outset,
and every day and with every decision that the minister
makes and with every piece of legislation we bring
forward to this house in this education space we are
forthright, committed and dedicated to making sure that
every child in Victoria gets the best possible education.
This takes many forms, and we see that in this bill.
While I applaud the sincere contribution by the
member for Euroa, I was a little bit distracted the other
day when I saw an article in the Age, I think it was,
with the headline ‘Christians all in a huff about
Thomas the Tank Engine, while real threat to children
is ignored’. It is quite a good article; it is quite a good
read. It talks about the fact that there was a revealing
meltdown on the fringes of Victorian politics during
the week that you might have missed. It is about boys
and girls and gender and books. The story was
dutifully regurgitated across the tabloid media
spectrum and, like clockwork, the crack troops of the
culture wars kitted up and marched.
The article, which is an opinion piece, included the
usual stuff about Marxist propaganda. The member for
Kew is in the chamber and that is one of his favourite
sayings. If you have a look at the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee hearing transcripts, you will see
he is always on about Marxist propaganda. But this
article talks about Safe Schools, which is an
anti-bullying initiative. What was surprising, says this
author, is how willing the same people involved in
these culture wars — these ideological wars, and
frankly they are anti-education and anti-reason — were
to overlook the very real threats to children in
Australian institutions. This is why we need bills like
this. This is why we have a record of bringing bills
around child safety to this house.
The minister in this case, when alerted to some very
disconcerting behaviour and the reaction by our leading
institute, the Victorian Institute of Teaching, in dealing
with it, was swift to institute a review led by Penny
Armytage that was to have a really good look at how
our community now expects our teachers to be dealt
with, and that our emphasis on child safety needed to be
at the level that community expectations were at as well.
The fact is our community is concerned about the
terrible stories that have come out of the royal
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commission and the Betrayal of Trust report, and they
expect our legislators — our ministers — to be bringing
legislation like this to the house that protects every
child in whatever institution they may be and also, as I
said, in their own family. That is why we have such a
strong commitment on this side of the house to our
family violence legislation and to the rollout of the
recommendations of the family violence royal
commission.
If you look at the amendments to the bill you will see
that the main objective of this bill is to amend the
Education and Training Reform Act 2006 to improve
the alignment between the teacher registration scheme
and the working with children check. The bill
ultimately reduces the risk to children’s safety while
maintaining the exemption for registered teachers and
early childhood teachers undertaking work outside of
the school in an early childhood environment. It will
improve the consistency of decisions made by the
Victorian Institute of Teaching (VIT) and the working
with children check unit in respect of charges for
convictions for serious offences. I think all schools
would like that.
The member for Euroa quite correctly pointed out there
has been a lack of clarity sometimes. These are
complex issues that the VIT have to deal with, but
sometimes there has been a lack of clarity — I will use
the word again — to say exactly what the VIT should
have been doing or could have been doing. It will also
improve information-sharing arrangements between the
VIT, the working with children unit and the
out-of-home care suitability panel to enable better
decision-making to protect children. Importantly — and
this is very important — it will ensure that a teacher’s
registration is automatically suspended or cancelled if
their working with children check is suspended or
cancelled. This ensures that people who are given
negative notices under the Working with Children
Act 2005 are not able to continue working as teachers.
The bill has also got some references to the new
statutory functions for VIT. It strengthens the VIT’s
decision-making about teacher conduct and suitability
to teach. The bill will amend VIT’s functions to require
the VIT to consider the safety and wellbeing of
children, taking into account community expectations
when performing their regulatory function. People talk
about public interest, but we are actually talking about
more than public interest; we are actually talking about
community expectations. As I said earlier, the
community have high expectations, as they surely will.
We have got to convince the community that we are on
their side on this — that we are watchful about this —
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because there is a certain degree of uneasiness out there
fuelled by a whole lot of other forces that are rampant
in our community at the moment. This is a very
important function for the VIT to get right. It really
makes it explicit that the wellbeing and safety of
children are to be the core considerations in the VIT’s
decision-making when carrying out its functions.
The bill also allows TAFE institutes to take over an
adult education institute. I understand this has a lot to
do with the Box Hill Institute and the Centre for Adult
Education seeking to merge into one entity. The other
thing that the bill does is remove the requirement for
TAFE institutes and adult education institutes to hold
an annual meeting. You only have to see the terrific
annual reports that are produced by our TAFEs — in
fact I think there is a recent Auditor-General’s report
that has a good look at governance at TAFEs and their
reporting procedures. It says that all TAFEs have
improved in this area; they have actually lifted their
game in making sure that what they say they are doing,
they are doing, and they are putting it down for all of us
to read in their annual reports. So I think it is sensible
that they do not have to go through an annual meeting
at Christmas–New Year time. It will allow them to
concentrate on continuing to produce what are very
much improved annual reports.
As I said at the outset, this is an important bill. It has
been the result of some very swift action taken by the
excellent Minister for Education, who is well aware of
the need to make sure that teachers, students and
parents have a very good working environment where
they have all the resources they need to learn. But
uppermost in his thinking was to make sure — as we all
agree is very important — that when we drop our kids
off to school at the start of the day they go to a very,
very safe environment where they are taught by very
well-credentialled teachers. This bill is a very important
step in making sure that the community can trust what
is going on in our schools and in our institutions. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr T. SMITH (Kew) (16:40) — I too rise for my
contribution on the Education Legislation Amendment
(Victorian Institute of Teaching, TAFE and Other
Matters) Bill 2018. I want to put on record my position,
which is to not oppose this bill. I think there are certain
aspects of this bill that are very much in the public
interest. I think anything to tighten up issues of child
protection within the school system are very worthy,
and of course the opposition wholeheartedly supports
the government’s tightening up of various measures.
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Clauses 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 12 and 19 of the bill require that
the Victorian Institute of Teaching (VIT) refuse
registration, including renewal of registration or
permission to teach, or suspend a registration that is
ongoing or existing under part 2.6 of the act, if a teacher
is charged with or convicted of a category A offence or
is issued with an interim negative notice under the
Working with Children Act 2005. A category A offence
is a very, very serious offence — that is, sexual
offences committed by an adult against child, including
child pornography, as well as murder, attempted
murder and rape offences.
Clause 22 of the bill also requires the VIT to cancel or
refuse to grant an existing registration under part 2.6 if
the person has been convicted or found guilty of a
category A offence or given a negative notice under the
Working with Children Act. Clause 31 provides that the
VIT’s decision to refuse or grant registration under
part 2.6 of the act because of a conviction for a category
A offence or negative notice under the Working with
Children Act will not be reviewable by the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal.
The bill also, can I say, puts in new categories around
category B offences. The VIT may suspend a teacher’s
registration without inquiry if a teacher is charged with
a category B offence and does not pose an unjustifiable
risk to children. Category B offences are serious sexual
offences where the victim is an adult, manslaughter and
other serious physical offences, serious drug offences
and the offence of failing to protect a child from abuse
or failing to disclose suspected child abuse, and also
category A offences committed by a person when they
were a child. I completely support those reforms.
Where I have concerns is around category C, which
covers any other indictable offence and specified
summary offences as well as serious misconduct that is
not criminal. I want to focus very briefly, if I can, on
those instances surrounding teacher misconduct that are
not necessarily criminal.
A number of issues have been raised in the media in
recent times, and I suspect that that was the catalyst for
the Minister for Education to announce the Armytage
review into the VIT. He said in announcing this review
that there had been a number of decisions by the VIT
that quite frankly failed to meet community
expectations. I think he had a point, because, for
example, there was the case of Mr Keith Currie from
Bacchus Marsh Grammar who admitted to grooming a
15-year-old student four decades earlier when he was in
his late 20s. He admitted to having made inappropriate
sexual advances to a female student between 1978 and
1980. The victim only came forward in 2015. The case
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was heard by the VIT panel in March 2018 but it
concluded that Mr Currie should keep his registration
despite being guilty of serious misconduct. That to me
was profoundly concerning. I do not think anyone in
this house thinks that someone with that background
ought to be teaching children in this state.
I am aware of at least two other instances — one in
August 2017 and one in May 2017 — where the
teachers concerned, Mr Nagashima and Mr Johnson,
were found by the VIT to have committed serious
misconduct. In one instance it was an unprofessional
relationship with a female student — a historic matter
of serious misconduct. The teacher had been
suspended for six months at the time of the panel’s
decision but is currently fit to teach. And then there is
Mr Nagashima. Again, there should be an extremely
high threshold for permission to be given to teach in
Victoria. It is one of the most important positions in
society. It is a position of —
Mr Wynne — Trust.
Mr T. SMITH — immense trust, as the Minister
for Planning quite correctly observed. Parents,
guardians and carers need to have full confidence that
those who are teaching their children or grandchildren
or other individuals are of not just the highest quality
from a professional perspective but also the highest
ethical quality.
Mr Wynne — Integrity.
Mr T. SMITH — And indeed integrity. I make no
bones about my position that if any teacher has done
things that the Victorian community would find to be
inappropriate and that constitute professional
misconduct, I do not think they should be in the
classroom. It is this area that I have struggled with in
this bill. Under these current reforms if a teacher is
found to have committed serious misconduct but fails
to meet those thresholds of a very serious category A
offence or indeed a category B offence, then they
theoretically could still be allowed into the classroom. I
am in no way impugning the Andrews Labor
government on this — I understand exactly what they
are saying — but I think the direction and indeed, I
suppose, the message to the VIT and those who sit on
the panels of the VIT that judge a teacher’s ability to
continue to do their job is that when there have been
proven allegations of serious misconduct I do not
believe those teachers should be there.
I think the emphasis must be on the protection of
children. I think the emphasis must be on the protection
of the reputation of the profession, because each and
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every time a teacher is found to have undertaken
behaviours that are contrary to community expectations
it brings the system and indeed the profession into
disrepute. I am someone who is a massive supporter of
the teaching profession. My sister is a grade 5 teacher. I
know how hard she works. I know that it is not just the
hours in the classroom; it is a profession and indeed it is
a lifestyle, dare I say, that is often unrewarded. I want to
put on record my support for teachers in not just the
public system but also in the independent and Catholic
systems who do, as I said previously, one of the most
important jobs in our society, which is preparing the
next generation of Victorians.

needs at the old — now closed and non-existent —
Golden Square Secondary College. I know that as a
teacher he took his job very, very seriously, particularly
in relation to supporting kids with special needs. The
professionalism that he showed in his role as a teacher
was something that he was very proud of. He was very
proud of the fact that he was a teacher and that he had a
contribution to make in making sure that the children
that were in his charge got the absolute best education
and had the best outcomes. As we all know, a good
teacher can inspire hope, ignite imaginations and
indeed instil a love of learning. Of all of the hard jobs
around, one of the hardest is being a good teacher.

In the minute and a half that I have left to speak I
would like to encourage the VIT to improve the
strength of rigour around their registration processes,
particularly given some of the data we have seen
coming out of universities like Victoria University
where 27 per cent of initial teacher education graduates
failed the federal government’s literacy test and 24 per
cent failed the numeracy test. I put on record my
support for what this government has done with regard
to Australian tertiary admission rank thresholds for
new teachers. I think that we all agree that the best way
to improve student outcomes is to improve the quality
of teaching in the system. One of the best ways to do
that is to have high thresholds for new teachers that are
coming into particularly the state system. But the VIT,
as the guardian of the teaching profession in Victoria,
must be mindful that not all initial teacher education
degrees are equal. They need to be mindful that the
quality of graduates is very, very important in
improving our system.

I am sure everyone in this house will remember their
own education at some point and will remember a
teacher or teachers — not the methods and techniques
that those teachers used, but the teachers themselves —
because it is teachers who are at the heart of our
education system. The majority of teachers across
Victoria in our education system do an outstanding job.
Without a doubt, they are great role models and they
serve our children well. I look forward to my two little
grandchildren starting school in a couple of years time. I
am sure that they will have wonderful teachers as well.

Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) (16:50) — I am
pleased to make a contribution to the Education
Legislation Amendment (Victorian Institute of
Teaching, TAFE and Other Matters) Bill 2018. Before I
commence my contribution, I would like to point out to
the member for Kew that the changes this legislation
makes are aimed specifically at making sure decisions
like the ones he referred to do not happen again. Hence
child safety and community standards are indeed a
centrepiece of this legislation. I would also like to point
out that the category C offence that the member for
Kew was referring to in his contribution is the same
offence as one under the Working with Children Act
2005, and again a centrepiece of this legislation is the
merging of the Victorian Institute of Teaching (VIT)
and the Working with Children Act.
My late husband was a secondary school teacher of
history. He later did a postgraduate course in special
education and was a teacher of children with special

Of course we know that children have a right to be
loved unconditionally, nurtured abundantly and
protected valiantly — to have their feelings respected
and nurtured in ways that allow them to develop a sense
of self-worth. They also deserve a safe environment
that is free from intimidation or abuse. While they are
under the care of their school, that is absolutely what
should happen. It is really difficult to conceive or
accept that a teacher would in any way harm a student,
and yet sadly we have seen some reports of that
happening. It has not happened frequently, I would
point out, but where it does happen we need to make
sure that there are protections in place; and where there
are gaps in the system in which some teachers might
see that they can abuse a child, we need to make sure
that those gaps are closed.
The protection of children and their educational
wellbeing, along with the reputation of and public trust
in our teaching profession, lies at the heart of teacher
regulation. That brings me to the heart of the bill, which
is putting the protection, safety and wellbeing of our
children and young people at the absolute centre of
government education policy and making sure the
people of Victoria have confidence in our education
system and indeed our teaching profession.
In its final report on working with children checks,
handed down in June 2015, the McClellan Royal
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Commission into Institutional Responses to Child
Sexual Abuse emphasised the need for consistent
minimum standards for screening people working with
children, and to achieve such consistency it called for a
national model of working with children checks. The
Victorian Andrews Labor government remains
absolutely committed to addressing the issues raised by
the McClellan royal commission. The importance of
this bill is that it better aligns the Victorian Institute of
Teaching, which administers the registration of teachers
in Victoria — a scheme that was established by a Labor
government, I might add — with the working with
children checks scheme to ensure the continued safety
and wellbeing of our children.
The working with children checks scheme started in
2006. That was three years after the VIT began
regulating Victoria’s teachers. While the VIT assesses a
person’s ability to teach using a test, which includes the
assessment of a person’s safety to work with children,
they also look at qualifications and characteristics
related to the role of a teacher. Both the working with
children check and the VIT registration scheme rely on
the national criminal history check and other
disciplinary information to ensure that persons working
with children are subject to rigorous screening and a
risk assessment process.
If you look at the online requirements of the national
police history check, it says that to be registered with
the VIT or indeed to renew your registration as a
teacher you need to have a current and satisfactory
national police history check, conducted by the VIT on
the teacher’s behalf. If the national police history check
is due to expire, teachers need to undertake another
check when they renew their registration. The national
police history check also provides details of convictions
and findings of guilt for criminal offences following an
examination of the records held by police services in
Australian states and territories. So you can see that
there is a very significant check already in place.
With registered teachers already being regulated by the
VIT when the working with children check scheme
commenced, the Working with Children Act 2005
provided that registered teachers would be exempt from
a working with children check because of the national
working with children history check.
The McClellan royal commission’s final report on
working with children checks provided an opportunity
for the Victorian government to consider the VIT
registration scheme and the working with children
check scheme with the objective of ensuring that the
two schemes are as closely aligned as possible in
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relation to the screening of a person’s suitability to
work with children. We also considered the working
with children check teacher exemption to make sure
that the operation of the exemption did not compromise
the safety of children. Currently it is an offence under
the Working with Children Act for a registered teacher
to not notify the working with children check unit if
their registration has been suspended or cancelled by
the VIT.
This bill goes a long way to ensuring that some of the
information that has been put out by the media and
some of the stories that were referred to in our media
last year never happen again. We do not want a
situation where we have children being abused by those
who are in charge of their daily life. Every child goes to
school, as we know. Every child deserves to be
protected while they are at school. This bill absolutely
makes sure that there are no gaps when it comes to
having teachers fully qualified but also fully checked to
ensure that that particular person has no history of
sexual offences or any criminal activity.
It is absolutely imperative that governments, certainly a
Labor government like ours, do something to make sure
that any gaps or loopholes are completely given over so
that anyone who sends their child to school — every
day of the week we send children to school — knows
that they are safe and they are protected and we can
have confidence in our teaching profession. There is
nothing more important for our children’s safety, as it is
for their education, to make sure that those who are in
charge of their education are people who are there for
the right reasons — and that of course is to educate our
children in a very professional manner.
Before I finish I just want to mention again and
congratulate the teachers across Victoria, who do an
outstanding job. I have complete confidence that they
will continue to do so.
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) (17:00) — It
gives me pleasure to rise to contribute to this debate on
the Education Legislation Amendment (Victorian
Institute of Teaching, TAFE and Other Matters) Bill
2018. Certainly the bill before the house covers the
regulation of a very important part of the Victorian
system, which is the regulation of our teachers. We
know that our teachers do a fantastic job in the work
that they do in schools — government, non-government
and Catholic schools — across Victoria, and it is
imperative that we have a system in place which
parents and the community can have faith in. We know
that teachers give of their time, work hard and put the
best interests of our children forward in terms of
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providing the best educational opportunities that they
can receive in the education system.
But we know that over a period of time there have been
people that have entered the education system who not
only the Victorian Institute of Teaching (VIT) have been
opposed to but also, more importantly, the broader
community have raised concerns about. There have
been numerous cases over recent times of incidents
involving people of questionable character, and I have
let others make determinations as to whether they were
appropriate to be teachers. I certainly remember a case
recently, in the last couple of years, of where a teacher
seeking registration had formerly been incarcerated
overseas for involvement in the transportation of drugs
on more than one occasion. In that situation, from
memory, their registration was in fact approved on a
decision that overturned a decision of the VIT. There are
obviously other examples of where the VIT has made
decisions about which the community have concerns.
Ultimately the community and parents need to have
faith in the system to ensure that people who are
teaching in our schools meet the necessary test — that
being the working with children check. It is imperative
that the work that was done by Penny Armytage, who
played the role of independent reviewer of the VIT, is
identified and taken up by the government. I do note
that in her report, which was presented on 1 December
last year, she makes 34 recommendations, and I notice
that recommendation 6 is the recommendation dealing
with working with children. Clearly there is a range of
other recommendations here that the government needs
to address, and the government needs to clarify what in
fact it will be doing in regard to those other
recommendations.
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occurred — for example, Bendigo TAFE and Kangan
Institute. In fact when I was minister and had
responsibility, it was those two organisations that came
to the government seeking to merge. It was the same
with the creation of Federation Training. The two
institutions in Gippsland approached me as the minister
seeking to merge, and acting upon those formal
requests from those boards, which were supported by
their communities, we delivered that outcome.
It is interesting that despite the protestations that were
put forward by the now government about the merging
of those institutions, they have not in fact sought to
unmerge them to ensure that the former bodies are
reinstated — that Kangan is reinstated, that Bendigo
TAFE is reinstated and that the two institutions in
Gippsland are reinstated. In fact they have retained the
authorities that we delivered in government, and they
are now building on that because they are now going to
be having CAE formally merging with Box Hill TAFE,
which builds on exactly the work that we were doing
in government.
It is interesting when we look at the principal function of
training in the state of Victoria. The principal function of
delivering training in the state of Victoria is to provide
educational opportunities, and the best measure of that is
the number of people in the state who utilise that
service. It is very interesting to see that we left
government with an outward commitment of $5 billion
to be expended over four years to continue to deliver
training, while under this government we have seen a
collapse in the number of people that have undertaken
vocational training being delivered in this state through
institutions to which the Victorian training guarantee or
the state government funding provides assistance.

I think it is also important that we look at the provisions
within this act as they relate to TAFE. I find it
interesting that the bill before the house actually seeks
to confirm a merger of Box Hill Institute with the
Centre for Adult Education (CAE). I find it interesting
that we have a bill before the house which is going to
be delivering this provision. This builds in fact on work
that was being undertaken by the former government.
In my capacity as Minister for Higher Education and
Skills for a period, I in fact oversaw the mergers that
took place of four of our institutions into two. Certainly
the Centre for Adult Education was working very
closely with Box Hill TAFE, and that was something
that was actively encouraged by the organisations. We
were very pleased to continue their support.

So for a government that champions itself on being the
Education State, for a government that champions
itself on expanding educational opportunities for
Victorians, the measure of that, the very simple
measure of that, is not buildings and it is not courses; it
is students. That is the only measure that you need to
determine the success of your program. The facts tell
us through the annual reports that under this
government training has collapsed. Training has
collapsed and numbers have collapsed under this
government. In fact we had more people in training
four years ago, when I was minister, than we do today
under this government, despite the fact —

I think it is interesting to raise this because much has
been said by those opposite about the mergers that

Mr WAKELING — Well, 151 000 more, despite
the fact that over the four-year period our population

Ms Ryan — 151 000 more
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has grown at a rate of 120 000-odd people each and
every year. So we have got nearly 500 000 more
Victorians than we had four years ago, and even if the
numbers in training had just increased by the rate of
population growth, even if they had grown at that rate,
meaning that the government did no more than deliver
the same level of training for the same number of
Victorians, you would have seen incremental growth,
but what has happened is that it has declined. We have
got 500 000 more Victorians living in this state than we
had four years ago, but under this government today
there are 150 000 less people in training than there were
four years ago.
For this government to stand up in this house and talk
about the fact that they have been the champions of
vocational training — you know, that they stood up for
those institutions that were merged, when they attacked
the former government for merging institutions, that
they stood up for the people who were not being given
an opportunity to have access to vocational training and
that they were going to open up these institutions that
were closed — when they talked about all of that, you
would have thought there would have been a flood of
people walking into these buildings to undertake
training. You would have thought that that was simply
going to be the corollary of that political outcome, but
in fact we have had the absolute opposite of that. We
have had people leave these institutions. We have
150 000 less people in training today than we had four
years ago. I think that is a sad indictment of the way in
which this government has managed vocational training
in this state.
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) (17:10) — It is my
pleasure to rise in support of the Education Legislation
Amendment (Victorian Institute of Teaching, TAFE
and Other Matters) Bill 2018. A significant part of this
bill, as we have heard from previous speakers, is about
better protecting children in our education system and
ensuring a better flow of information and consistency
of processes to this end. I will cover some of the details
of the bill and try to add some commentary along the
way, should time permit.
Effectively the bill aims to improve the alignment
between the teacher registration scheme, which is
regulated by the Victorian Institute of Teaching (VIT),
and the working with children check scheme, which is
regulated by the Secretary of the Department of Justice
and Regulation through the working with children
check unit.
As many in this place may know, registered teachers
are exempt from applying for a working with children
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check under the Working with Children Act 2005, but
we are seeking to amend this slightly so that there is a
requirement that registered teachers advise the working
with children check unit of any child-related work that
they undertake outside of their school environment.
This includes providing information about the
organisations that they work for in a paid or a
voluntary capacity.
For example, to put that in real terms, if a teacher works
as a swimming instructor, a scout volunteer or
something similar, they would need to provide the
relevant information to the working with children check
unit about these activities, and they must do that within
21 days of commencing those activities. In the event
that a teacher is deregistered by the VIT, having this
information would then allow the working with
children check unit to check in with the other
organisations that that teacher may have been working
for, and that teacher would then be required to get a
working with children check to continue to work for
those organisations. So there are very practical and
positive flow-on impacts from that change.
To give a sense of how many teachers would be
impacted by this change, it is estimated that about
20 per cent of all registered teachers engage in
volunteer or other child-related work outside of their
school setting. This equates to about 26 000 registered
teachers, which is actually a very positive thing. It says
a lot about the teachers in our system that they commit
a lot of their time outside of their day jobs to bettering
the lives of young people.
These changes are fundamentally aimed at reducing the
risks to children’s safety while maintaining the
exemption for registered teachers and early childhood
teachers undertaking work outside of their education
environment. As with most things, it is a matter of
balance — of wanting to encourage those activities
while also making sure that the appropriate tracking
and checks and balances are there to manage that.
Broadly speaking the amendments in this bill will make
the VIT teacher registration framework more consistent
with the working with children check scheme. The bill
also amends VIT statutory functions so as to strengthen
the institute’s decision-making about teacher conduct
and suitability to teach when a teacher is the subject of
charges, convictions, misconduct allegations or
proceedings where children are involved. These
amendments will require the VIT to consider the safety
and wellbeing of children, taking them into account as
part of community expectations.
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This is effectively about improving the consistency of
decisions made by the VIT and the working with
children check unit. These amendments will mean that
the VIT will consider the same kinds of offences and
conduct as the working with children check unit. I think
this would make sense to most people, and I think most
of our constituents would probably hope that that was
already taking place.
To give another example, these changes would mean
that for a category A offence, which is a very serious
offence that includes child pornography, possession of
child pornography, murder, attempted murder, rape
and other sexual offences — very serious offences —
that results in the loss of a working with children check
under the working with children check scheme will
also result in the loss of teacher registration. As I said,
that is something the community would fairly expect in
those circumstances. These category A offences will
also include three additional sexual offences that are
not currently specified in the relevant schedule to the
Working with Children Act, and they include forced
marriage involving a person under 18 years of age,
using a carriage service for sexual activity with a
person under the age of 16 and using a carriage service
to transmit indecent communication to a person under
the age of 16 . Again, those are all offences that
I think most, if not all, in the public would be pleased
to see included.
In relation to category B offences, which are, for
example, serious sexual offences, serious drug offences,
stalking, loitering and failing to protect a child from
child abuse or to disclose child abuse — on the scale of
being slightly less severe than those category A
offences — the bill will incorporate into the VIT’s
decision-making process a presumption in favour of a
cancellation of registration or a refusal to register unless
the VIT is satisfied that maintaining registration would
not pose an unjustifiable risk to children. Category C
offences, as you can probably guess from the order I
have outlined so far, are of a much less serious nature
and will be considered by the VIT in its discretion
when assessing a person’s conduct and suitability for
registration.
Amendments in the bill will also improve
information-sharing arrangements between the VIT and
the working with children check unit as well as the
out-of-home care suitability panel to ensure better
decision-making and to ultimately better protect
children. This would include, for example, a
requirement that the VIT share information regarding
disciplinary action taken against a registered teacher,
which would then allow the working with children
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check unit to consider this when it performs its
regulatory functions — again, a very practical and
positive outcome of those changes. The changes to the
VIT’s functions were prompted, as we have heard, by a
review commissioned by the Minister for Education
into the governance and decision-making of the
institute, which followed on from a series of decisions
to not sanction or deregister a teacher whose conduct
clearly fell below community expectations. I know the
member for Euroa outlined a particular example of that
which would horrify most in this place.
The bill also enables a TAFE institute to merge with an
adult education institution. However, Adult
Multicultural Education Services, or AMES, as we
better know them, is excluded from this merger because
the intention is really to enable a merger of Box Hill
Institute with the Centre for Adult Education. These
two entities have been operating under one governing
board since 2016 and have a longstanding partnership.
By enabling a formal merger we can create significant
operational efficiencies and also remove duplication of
reporting, audit and registration requirements.
Further amendments in the bill relate to the Victoria
University Act 2010. They go to the terms of
appointment for university council members. These
changes will allow both university and the government
council member appointments to be determined for any
period up to three years, which gives some desired
flexibility to these arrangements. These changes also
make it easier to fill casual vacancies by removing the
requirement that an appointee has ‘like qualifications’
and also by removing the restriction that the appointee
only serves out the resigning member’s term or the
remaining part of the resigning member’s turn. Finally,
the bill will confer a new complaint-handling function
for the Victorian Registration and Qualifications
Authority, enabling it to investigate complaints against
a person or a body registered with them to provide
education or training. The authority would also be able
to investigate the conduct of its authorised officers.
I have spent most my contribution reflecting on the
changes that go directly to the Victorian Institute of
Teaching and protecting children within educational
environments. There are good reasons for that. Many of
us in this place have in our own communities or
neighbouring communities or have even just read in the
press stories of conduct in educational environments
that have been truly alarming. Recently there was one
in my community where a teacher at a local Catholic
school was arrested as part of what was quite a big sting
and picked up for having child pornography. He was a
very senior member of this school community. That
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incident caused significant shock in the broader
community and raised a lot of questions about how
somebody with his issues and his criminality, really, in
terms of the case that is being made against him, could
be able to be in an educational environment. When
these things come up it is fair for the community to
expect that we make the required changes to make sure
that our system can identify these risks and deal with
them — not just in a silo, though, but across the many
networks that form government services and
government protections. With that, I commend the bill
to the house.
Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) (17:20) — I rise today,
as others have, to comment on and make remarks
regarding the Education Legislation Amendment
(Victorian Institute of Teaching, TAFE and Other
Matters) Bill 2018. This bill, in many ways, is an
extension of a long campaign in all sectors of the
community in state, federal and local government and
in educational institutions themselves to better
strengthen the processes and procedures that exist
within institutions to protect and safeguard our children
in their care. That is something that we can only hope
will work, will strengthen the system and will keep
more children safe. However, it has been focused on
now for quite some years. It has consumed many
hundreds of millions of dollars of taxpayer funds and
resources. A concern I would raise is that in our quest
to keep our children morally safe, safe from predators
and safe from people that might do them harm we have
taken our eye off the ball as to why our schools and
education facilities exist, and that of course is to
provide a love of learning, lifelong education and tools
that equip our young people with the skills they need to
operate, thrive, flourish and live in the modern world.
Mr Pearson interjected.
Mr RIORDAN — With the interjections being
heard, as usual, from the member for Essendon, I refer
to the Attorney-General’s introduction of his
second-reading speech, where he refers to the
McClellan royal commission:
Valuing children and their rights is the foundation of all
child-safe institutions —

which we agree with.
The best interests of children must be the primary
consideration.

So what I am saying is that we need to keep our eye on
the ball as to what we are trying to achieve with
education. The United Nations Convention on the
Rights of the Child is very clear about it. It is in
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article 28 and is one of the most important things that
we need to keep focused on — that is, the right for
children to have an education. One of the sad facts that
is becoming more and more evident in a rural electorate
like mine in Polwarth and in other rural electorates is
the complete and utter neglect of educational outcomes
and capacity for and access to education for students in
country, rural and regional Victoria.
My beef with this appalling situation is not with the
schools themselves but with the education system that
this government has been responsible for over 17 of the
last 21 years. The government calls Victoria the
Education State, but I will just read out some of the
regular non-attendance rates at secondary schools in my
electorate. We have schools at 60 per cent, 50 per cent,
42 per cent, 29 per cent and 24 per cent. One school
progressed in one year from 60 per cent to 50 per cent,
a 10 per cent improvement, but I do not think anyone
could possibly suggest for a moment that we are
looking for, caring for and having the best regard for
our students with non-attendance rates well in excess of
not 10 per cent, not 15 per cent, not 20 per cent, not
30 per cent, but in excess of 40 per cent on a year-in,
year-out basis in some of our regional communities.
I thought, ‘Is this unique just to my area? Is there
something endemically wrong with south-west
Victoria?’. I looked throughout regional and rural
Victoria to see chronic non-attendance rates. I then
thought, ‘Is there a reason for this? Are these statistical
aberrations?’. If you go back through the data, this has
been a constant theme in our country schools not this
past year, not the year before, but ongoing for the last
10 years. In talking to people in the field I have been
asking, ‘What is it that is causing this? Why are we
seeing over half the students enrolled in country schools
not turning up on a regular basis? What is causing that?
What is the disconnect inside the government that calls
Victoria the Education State, the government that says
it is putting children first, the government that is
prepared to spend hundreds of millions on making
schools safer from predators and from unsavoury
people but at the same time having no focus at all on
encouraging, keeping, maintaining and supporting
students in these educational institutions?’.
When we look at the raw numbers, what does that
mean? What does that mean, for example, in a town of
10 000 people? We know that 10 years ago there were
100 more students enrolled in secondary education than
there were in primary schools. Fast-forward 10 years
and we now have a situation where there are 300 fewer
students enrolled in secondary education in those same
communities and yet the growth in primary enrolments
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has continued to slowly increase, so we have got more
students going into the system and fewer students
staying in the system, being educated in the system and
being supported in the system. That is of great concern
to any community that on the one hand says it is putting
in all it can to make environments and institutions safer
but on the other hand is not providing the educational
services that those communities clearly need and want.
This bill also covers the area of TAFE and encourages
adult education and TAFE to merge and work together.
TAFE of course is another area where rural and
regional areas, despite the rhetoric of the government,
are still chronically underperforming. We have a
situation where TAFEs are not motivated, encouraged
or driven by the needs of the communities to provide
relevant educational courses but instead provide
whatever the government of the day dishes out. We
have the ludicrous situation in an area such as mine
with a huge agricultural dairying industry producing
30 per cent of the nation’s output in dairy while there is
no cohesive dairying adult education, training or
support. That is a situation that once again is
symptomatic of the position we find ourselves in where
on the one hand we are trying to make our institutions
safer and better for our young people and our students,
but on the other hand we are clearly not providing them
the mix of education and learning experiences that they
so clearly need and want.
We also have the competitive tension that we find in
our various TAFE providers working in smaller country
communities, picking the eyes out of the courses and
leaving a net result of jacks of all trades and masters of
none. We have a situation where at the moment I am
helping to support and provide accommodation for
upwards of six or seven young apprentices in my own
community who are unable to get the TAFE training
and support that they need in their own country town,
which in recent times has had in excess of $10 million
to $15 million invested in TAFE training facilities that
are currently largely unused and have no students
enrolled in them. Now, in order to undertake the
courses that the students want to do, they find
themselves having to go through the very expensive
process of finding accommodation in Melbourne and
leaving their community to seek education elsewhere.
So we have a situation where we need to support a bill
that makes educational facilities safer and more child
friendly but at the same time it completely neglects the
obligation the government has to provide universal
education that is accessible, relevant and pertinent to
the students that want to enrol in it. We have a situation
where country Victorian towns have a lack of regular
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attendance at schools that is absolutely out of control.
We have a situation where there are very few support
mechanisms in place for those schools to actively
re-engage with their students and get them back to
school. We have a situation where, unless there is a
chronic crime or other problem in a community, this
government ignores the high lack of attendance at
schools. We have a situation where we are setting up a
generation of young people in our community who will
suffer as a result of the lack of focus of this government
on the needs and requirements of young people to get a
good education, to feel engaged at school and to get the
education that will set them up for the jobs of the
future, particularly in a region like south-west Victoria,
where jobs are aplenty and opportunities are aplenty but
where we are denying our young people the
opportunity to take best advantage of those jobs.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (17:30) — I am
delighted to make a contribution on the Education
Legislation Amendment (Victorian Institute of
Teaching, TAFE and Other Matters) Bill 2018. I
listened carefully to the member for Polwarth’s
contribution. He quoted figures about secondary school
students not going on and finishing their education and
seemed to be grasping at why this might be the case.
He could not really quite understand why that would
be. I have not been in this place long, but I have been
here slightly longer than the member. My advice is —
and I am not sure if the member has done this —
maybe if he went and spoke with the principals in his
electorate and said, ‘Look, I have got these figures, can
you explain to me what you are seeing on the
ground?’, that might work.
Mr Riordan interjected.
Mr PEARSON — He says he has done it, but he
did not enlighten the house as to why that might be
the case.
Mr Riordan interjected.
Mr PEARSON — The member says he has had
many conversations. I am sure he has had many
conversations with himself, but I am not sure if he is
actually talking to people in his electorate.
I think it is important to know that for the first time in
30 years enrolments in our secondary schools are
increasing, because people are voting with their feet.
They recognise and they understand that this
government is investing in quality public education. It
is not just happening in electorates like Essendon, it is
happening in Polwarth and it is happening right across
the state.
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I listened to the member for Ferntree Gully’s
contribution, and the reality is that the reason why some
of these TAFEs were forced to merge was that their
funding had been cut by the former government. That is
what happened. Their funding was cut and they had no
choice; they had to try to find a way in which they
could stay afloat. The most expedient way in which to
do so was to look at trying to merge their operations.
Another point I would make about the member’s
contribution is that clearly the member has a lack of
appreciation of the state’s value proposition. The value
proposition of Victoria in relation to a key export
industry like education is not about quantity. It is not
about how many courses, it is not about how many
contact hours, it is not about how many students per se;
it is about quality. It is about providing a quality
educative environment to make sure that as people in
Asia look to Victoria and look at the quality education
experience they might turn around and say, ‘We will
encourage our children to come to Victoria for their
secondary education or for their post-compulsory
education and training’. That is what we are trying to do.
As evidence of that is the fact that in this year’s budget
we have invested $304 million for another
30 000 TAFE places, and we are investing $172 million
in free TAFE courses. It is really important to be clear
on this. We are investing in education because it is
about quality. It is about making sure that we can get
quality designed courses that are applicable to the needs
of industry, and that is what we are trying to do. For
people to be fixated on contact hours or student
numbers is missing the point. The reality is that if you
are looking at trying to support a burgeoning export
industry, people are not going to be paying money for
second-rate, average courses. They are going to pay
money to come to Victoria and they will come to
Victoria because of the quality of the education
experience. That is what we are on about.
I could not quite understand the member for Polwarth’s
initial contribution about a safe environment for
children being somehow at odds with a love of
learning. I would have thought that if you are creating a
safe, nurturing learning environment, then it will follow
that that is the best precondition to develop a love of
learning. If a child is brutalised or has a deleterious
experience in the school environment they are going to,
then it will have a negative impact upon their brain
development, particularly if they are young, and it will
impact upon the quality of their education. You can
have a love of learning and have a safe learning
environment at the same time, so I am not quite sure
why the member for Polwarth thinks that this is
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somehow mutually exclusive. Perhaps he may wish to
enlighten us one day in one of his other musings.
The bill makes a number of changes to university acts,
and I am particularly drawn to division 7 of the bill,
which amends the University of Melbourne Act 2009. I
am very pleased and proud to say I am a graduate of this
august and noble institution. I thoroughly enjoyed
myself at Melbourne University; it was an absolute
cracker of a time in the early 1990s. To come from my
background, to come from where I grew up and to find
myself walking through that old law court in the early
1990s — and I was the first person in my family to get
to university — was a joy. I still feel that joy now
whenever I go back to Melbourne University. It is just a
great pleasure.
Universities are governed by university councils. I know
people who have served on university councils in the
past, and they have described it to me as an incredibly
rich and rewarding experience. Melbourne University is
one of the best universities in the region, and I think it is
the best university in the country. With its proximity to
the Parkville precinct, with its proximity to that growing
burgeoning biotech sector, it has got such an enormous
role to play in terms of the future prosperity of this state
and therefore of this nation.
The amendment to clause 8(2) of schedule 1 to the
University of Melbourne Act removes the requirement
that a person filling a casual vacancy of an appointed
member must have like qualifications to the member
whose office has become vacant, so that it is at the
discretion of the university. I think this is important
because it is about making sure that the university can
make a call at the time when that casual vacancy occurs
as to what its needs and requirements are.
I had a wonderful experience on a couple of boards
before I came to this place. In one of those experiences
I looked at trying to bring on a whole raft of new
non-executive directors, board members I should say. It
was a really great experience working out what their
skill sets were. We knew where we wanted to take the
organisation but we wanted to make sure we had the
expertise on the board and to appoint that expertise so
that the organisation was in the best position to take
advantage of the circumstances it was confronting. It
was a really important experience. Being able to turn
around and let the organisation determine what its
needs and requirements are is incredibly important.
Clause 8(4) of schedule 1 to the University of
Melbourne Act is amended to remove the restriction
that a person who fills a casual vacancy is only entitled
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to hold the office for the remainder of the original
member’s term. I think this certainly makes a lot
of sense.
If you look at Melbourne University and the reserves
that it has available to it, it is certainly extremely well
placed to play a really important role in terms of having
better engagement with Asia and finding ways in which
it can look to enhance those industry linkages. Certainly
in the past I have thought that it is really important that
we find an alignment between the needs of industry and
the needs of the education institutions and that we have
the ability to create and churn out graduates who are
ready to go to work and ready to fulfil the needs and
functions of industry then and there.
As a funny aside, I do recall in the mid-1990s working
here when John Brumby was opposition leader. I spent
a lot of time working on a particular policy about trying
to reconstitute the councils of some of the regional
universities, allocating them on the basis of regional
council areas and almost creating a separate
bureaucratic structure that would formalise the
engagement and the relationship between the
universities and industry. I spent hours and hours trying
to pull this paper together. I pulled it together, and Julia
Gillard, who was chief of staff at the time, and I went in
and spoke with John. He just looked at it, turned the
paper to one side and said, ‘Yeah, no, we’re not doing
that’. At that stage I just felt completely crushed and
deflated that this great idea that I thought was such a
winner was just so derisively —
Mr Pakula interjected.
Mr PEARSON — The Attorney-General said,
‘That was John being nice’. I think it was. But it was
done, there was no profanity expressed and he did
thank me for my labours and endeavours, so that was
very kind of him. I suppose, if anything, it just proved
that I did have an ability to write and I could come up
with some policy work and some original ideas. As
someone once said, ‘His ideas are good and original.
The good ones aren’t original and the original ones
aren’t good’. Anyhow, on that note, I commend the bill
to the house.
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) (17:40) — I am also
pleased to have the opportunity to speak on the
Education Legislation Amendment (Victorian Institute
of Teaching, TAFE and Other Matters) Bill 2018.
Before I begin my contribution I will say to the member
for Essendon: do not stop with those incredible ideas
and that enthusiasm that you bring to this place,
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because it certainly inspires us all. And I have no doubt
that the ideas will just keep on coming.
This bill is about safety, certainty and ensuring that our
schools and education providers are the very best that
they can be. The Andrews Labor government is not by
words but most importantly by actions creating the
Education State. We need our registration bodies and
government agencies to be reviewed and modernised
constantly to ensure the best possible outcomes for our
local communities right across the state. This
government is committed to working hard constantly
and consistently to bring in new bills, new laws,
through this place to ensure a safer, stronger and
fairer Victoria.
We know and we have heard this evening that teachers
play an incredibly important role in our society. We
know that students need to be supported through school
and that they need to be encouraged, and of course
parents, families and communities expect those in our
education system to uphold the utmost integrity and
professionalism in all elements, all aspects, of the work
that they do.
The Education State, as we know, is being created, and
we are ensuring that every child right across Victoria
has the best opportunities. I listened to your
contribution, Acting Speaker Graley, and I know your
passion as the parliamentary secretary in this space. I
certainly know how passionate you are to see every
single Victorian student get the opportunity to be their
very best.
The Education State is not just a slogan. It is about
those new and upgraded schools; it is about access to
the Campus, Sports and Excursions Fund, ensuring that
no student misses out; and it is about the breakfast clubs
and the free eye tests. There are a whole raft of
measures that this government have implemented since
our time in office to ensure that our students are
supported within their school and therefore supported
within their local community. We know that a student’s
safety is incredibly important whilst they are at school,
whilst they are anywhere in our community, and of
course school plays such an important role in that.
What I am thrilled about is that since we were elected
there has been a significant investment in education in
my local community, with over $44 million to fund
local schools, compared to just $1.76 million in the
time of the former government. I would like to take this
opportunity to put on record my thanks to my local
schools, those hardworking principals, teachers, school
council representatives and of course the broader
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network of parents and friends who we as local
members see every day we visit our schools and who
really make the school community tick. I am pleased to
be part of the Andrews Labor government, which
believes in our kids and is committed to making this the
Education State.
The bill makes a number of important changes to our
TAFE sector as well. I have heard a number of
members discuss the importance of TAFE in providing
opportunities to gain skills to those who want to upskill,
retrain or get a new opportunity.
We know that through record investment in
infrastructure delivered by this government we have in
this state record growth. We are the fastest growing
state in the nation, and we have a whole series of
projects that are designed to keep Victoria the most
livable state in the nation. We have projects such as
Melbourne Metro, with those five new stations and
7000 jobs in construction. Other projects include the
north-east link, connecting the ring-road to the Eastern
Freeway; the 50 level crossing removals; and the West
Gate tunnel.
All those massive projects create jobs, and we need to
be finding the skills for people to work on these
projects. This is why the TAFE announcement in the
May budget is critical: it is ensuring that skills are
provided. And of course we are making TAFE free. I
have to say that since the announcement of free TAFE
it has been an absolute pleasure to hear from local
people in my electorate about the importance of having
the opportunity to find a skill or to retrain. That
decision is not based on how much money you have,
and having a chance to gain this skill from 1 January
next year is an incredibly important thing and
something that as a member of this government I am
incredibly proud to be a part of.
The bill, as other members have mentioned, will amend
the Education and Training Reform Act 2006 to align
the registration scheme for teachers and early childhood
teachers with the scheme under the Working with
Children Act 2005 for assessing applicants for a
working with children check. It will provide for
penalties for registered teachers who fail to comply
with requirements to give the Victorian Institute of
Teaching (VIT) certain information. The VIT plays an
important role in ensuring that our teachers meet the
guidelines and qualifications requirements to be able to
work in our schools. This is incredibly important for
student outcomes, school outcomes and outcomes in
the local community. The bill will empower the
Victorian Institute of Teaching to share certain
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information with the secretary under the Working with
Children Act 2005 regarding child-related work
undertaken by applicants for registration.
I have discussed TAFE during my contribution. The
bill will provide for a TAFE institute to merge with an
adult education institution. The bill will also provide for
the Victorian Registration and Qualifications Authority
to handle complaints against various persons, bodies,
schools and institutions. It will also require the
Victorian Institute of Teaching to consider the
wellbeing and safety of children, which I have
mentioned, taking into account community
expectations when performing its regulatory functions.
In making a number of these changes there are related
amendments to the Working with Children Act 2005
and the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005, minor
amendments to the Public Administration Act 2004 and
amendments to various university acts in relation to
members of university councils.
Schools should be and are places of learning and places
of discovery. Our teachers need to be trained and
equipped to help our students to be their best and to
enhance those individuals to be well-rounded,
respectful citizens of our great state. The Victorian
Institute of Teaching is an integral body which is
charged with the registration and management of our
teachers, and we need it to be a professional, modern
and in-touch authority. The bill strengthens our
education system and builds on and continues the great
work that is being done to create the Education State.
What we know as local members, certainly as members
of the Andrews Labor government, is that when you
move around your community — certainly on the back
of a budget that has made significant investments into
local schools; investments that would not have been
made if it were not for this government — it is an
incredibly proud moment when you are able to confirm
to your local school a funding injection. Whether it be
$3.5 million for Sunbury Primary School or
$10.8 million for Sunbury and Macedon Ranges
Specialist School, they are really significant outcomes
that actually change what a school can do in terms of
capital and, most importantly, to create an environment
that is well supported. That these are areas where our
local kids are proud to go to and know that they are
supported is something that I am incredibly proud of.
That is a fundamental hallmark of course of the
Andrews Labor government.
We know that we need our registration bodies to be the
best they can be, we know that we need to ensure that
our teachers are supported through that process, but
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what we also know is we need safe environments for
our children to study and learn in. I want to put on
record my thanks to the minister and his department for
creating the Education State, and I commend the bill to
the house.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Graley) — The
member for Oakleigh.
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) (17:50) — Thank
you, Acting Speaker. It gives me pleasure to speak
on —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Graley) — Excuse
me, member for Oakleigh. Could you refrain from
speaking? I did not see the member for Mildura. I will
allow him to go first if you could follow. Thank you.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) (17:50) — Thank you, Acting
Speaker, and thank you to the member for Oakleigh. I
rise to make a contribution to the Education Legislation
Amendment (Victorian Institute of Teaching, TAFE
and Other Matters) Bill 2018. The bill has a number of
purposes, including to align the registration of teachers
and early childhood teachers with the scheme under the
Working with Children Act 2005 for assessing
applicants for a working with children check; to
provide for penalties for registered teachers who fail to
comply with requirements to give the Victorian
Institute of Teaching (VIT) certain information; to
require the Victorian Institute of Teaching to give
certain information about the suspension and
cancellation of registered teachers to the secretary under
the Working with Children Act 2005; to empower the
VIT to share certain information with the secretary
under the Working with Children Act 2005 regarding
child-related work undertaken by applicants for
registration; to provide for handling of complaints by
the Victorian Registration and Qualifications Authority
against various persons, bodies, schools and
institutions; and to provide for a TAFE institute to
merge with an adult education institution. The bill
makes further related amendments to other acts as well.
It is the last point that I want to talk about, which is the
role of TAFE and other educational institutions within
the electorate of Mildura. Firstly, education is
dependent on, or very much linked to, the local
economy, and the Mildura local economy is strong at
the moment. I refer to an article by Michael DiFabrizio
in the Sunraysia Daily only very recently under the
headline ‘It’s fruitful for property’. The article states:
The cost of land, interest rates and some good years for the
fresh fruit industry are behind the recent uptick in Mildura
property prices.
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Valuation firm Herron Todd White upgraded houses in
Mildura to a ‘rising market’ in its latest property report.
The firm each month publishes a ‘property clock’ to indicate
what stage of the cycle different housing markets … are at.
Mildura has moved up from ‘start of recovery’ to ‘rising
market’.

All the signs are there that Mildura’s economy is
strong.
What are the implications for a strong local economy?
The implications certainly are there for employment,
and only last year, in 2017, the Victorian skills
commissioner published his regional skills demand
profile for the Mallee. At page 4 it states:
Task force —

which the skills commissioner heads up —
estimates identify future workforce demand of between 2900
and 4400 new workers from 2017 to 2020 to support growth
and replace anticipated retirements.

That is within the economy of north-west Victoria.
Where are some of those growth areas going to be? The
growth areas are certainly going to be in horticulture,
which is being driven by an Australian dollar that is
compatible with our exports, the free trade agreements
that have been negotiated by the federal government
and a quality product which is in demand, and that is
fantastic for the jobs that are there.
Horticulture is estimated to require somewhere between
600 and 1100 more workers in our region; our other
agricultural areas 100 to 200; and our hospitality and
tourism — when you have got a vibrant economy, your
hospitality area is stronger, and tourism has always
been a feature of Mildura’s economy — 250 to 300
more workers. Construction — Mildura is a town of
tradies, and our building and construction industry is
strong — is going to need another 200 to 300 workers.
Manufacturing to support our horticultural and
agricultural industries as well as those other support
industries — they are all co-related — will need 250 to
400 workers. Transport logistics and automotive, 350 to
550. The retail trade, as Mildura gets bigger and
stronger, 400 to 500, and of course health care and
social assistance, 750 to 1000.
These are very promising prospects, and there is a role
in there for educational institutions, particularly TAFE.
The vocational education and training (VET) system
has had a very important role in meeting the forecast
workforce demand, and employers have identified a
number of things that will assist entry-level
employment. They have said here in the report that
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students can benefit from greater awareness, interest
and exposure to careers in the industries I have
mentioned. The changes and opportunity in the labour
market take time to filter down to the trainers, schools,
students and parents, and that is very much the case in
Mildura. There are some amazing opportunities laid out
in this report for Mildura to grasp. There is an unmet
demand for various skills in trades, including
boilermakers, diesel mechanics and machine operators.
So there are a whole number of good things that are
happening in that economy.
How are we going to address this labour shortage? We
are taught that VET is absolutely vital to leading this
labour shortage in Mildura. One of the areas that we
have looked at in the local learning and employment
network — and I would like to thank Ron Broadhead
for his work on this to give us some statistics — and
what we do know, because our education system is a
really good data keeper, is the number of students in
years 10, 11 and 12 that can meet this as a source of
labour between 2017 and 2020. In terms of the 15 to
19 years olds at school, we know that we have got
3500 students enrolled. We do know that 46 per cent of
them will go to uni, so that is 1610 that will go to uni.
Five per cent will do a certificate IV and above; that is
175. Ten per cent will do apprenticeships which are
three years or more. So out of all of that — out of those
3500 school leavers — that leaves 1365 people to fill
those 2900 to 4400 jobs. So we do have a real
challenge, and I think there are a number of things that
have been talked about in the Mildura region that will
further drive some of that employment more towards
the top of that 4400 than the minimum 2900.
Mildura Rural City Council tell me that there are
around 1000 unemployed people in Mildura. They do
use that to talk the town down, but in fact that is a
resource that we do need to be working strongly with,
particularly through our educational institutions and
other training bodies, to get those 1000 people into
those jobs that are available. So even with all of that we
are still short, and Mildura is already a fly-in fly-out,
drive-in drive-out town. Every so often there is a
special charter flight that brings in workers for a
number of the projects; a 150-seat jet brings those
tradesmen and other workers in regularly.
We need to work out what we can do with this. In our
educational institutions, with TAFE, we are talking
about how science, technology, engineering and
mathematics (STEM) is going to be extremely
important for the future of our agricultural and
horticultural areas. What we want to do is have STEM
added to our TAFE so that we can train our own
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specialists to meet our own needs in the Mildura region.
We also need to work on our secondary schools, to
have better facilities within our secondary schools and
go beyond tasters, or some of the old labs that are there
to get our young people interested in the skills that are
out there — the opportunities with trade and the
opportunities through certificate training traineeships to
work. We also know that there is a role for Flo Connect
to re-engage those young people who are disconnected
from education and get them into the workforce.
So there are great opportunities out there, and the cost
to our future of not meeting the workforce demand will
be a huge opportunity lost. It is up to the education
system, industry and all the Sunraysia community to
meet this challenge, one that we cannot fail in.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Graley) — I would
like to thank the member for Oakleigh for his
understanding and patience. The member for Oakleigh,
on the bill.
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) (18:00) — I would
never deny the honourable member his contribution. It
gives me great pleasure to speak on the Education
Legislation Amendment (Victorian Institute of
Teaching, TAFE and Other Matters) Bill 2018. Of
course this bill does very important things in relation to
a whole range of areas but principally in relation to the
registration scheme to close an apparent gap in terms of
child safety. The objectives obviously, as others have
mentioned and the minister talked about, are to better
align the Victorian Institute of Teaching (VIT)
registration scheme with the working with children
check scheme, to allow for a TAFE institute to take
over an adult education institution, to remove the
requirements for TAFE institutions and adult education
institutions to hold annual meetings, to amend all eight
of Victoria’s public university acts in relation to
university and government council member
appointments and to make minor and technical
consequential changes.
The Attorney-General made an excellent
second-reading contribution, and I want to quote from
parts of it:
The protection, safety and wellbeing of our children and
young people is of paramount importance to this Government
and to the people of Victoria.

That is so evident after the entire nation has been
educated through both the Victorian parliamentary
inquiry into institutional child abuse and also the
federal inquiry — the federal royal commission. In its
final report on working with children checks, handed
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down in June 2015, the McClellan Royal Commission
into Institutional Responses to Child Sexual Abuse
emphasised the need for consistent minimum standards
for screening people working with children and, to
achieve such consistency, called for a national model.
That makes eminent sense, and I think that most
Victorians would think that was already the case.
A key purpose of this bill is to better align the Victorian
Institute of Teaching registration scheme with the
working with children check, which is important. In the
current system registered teachers are already regulated
by the VIT. When the working with children scheme
commenced, it provided that registered teachers would
be exempt from a working with children check for all
child-related work, including non-teaching work. The
exemption applies to both paid and voluntary activities
such as with sporting and recreational clubs, youth
groups and tutoring organisations. The royal
commission’s report found that working with children
checks provided an opportunity for the Victorian
government to consider the VIT registration scheme
and the working with children check scheme, with the
objective of ensuring that the two schemes are as
closely aligned as possible in relation to the screening
of a person’s suitability to work with children.
Currently it is an offence under the Working with
Children Act 2005 for a registered teacher to not notify
the working with children check unit if their registration
has been suspended or cancelled by the VIT. Whilst it
is an offence for a teacher who has had their registration
suspended or cancelled to continue working in these
circumstances without obtaining a working with
children check, there is a risk that such a person may
continue to engage in child-related work outside of a
school or an early childhood service. We have seen
some examples of that, which some of my colleagues
have talked about.
Neither the VIT nor the Department of Justice and
Regulation, which administers the working with
children check, is able to notify the other organisations
employing or engaging the teacher, which is ludicrous.
This has been identified as a ‘notification gap’, as the
other organisations employing or engaging the teacher
will not know if the teacher’s registration has been
cancelled or suspended and that the teacher is no longer
exempt from obtaining a working with children check.
People just make the assumption that once you are a
teacher you are exempt from a working with children
check. So if the teacher whose registration has been
suspended or cancelled wishes to continue to engage in
child-related work at these other organisations, they
will be required to apply for a working with children
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check under the aspirations of this bill. They are vitally
important matters in terms of closing the gaps that both
the royal commission and also our own parliamentary
inquiry identified.
We will continue to change the rules to protect children,
and I can see no more noble an objective. In this very
chamber in this very Parliament we addressed the legal
loopholes that had big institutions like the Catholic
Church and others protecting their assets from the
genuine right of victims and their families to pursue
those assets as compensation for neglect and child
abuse by those very institutions. We removed that
loophole in this chamber in this Parliament. We have
removed the statute of limitations for historical offences
of child abuse. The fact that time has passed should not
in itself be a reason for these things to not be brought to
justice and for victims to not have an opportunity to
pursue these things in the courts.
In the last sitting week we debated the bill on the
national redress scheme, referring our powers to the
commonwealth in order to properly establish a national
redress scheme. I am really proud that this government
and this Premier were amongst the first leaders
nationally in this endeavour to sign up to the national
redress scheme. In fact Victoria and New South Wales
were the first states to sign up.
These are very important matters, because we must
provide safety for children in all contexts but
particularly at school, where it goes without saying that
there is an implicit understanding among parents and
the community that children will be safest at home and
at school. We are making sure in many, many ways that
this is what happens in Victorian schools.
Others have taken the opportunity in the debate on this
very important bill to talk about investment in
education. I think that is appropriate, because to provide
a safe environment is fundamental and important but
beyond that you have to do more. I am immensely
proud, as others have said, of this government’s
commitment to education. When we announced that
our numberplates would bear the slogan ‘Victoria —
the Education State’, I think there were some people
who thought, ‘That’s political; that’s just a slogan’. But
three and a half years on, people have accepted that this
is absolutely the Education State. Our commitment to
education could not be any more obvious. In my
community we have gone from an investment under the
previous government of $544 000 in four years across
15 schools to an investment under our government of
$56 million in three and a half years across the same
15 schools. That is 103 times more. That is our
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commitment to not only keeping children safe but also
giving them the opportunity of a good-quality education
and the life chances they get from that opportunity.
We have not only invested in capital works but we have
invested in equity funding and we have committed our
Gonski funding until this year. The federal government
has not. We have also provided special needs funding,
we have provided funding for camps, sports and
excursions, we have provided breakfast clubs and we
have provided a whole range of other ancillary services,
if you can call them that, to ensure that children get an
opportunity to learn. If a child is not able to read
because they do not have glasses or if a child is hungry
because they have not had breakfast, they cannot
concentrate and they cannot learn. We have covered
those bases. Of course there is more to do, but I am
immensely proud of this government’s commitment to
education — from safety right through to the
opportunities for kids to learn on a full stomach and
with absolute support around them.
On TAFE I heard from my office the member for
Ferntree Gully talking about how there are fewer
people training in Victoria’s training sector today than
when he was the minister. I think the member for
Essendon said very well that it is not about numbers; it
is about quality. We heard some of the horror stories
both at the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
hearings and also in this Parliament of taxpayer funding
of dodgy providers, with young people not coming out
with a degree or a certificate that is worth anything but
paying through the nose for it. We have closed down
those shonky providers, and we have beefed up the
regulatory agencies to continue to do that work.
Mr Richardson interjected.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — That is right. The member
for Mordialloc reminds me that we have put back into
TAFE — after the previous government ripped out
close to $1 billion — through opening up old campuses
that were closed by them. We have also recently settled
the enterprise bargaining agreement, which provides for
a longer range of hours for students to attend courses,
including on Saturdays and in the evening, and we have
provided 30 TAFE courses across a range of important
industries, including agriculture, which I think one of
the National Party MPs talked about. This is our
investment in children, in young people and in adults in
terms of TAFE and the education sector. We are not
just keeping children safe; we are providing
opportunities for all Victorians throughout their lives to
train and retrain. I commend the bill to the house.
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Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) (18:10) — It is a
pleasure to rise to speak on the Education Legislation
Amendment (Victorian Institute of Teaching, TAFE
and Other Matters) Bill 2018 and to follow some of the
contributions of my colleagues in talking about a range
of issues, including the absolute imperative to protect
children at all times, especially in one of the most
trusted and fundamental roles — that of the
teacher-student relationship. The bill covers other
elements, particularly around TAFE.
I was really heartened to hear the enthusiasm of the
member for Mildura as he gave a strong and energised
defence of TAFE and talked about the need for more
opportunity in TAFE. I do not know where the member
for Mildura was when they were gutting TAFE under
the previous government, in the 57th Parliament, but I
am glad that it seemed like there was a ringing
endorsement of our policy and our announcement in
this year’s budget to strengthen TAFE and to make
30 priority courses free to really give young people an
opportunity to find the jobs of tomorrow and get those
necessary skills. I even think the member for Mildura
might have been asking for those 10 priority courses. I
think he was putting in a bit of a plug for a second hit at
some of those things. Maybe he should write to the
minister in the other place, Gayle Tierney, and have a
chat with her about how important TAFE is and how
they want to strengthen it. He could then perhaps finish
off with a few apologies after they gutted TAFE in the
previous Parliament. That was a loss for me.
The contribution from the member for Polwarth talked
about student retainment numbers, not that they are a
feature of this bill. I have a bit of advice for him.
Maybe the new TAFE amendments and the skills that
are being provided and allowing people to do their
apprenticeship while in the secondary setting might
just keep people in schools and might keep people in
that training course. Given that you can do the
13th year as part of your high school studies, that is
probably the best way to retain people — get them a
job and make the Victorian certificate of applied
learning, Victorian education and training programs
and TAFE as strong as possible. It is heartwarming to
see the coalition finally getting on board with TAFE
and supporting those very important institutions.
This bill is fundamental; when we talk about the
protection of children, there is nothing more
fundamental. Parents and guardians entrust their
children to our teachers each and every day, and that
relationship is a very strong bond. For some people that
relationship between teacher and student is one that can
be so very critical — if they do not have that support at
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home; they might be on their own, they might be
experiencing disadvantage or they might be subject to
terrible incidents of family violence — and that support
can leave a lasting legacy on people for years to come.
That relationship and that bond is so very important.
Where there is a risk though — where we have people
who would breach that trust and breach that confidence
and that very important relationship — that is where
this bill comes in. We learned substantial lessons from
the Royal Commission into Institutional Responses to
Child Sexual Abuse, and we spoke last sitting week
about the redress scheme, about the importance of
supporting those people and correcting the wrongs of
the past and about the need to really acknowledge those
people that have been subjected to horrible abuse.
There is also the importance of institutions
strengthening their practices, be it in the religious
sector, in the government sector or in the not-for-profit
sector, each of which interact each and every day with
children. This bill looks to strengthen the Victorian
Institute of Teaching’s requirements and to put into
legislation the focus on supporting the care for and the
safety and wellbeing of our children. I could not think
of a more important thing than putting that into
legislation and being aware of the setting and the time
that we are in — acknowledging community
expectations and involving people in our community
and our society in that discussion. And so the Victorian
Institute of Teaching will, in this legislation, also have
consideration of community expectations, and I think
that is appropriate. Those are two very important things.
There was something mentioned in the second-reading
speech of the Minister for Education, and that was the
notification gap. I acknowledge the two registration
requirements here — the working with children check
and then also the requirements under the Victorian
Institute of Teaching. The government has done a lot to
strengthen that work. Referred to in very bureaucratic
language, this ‘notification gap’ could lead to dire
consequences, and we do not want administrative gaps.
There has been media coverage of various issues over
the last few months. We do not want any gap in the
legislation resulting in a terrible incident occurring or
an increase in risk unnecessarily being perpetrated in
our schools or in our systems. So these are very
important reforms that make sure we put the safety of
children in our schools and in our education sector at
the forefront of everything we do, and I think that is so
very critical.
There are also some changes that I would like to
acknowledge in the TAFE sector. In regard to this last
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state budget, if you talk about values and education and
if you talk about the Education State, it is one thing to
say it — and I take this from my community as well —
it is one thing to put it on numberplates, but the other
thing is to act. The space that we are in with young
people and our investment in TAFE is so very exciting
for our state. New jobs have been created on major
projects in Victoria, and 10 per cent have to be
apprentices. To see the resurgence of TAFE, when we
literally cut the padlocks off our TAFEs in Lilydale
and Greensborough to reopen these institutions and to
then greatly support TAFE, gives young people hope
and prosperity.
I have had people in my community say, ‘I might
reconsider what I’m doing’ or, ‘Costs won’t be a barrier
for me now to get a skill and then get a better chance at
getting a job’. This could potentially sever generational
poverty and generational disadvantage. That is what
members of Parliament and governments should be
charged to do. To hear those stories where people
reflect that their circumstances might change for the
better is a real honour and privilege when you are a
member of Parliament. To work in this government,
where we are putting TAFE at the forefront of
everything that we do, is so very exciting. I cannot wait
to see the first people go through under our reforms to
TAFE — the first to get that opportunity. It might be
that they develop their skills and get their training in an
apprenticeship on a Victorian government project. With
10 per cent apprentices required on each and every
major project, the likelihood of that is very strong.
Under this bill there is more support for TAFE, where
there is a merger with an adult education provider. It
goes further as well. Then also there is more flexibility
around annual reporting and the requirements that have
been amended in this bill — again, that supports our
TAFE institutions to go further and it supports the work
they do.
In my electorate alone 14 000 people have benefited
from a TAFE-equivalent qualification, so it has played
a substantial part — one in three people in my
community have benefited from TAFE. That goes on to
underpin the work that people do in their careers or
when they go on to further studies or endeavours. I
could not think of anything more important than
supporting our institutions and our TAFEs and going
further in that regard.
The bill does a number of things across a range of
areas. We have got protection of children, limiting that
notification gap — really important work after media
reports that have shown issues that we have had with
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gaps in the system. We have acted quickly to make sure
that there is no added risk or burden upon our young
Victorians and to make sure that they are safe and
secure in our community.
Then there is the support as well for TAFE that is so
very critical. I am very pleased that those opposite are
starting to mention TAFE in a favourable light again,
rather than what we have seen previously, which is a
degradation of TAFE funding, the closure of campuses,
young people struggling to find opportunities and youth
unemployment reaching record levels. We are seeing
the ship turn around with TAFE being supported and
our skills and training being strengthened for the future
because we want Victorians to first get a qualification
and to then get a job and be working in Victoria, rather
than the state having to import skills and labour. It is
about investing in our people in our community.
This is an important bill that does some great work. It
strengthens this government’s mission to invest in
education and to always put the skills of our young
people at the forefront of everything we do, and that
lives up to the values of an Education State. I could not
think of anything more fundamental than this. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) (18:20) — I am
pleased to add my comments on the Education
Legislation Amendment (Victorian Institute of
Teaching, TAFE and Other Matters) Bill 2018, which
relates to the activities of the Victorian Institute of
Teaching and also has some amendments associated
with TAFE and other matters. As we have heard from
other speakers on the bill, a key part of this bill is to
align the VIT — the Victorian Institute of Teaching —
with the working with children checks to ensure that
there is no lack of communication between the two and
that they both operate under the same rulings.
With regard to TAFE, the bill enables a TAFE to take
over an adult education institution and it removes the
requirement for TAFE institutes and adult education
institutes to hold annual meetings. The bill amends all
eight of the Victorian public university acts in relation
to university council member appointments and
appointment terms, and it makes some other minor
changes beyond that.
As a former secondary teacher — I taught for
something like 17 or 18 years — I understand that
teachers continue to play a great role in this community,
continue to be very professional in the way they operate
and are very much committed to the students that they
work to support. At the primary school level I believe
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that all teachers clearly understand their roles and
responsibilities in dealing with young children. I am
certainly aware of cases in secondary schools where
young teachers are not much older than some of their
students, and there can be complications. It is very
important that those teachers understand the boundaries
in terms of relationships with students.
Since I came to this place I have seen the establishment
of the Victorian Institute of Teaching, and it was
established to set in place the overseeing of the
registration of secondary teachers, the overseeing of
their professional development and to ensure that the
quality of teachers across the state is maintained.
Overall the VIT has operated very well since it was put
in place. It ensures that the teacher registration system
works neatly. It works through issues of disciplining
teachers when issues of concern come to its attention.
However, we know through the McClellan Royal
Commission into Institutional Responses to Child
Sexual Abuse and a number of recommendations that
came out of that that there have been occasions where
in the past schoolteachers have done the wrong thing
and appropriately have been dismissed from their job or
other appropriate disciplinary procedures have been put
in place.
The Labor government under Steve Bracks not only
brought in the Victorian Institute of Teaching but also
brought in the working with children checks a couple of
years later. They did not come in at the same time.
When the working with children checks legislation
came into place it recognised that the VIT already had
its working with children check system in place. They
did not want to double up on that so they effectively
allowed the VIT to run its own process of working with
children checks and not have to go through the office in
the Department of Justice and Regulation that oversees
the working with children checks. So we had two
separate systems in place.
There have been a couple of occasions when clearly
they have not worked in sync and they have taken
different interpretations to some of the issues they have
dealt with. There has also been a problem of
notification sometimes where, although teachers who
have been deregistered from teaching are required to
advise the Department of Justice and Regulation of
their discontinued registration so they are aware of it —
the VIT should also do that — they have not done so.
Some teachers who have been deregistered because
they have acted inappropriately with young people in
their charge have continued to work in a voluntary way
with other groups that involve working or dealing with
children. Under this legislation it will now be

ADVANCING THE TREATY PROCESS WITH ABORIGINAL VICTORIANS BILL 2018
Wednesday, 6 June 2018

ASSEMBLY

incumbent on those people to report to the Department
of Justice and Regulation the details of any
organisations other than schools or early childhood
services where they are engaged in child-related
activities. Therefore if a teacher is deregistered, the
Department of Justice and Regulation can then notify
those organisations that the person has been
deregistered and therefore should no longer be working
with children in that area unless they apply to the
Department of Justice and Regulation to gain a working
with children check. If that is approved, they can
continue to work with those people.
Clearly there have periodically been issues of anxiety in
the community when cases have come to the attention
of the media. Some members in this house have spoken
about those this afternoon. The community is rather
distressed to hear that teachers who may have acted
inappropriately have not been dismissed by the VIT and
that perhaps in reviewing those cases the VIT may have
acted in a way that is not in line with community
thinking on these matters. This bill tries to tidy that up
and tries to clearly align the VIT and the working with
children checks by the department of justice, and I think
that is sound.
In commenting on the changes in regard to TAFE, they
are relatively minor in that there are not many
occasions when a TAFE might look to take over an
adult education institution, but one case at hand is the
Centre for Adult Education (CAE), which is linked
with Box Hill Institute. The Centre for Adult Education
has operated for many years under the control of the
board that operates Box Hill Institute, and there have
been anomalies in that the board has had to duplicate its
functions on some occasions because the two entities
are seen as separate. This bill will enable the CAE to
effectively be absorbed into Box Hill Institute and will
overcome some of that repetition of functions.
We also know that the required practice of all TAFEs is
to hold annual general meetings, but it is often found
that those meetings have to be held at the end of the
year at times when it is hard to get people to attend. In
reality these days annual general meetings are not as
important as perhaps they used to be. Obviously
attendance at annual general meetings demonstrates
that, so this bill enables institutions to not require
attendance. Clearly they are required to produce annual
reports that are made publicly available. That is the key
issue at hand, and clearly people can raise questions in
regard to the annual report at a range of times. Just
because people have or have not attended an annual
general meeting does not mean that that should override
their rights to inquire into issues associated with
material presented in the annual report. This is again a
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sensible outcome, as are the outcomes of the other
issues in the bill.
In the brief time I have left to speak I want to again
commend the work that the Victorian Institute of
Teaching does and the work of all teachers across our
state. The vast majority of them are very much aware of
their responsibilities towards young children. The VIT
and the training institutions for teachers, through their
professional development programs, need to be very
clear on their advice to teachers about that. It is very
important that teachers, especially young teachers when
they are new to the teaching world, understand very
clearly where the line needs to be drawn in terms of
dealing with students. I commend this bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms KEALY
(Lowan).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

ADVANCING THE TREATY PROCESS
WITH ABORIGINAL VICTORIANS
BILL 2018
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Aboriginal Affairs).
Government amendments circulated by
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Aboriginal Affairs)
under standing orders.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(TERRORISM) BILL 2018
Second reading
Debate resumed from 10 May; motion of
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General).
Government amendments circulated by
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Aboriginal Affairs)
under standing orders.
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) (18:33) — The Justice
Legislation Amendment (Terrorism) Bill 2018 is a bill
to implement a range of changes to laws relating to
terrorism and arises primarily from recommendations
of the Expert Panel on Terrorism and Violent
Extremism Prevention and Response Powers, which is
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more commonly known as the Harper-Lay review. The
bill is part of the government’s desperate scramble to
try to get on top of the multiple problems in relation to
law and order in Victoria that have arisen as a result of
its neglect of this area and its soft-on-crime policies
since coming to office.
We have seen reductions in the numbers of frontline
police. We have seen reductions in the overall numbers
of police per capita. We have seen the failure of the
government to respond to emerging patterns of criminal
behaviour with sufficiently strong sentences and with
the changes to the law that have been required. And we
have certainly seen the failure of the government to act
to deal with some very misguided decisions coming
from our courts, particularly from the Court of Appeal
in relation to matters such as the operation of
community correction orders and baseline sentences
where the courts have got wrong the intentions of this
Parliament and where it was incumbent on the
government of the day to act expeditiously — as any
government of the day should do when courts get
wrong the intentions of this Parliament — to make
those intentions and the intentions of the community
clear, and to do so promptly.
All of those failures cumulatively have led to the surge
in violent crime that we have seen in this state over
recent years, a surge that is in striking contrast to what
we are seeing in other jurisdictions, where there have in
fact been falls in major crime levels, as indeed has been
occurring in many other nations across the west.
Victoria is in that respect very much a stand-out in
terms of its continued increase in levels of violent
crime, property crime and antisocial behaviour.
The bill before us was promised to come to this house
in early 2018, and unfortunately many of the
recommendations of the Harper-Lay report 2 remain
unaddressed. This bill provides the government’s
response to the recommendations in report 1 and to
recommendations 18 to 21 and recommendation 24 of
report 2, but the other recommendations, to the extent
that they require legislation, have still not been
dealt with.
Another aspect of the circumstances leading up to this
bill that still remain unresolved is the issue of the
circumstances in which the Brighton terrorist attack that
gave rise to the commissioning of the Harper-Lay
review was able to occur. For some time we on this side
of the house have been seeking answers to that very
vexed question, and we have been unable to obtain
those answers. As members will be aware, the Brighton
attack by Yacqub Khayre led to the very tragic death of
Nick Kai Hao, the manager of the complex in which
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that crime was carried out. The key question that
remains unanswered is whether Nick Kai Hao would
still be alive today if all the recommendations of the
Callinan review that the government had said had been
implemented had in fact been implemented, because
there has been growing evidence that Yacqub Khayre
was released because the government had failed to
implement one of the key recommendations of the
Callinan parole review, despite telling the community
that it had done so.
Of course the Callinan review was established after the
terrible murder of Jill Meagher, and it recommended
that parole rules be changed so that no violent or sexual
offender should be able to get parole unless they behave
satisfactorily for at least the second half of their time in
prison. There was substantial evidence presented more
than a year ago by the opposition, by my colleague
Edward O’Donohue, the shadow Minister for Police
and shadow Minister for Corrections in the Legislative
Council, pointing to the fact that, as it would appear,
Yacqub Khayre was given parole just 20 months after
committing arson while in Barwon Prison in February
2015, when he was about 34 months into a five-year jail
term for violent home invasion. Also it had become
apparent that this Callinan review requirement had not
even been fully included in the Adult Parole Board of
Victoria’s decisions manual.
We have called repeatedly for an explanation of exactly
what has happened in that regard, and we have not had
that explanation. The community has not had that
explanation from the government as to whether or not
Nick Kai Hao would have still been alive today if the
Callinan review recommendations had been fully
implemented, as the government told the community
they had been.
Turning to the provisions that are in this bill, they cover
a number of broad areas, with a range of detailed
provisions. They cover the issue of police detention of
terrorism suspects, they cover the issue of special police
powers to respond to terrorist and similar incidents,
they cover the issue of how courts should handle
counterterrorism intelligence information and they
cover how bail and parole should operate in relation to
persons suspected of terrorist offences or who have
previously been convicted of terrorist offences.
To look at those provisions in more detail, the bill
proposes to authorise police to take an adult or a child
aged 14 years or above into custody and detain them
without charge under a police detention decision for up
to four days for an adult or 36 hours for a juvenile
alleged offender or suspect, and that is on top of the
existing Supreme Court-ordered preventative detention
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regime. The bill proposes to provide, in relation to a
police detention decision, for review, for the
involvement of the Public Interest Monitor and for
notification to the Ombudsman and IBAC and, in the
case of a juvenile detainee, the commissioner for
children and young people and the Department of
Justice and Regulation. It also provides for an
entitlement to contact a legal representative, oversight
by the Victorian Inspectorate and requirements for
when a person must be released.
The bill removes the prohibition on questioning of
detainees so as to allow questioning during both police
and court-ordered detention on a similar basis as
currently exists under the Crimes Act 1958 in relation
to matters such as caution, legal representation,
recording of interviews et cetera. As well, it replaces
the threshold for preventative detention that currently
exists in Victorian legislation with the commonwealth
threshold test of whether terrorism ‘is capable of being
carried out, and could occur, within the next 14 days’.
In relation to special powers being exercised by police,
the bill will enable the Chief Commissioner of Police or
a deputy to make an interim authorisation of the
exercise of special police powers under the Terrorism
(Community Protection) Act 2003 without the
Premier’s approval if the Premier or the Premier’s
delegate is unable to be contacted. The bill proposes to
extend the application of special police powers to
protective services officers. It provides that where
special police powers apply there will be an express
power for police to take control of an affected area and
to make directions as to the use of that area. It provides
for Victorian Inspectorate oversight of the use of police
powers under the proposed legislation, including covert
search warrants, special police powers and police
preventative detention.
As well, in relation to the exercise of special police
powers and indeed more generally, it inserts into
section 462A of the Crimes Act an example of when a
police officer or protective services officer might use
lethal force to prevent death or really serious injury.
The insertion of that example is intended to provide
greater certainty to police officers in particular as to
when the existing provision of the Crimes Act that
authorises the use of force, including lethal force in
certain circumstances, might be able to be used.
That is a consequence of the experience in New South
Wales in relation to the Lindt cafe siege where,
whatever the law might say on paper, there was doubt
for operational police as to whether they were entitled
to use lethal force against the terrorist suspect ahead of
that suspect — that person who was undertaking the
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siege and was holding people hostage — actually
causing death or serious injury to one of the hostages.
There is a view that the tragic killings that occurred in
the Lindt cafe siege in Sydney could have been averted
had it been made clearer to operational police what
their authority was and what the community was happy
to authorise them to do in order to save the lives of
innocent hostages. So the example that is being inserted
into the Crimes Act attempts to give that certainty to
Victorian police to make clear to them that they are
entitled to act pre-emptively when they have grounds to
fear that really serious injury or death will be caused to
an innocent person if they do not act.
In relation to police intelligence, the bill provides for
authorities to seek from the Supreme Court a
counterterrorism intelligence protection order, which if
granted will allow the applicant to rely on protected
intelligence information where orders are sought
without the information being required to be disclosed
to the respondent or their legal representative. The bill
also provides for closed court hearings in relation to
applications for a counterterrorism intelligence
protection order and for the appointment of a special
counsel to represent the respondent’s interests at such
hearings.
In relation to bail and parole, the bill provides for
amendments to the Bail Act 1977 to create
presumptions against bail for persons considered to
pose a terrorism risk and to require bail decisions for
such persons to be made by a court. It provides for only
a court to assess terrorism risk information and
determine whether a person poses a risk of committing
a terrorism or foreign incursion offence or to grant bail
for a commonwealth terrorism offence. It introduces
presumptions against parole and in favour of the
cancellation of parole for prisoners who pose a
terrorism risk. It provides for such decisions on parole
to be made by the serious violent offender or sexual
offender parole division of the Adult Parole Board of
Victoria under the two-tier decision-making process,
with similar presumptions against parole under the
Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 for young
people who pose a terrorism threat.
The bill also proposes to clarify and extend
information-sharing powers under the Corrections
Act 1986 and the Children, Youth and Families
Act 2005 for counterterrorism purposes. It also amends
the definition of category A serious youth offences in
the Criminal Procedure Act 2009 and the Sentencing
Act 1991 to add terrorism offences under the Victorian
Terrorism (Community Protection) Act 2003 so that
young people charged with Victorian terrorism offences
are dealt with as a terrorism risk.
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As I said at the outset, most of these provisions arise
from recommendations of the Harper-Lay review.
Those provisions that do not derive from that review
largely derive from previous reviews, including the
review of counterterrorism legislation that was carried
out under the previous government and completed
in 2014.
The main issue with this bill, subject to some points
that I will come to, is not so much what is in it but what
is not in it and what needs to be done to turn what is on
paper into an effective reality in protecting the
community against the risks of terrorism. It is not
sufficient just to put this bill on the statute books. The
government needs to make sure that there is adequate
support given to Victoria Police and to other authorities
to properly implement it and that the systems across the
justice sector are sufficient and adequate to make sure
this legislation is going to work properly — for
example, making sure that there are proper
information-exchanging arrangements between
Victorian and federal authorities, and to make sure that
relevant persons are properly briefed on how the
different mechanisms in the bill operate so that police
can know that what their rights, powers and
responsibilities are. Likewise, the court system and
legal practitioners need to be aware of how the
legislation is going to operate.
There are some specific matters on which I do wish to
comment in relation to the content of the bill as well as
the contexts within which it is going to operate. One of
the big unknowns about the bill is how the new
provisions on counterterrorism intelligence protection
orders are going to operate. This is a difficult area, and
in some ways it is similar to the issues that arise in
relation to the use of police intelligence against bikie
gangs or other organised crime gangs. When legislation
was brought in under the previous government to allow
the outlawing of bikie gangs and other similar criminal
organisations, there was the issue as to how police
intelligence that might support such a banning could be
protected but at the same time be put before the court.
This bill grapples with a similar issue in relation to
counterterrorism intelligence.
As I referred to earlier, the bill provides for applications
to be made to the Supreme Court for a protection order
in the absence of the accused, the respondent or their
legal representative, and it provides the court with the
power to appoint a special counsel who will be there to
represent the respondent’s interest but who of course is
not going to be their counsel. It is going to be important
as to how the courts handle this power. On the one hand
in particular we need to ensure that police can have
confidence that their counterterrorism intelligence is
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going to be protected, because if the police find that
courts are unwilling to give adequate protection to that
intelligence then that is going to stymie the capacity of
police to present that intelligence information to make
out a case for a relevant order against a terrorism
suspect. On the other hand, those who look at it from
the point of view of a respondent can rightly ask, ‘How
can it be made sure that information that is relevant to
the respondent’s side of the story is properly presented
to the court?’.
That may arise in one particular context where
experienced practitioners have said to the opposition
that the definition of a terrorist organisation, a terrorist
act or related definitions can include a situation where
someone in Australia supports a paramilitary
organisation in a foreign country that happens to have
similar interests to Australia. Certainly an organisation
might be engaged in paramilitary activity overseas but
may not have interests hostile to Australia, and
therefore there would be no ground to suspect that a
person who supported that overseas organisation was
contemplating terrorist activity in Australia. That may
well be a very limited set of circumstances, but it is
perhaps an example of where one could imagine that a
respondent might want that matter taken into account
and would need to be able to communicate that. Now
the legislation may well work out equitably to achieve
that, but it is just an example of one of the aspects that
needs to be thought through when the legislation is
being examined. I would welcome the government’s
response either in this place or in the other place about
that concern that has been raised with the opposition
by practitioners who, as I say, are very experienced in
this area.
I also flag that while there are changes being made in
the bill to the operation of special police powers, some
of the terminology that is being used in relation to those
changes is fairly open-ended in terms of references to
police taking control of an affected area and making
directions as to the use of that area. Again, there may
need to be some clarity about what that means exactly.
Who can be given what orders? Can people be directed
to move out of the area? What is to happen if there is
some crucial reason a person wants to enter that area?
Can police exercise a total prohibition on entry and so
forth? These matters may be able to be resolved, but I
think it is better to address them in advance and at this
stage so that police know exactly where they stand and
how these provisions will operate in practice.
There is a further significant area which this legislation
does not address and which I think needs to be given
careful thought, and that is in relation to how we act
against a potential terrorist activity. It is of course a
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multifaceted issue, and having strong and effective laws
is part of it. Another important part of it is ensuring that
our police force have the advance warning they need
and have the intelligence sources they need in order to
head off terrorist attacks before they can occur. We
have been very fortunate so far in Victoria and
Australia that the police and other law enforcement
authorities have been very successful on a number of
occasions in heading off potential terrorist attacks. We
certainly want that to continue, and that gets back to the
point I made earlier, that we need to make sure the
operational framework around this bill is as effective as
possible and not simply think that we can put this bill
on the statute book and that will solve the problem.
Another aspect of how we protect the community
against a potential terrorist risk is through
deradicalisation and counter radicalisation. There has
been an issue raised with us by experienced
practitioners who suggest there may be ways in which
deradicalisation measures can better be taken
particularly in relation to younger persons charged with
terrorism offences. The point has been made to us that
if a person under 18 is charged with terrorism-related
offences, there is an opportunity for different parties to
engage with them, to seek to persuade them of the error
of their ways, to seek to in effect deradicalise them
through dialogue and engagement and to perhaps
convince them that their views, which may be radical in
some respects, do not need to and should not lead to
violence within Australia or indeed violence anywhere
in the world, and that their philosophical or faith-based
goals can be pursued without resorting to violence and
to crime.
The point has been made to us that the capacity of
authorities to engage along those lines with young
adults who are on remand is more limited than the
capacity to engage with those aged under 18. There can
therefore be a long period of time where young adult
alleged offenders are on remand, cannot be engaged
with in this way and their view of the world may
become more radical rather than less radical during that
period. The question therefore becomes: can there be
changes made to the law that would enable better
engagement with young adult offenders with a view to
deradicalisation?
Whether there needs to be special provision made that
can promote greater freedom of engagement with those
young accused persons perhaps needs to be examined,
because the argument is that often these young adults
are open to being pointed in a different and better
direction, that their ideas have been hijacked and that
what might have been a faith-based commitment of
some sort can be diverted by those of malevolent
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inclination into a very destructive direction, but that
through engagement the young adult can be diverted
from that. On many occasions the young accused
person’s family and friends are horrified at the direction
they are taking, and if they have an opportunity to
engage with that person, they can help divert them from
the direction in which they are inclined. That seems to
be a very valid consideration and one which, as I said
previously, practitioners very experienced in this area
are pointing to as a defect in the current regime and as
an opportunity to do things better.
Briefly, in conclusion, practitioners have also raised
with the opposition concern about a number of aspects
of the bill, and I very much appreciate the effort they
have put into drawing these matters to our attention.
Concerns in addition to those I have already touched on
relate to whether or not the definition of risk has been
adequately framed within the bill, and in particular
concerns about the complexity of the bill and some of
the flowcharts that are in it for decision-makers. New
flowcharts are being inserted into existing bail
legislation by this bill. While the flowcharts themselves
help improve understanding of the bill, they are quite
complex. The argument is that with government having
moved a multiplicity of amendments to try to patch up
defects, we are ending up with a very complex regime
indeed, and complexity can be the enemy of the
effective operation of legislation. While the coalition
parties do not oppose the bill, we do believe there are a
range of matters that need to be addressed, and we look
forward to the government’s response on those matters.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

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

Warracknabeal education precinct
Ms KEALY (Lowan) (19:00) — (14 503) My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Education,
and the action I seek is that immediate funding be
provided to complete the Warracknabeal education
precinct. Labor have completely botched this project,
providing a fraction of the required funding to rebuild
Warracknabeal Special Developmental School (SDS)
and Warracknabeal Secondary College on the
Warracknabeal Primary School site. Only a third of the
SDS has been funded and just half of the secondary
college. As a result, at the end of this year educators
and school community leaders will have to make the
impossible decision to move to a new building which is
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far too small to deliver the educational requirements of
young students, work across multiple campuses where
there simply are not enough staff to provide for the
educational needs of all students, or just stay put in
decrepit buildings and leave the new school buildings
sitting empty until the required funding for this
important infrastructure flows. This is a huge
disappointment for this great rural community who just
want the best for their children.
Despite assurances the Premier gave the Warracknabeal
school community when he visited in 2017, stating that
‘We’re getting on with delivering the services that
families need to give their children the best education’,
the Premier has left these families high and dry with a
third of a new SDS and half of a secondary college. I
therefore ask the minister to get on with the job of
delivering a brighter future for country kids and to
provide immediate funding to complete the
Warracknabeal education precinct.

Alfredton Recreation Reserve
Ms KNIGHT (Wendouree) (19:01) — (14 504) My
adjournment matter today is for the Minister for Sport.
The action I seek from the minister is to give favourable
consideration to the application for funding from the
Alfredton Recreation Reserve for their village green
draining and irrigation project. This sports ground is
certainly well used by groups such as the Ballarat
Football Netball Club, the Ballarat Storm Football
Netball Club and the Ballarat-Redan Cricket Club.
This government has made huge investments in
grassroots sport because we believe that sporting
infrastructure encourages both kids and adults, boys
and girls, to participate, and that is fantastic in terms of
the whole community’s health and wellbeing. The
government’s $60 million community sports fund and
record $584 million investment in community and
women’s sport show just how committed we are to
breaking down any barriers that may prevent someone
from engaging in local sport. With the predicted
population growth Ballarat is going to experience over
the next decade and beyond, it is vital that the people I
represent can access great sporting facilities in their
neighbourhoods. I look forward to the minister
considering this application, and I am sure that he will
see the many benefits that this funding would bring to
my community.

Oberon High School
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) (19:02) — (14 505)
My adjournment debate this evening is for the Minister
for Education, and the action I seek is for the minister
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to come clean with what the new zones will be for
Belmont High School and Grovedale College when
Oberon High School is eventually moved to Armstrong
Creek. The Andrews government has decided to move
Oberon High School from its present location in
Kidman Avenue, Belmont, to Armstrong Creek
adjacent to the primary school and specialist school.
This land in Armstrong Creek was purchased by the
previous Liberal state government, and the construction
of the primary and specialist schools, which opened this
year, was also funded by the previous government. The
government’s stated timetable for moving Oberon High
School to Armstrong Creek is that the school will be
open in either 2021 or 2022.
As a result of this impending move there is genuine
concern from families who are presently in Oberon
high’s zone as to what the new zones for Belmont
High School and Grovedale College will be. Mr James
Blake has contacted my office. He has a son who is
presently in grade 6 and will start at Oberon High
School next year, and he has a younger daughter who
will not be in high school until after Oberon high has
moved. I will quote his concerns from his email of
20 March this year:
Both schools have indicated, though nothing has been
confirmed, that it is likely that, after the relocation of Oberon
High School to Armstrong Creek, the location in which I
currently live will be rezoned to Belmont High School, given
its relative proximity. This will effectively mean that I am
likely to face a circumstance of two children living in the
same location, being effectively zoned to two different
schools.

He goes on to say:
In order to avoid this particular outcome I seek some sort of
clear guidance or mechanism from either the government or
the education department which will advise these schools that
during a transition phase leading to the relocation of Oberon
High School, and subsequent rezoning of the area around
Oberon High School to become the zone of Belmont High
School, students who would ordinarily be zoned to Oberon
High School can apply to Belmont High School and be
accepted as within Belmont High School’s zone.

Parents like Mr Blake simply want clarity.
I have also had concerns raised by parents from the
suburb of Highton, which is presently zoned to
Belmont High School. They want to ensure that this
zoning continues as there have been rumours
circulating that the government is planning to zone the
northern section of Highton to Western Heights
College. Highton has always been zoned to Belmont
High School. Highton and Belmont are interconnected
communities — despite what the Victorian Electoral
Commission might have said in their wisdom at the last
distribution — and they are communities of interest, so

ADJOURNMENT
Wednesday, 6 June 2018

ASSEMBLY

sending students to Vines Road, Hamlyn Heights, just
simply does not make sense. They would have to cross
the physical barrier of the Barwon River and it is a
significant travel distance into a suburb that has no
connection to Highton whatsoever.
Again I ask the minister to give clarity and surety to
parents right throughout Highton, Belmont, Grovedale
and indeed Armstrong Creek as to what zoning
arrangements will be put in place as a result of Oberon
High School’s future move.

Yuroke electorate small business
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) (19:05) — (14 506) My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Small
Business, and the action I seek is for the minister to
visit the Yuroke electorate to meet with local traders.
The Andrews Labor government has a fantastic record
of supporting local industry and jobs, from reducing
payroll tax to investing in small business mentoring and
support. The Yuroke electorate is home to many new
small businesses that are making the most of the
booming population in Melbourne’s outer north. I
know that local traders would greatly appreciate the
minister stopping by to discuss how we can continue to
support their success, and I look forward to hosting him
in my electorate soon.

Highvale Primary School
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) (19:06) — (14 507) I raise
a matter of importance for the attention of the Minister
for Education. The action I seek is for the minister to
urgently resolve the various issues that the Highvale
Primary School school council president and parent,
Mr Purvinder Klair, first wrote to him about on
23 March 2018 and to also advise me when this has
been done. The main issue raised was that of funding
for the school’s much-needed capital works.
The school understood from the state budget papers
that it would be receiving $603 000 for capital works.
However, recently the school has been advised that
almost $100 000 of this money will have to be used for
asbestos removal. The school had been led to believe
that funding for asbestos removal would be paid in
addition to the capital works money. Mr Klair has
subsequently written to the Minister for Education on
six further occasions — 28 March, 20 April, 7 May,
10 May, 16 May and 5 June — seeking an answer to
his original correspondence. Sadly he is still awaiting
a response.
Highvale Primary School is a well-run, fast-growing
and high-achieving local school in my electorate of
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Forest Hill. With enrolment of around 328 children, the
facilities at Highvale Primary School are severely
stretched. For example, I quote from Mr Klair’s
original letter to the minister where he said:
Our staff, students and parent community have been working
and learning in small cramped areas and conditions for a long
time. Students who require extra assistance are forced to work
in corridors and the stationery cupboard.

The school is significantly underentitled for teaching
spaces. For example, I have also been advised that the
former maths storage cupboard has now been turned
into a teaching space, and the staffroom is under
threat — hardly an ideal situation. I ask the minister to
urgently resolve the issues raised in Mr Klair’s
correspondence, provide the capital funding that is
necessary and advise me when this has been done. I
look forward to hearing from the Minister for
Education when this has happened and Highvale
Primary School’s infrastructure needs are being
addressed.

Consumer scams
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) (19:08) — (14 508)
My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation, and
the action I seek is for the minister to provide an update
for Frankston residents on what the government is
doing to protect them from scams. As the minister is no
doubt aware, scams cost Australians at least
$300 million in 2016 alone, and that does not take into
account scams not reported to the Australian
Competition and Consumer Commission.
This is an issue that affects every community. One
recent local example involved residents receiving fake
emails that appeared to come from Frankston City
Council, which were infringement notices demanding a
sum of money. This no doubt caused significant
distress for many local residents, with some contacting
my office for advice. I know all in Frankston and I as
well would welcome information from the minister on
this issue.

Murray-Darling Basin plan
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) (19:09) — (14 509)
My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Water,
and I am glad to see her in the chamber today. I ask the
minister to write to me and explain why the Andrews
Labor government has joined forces with the New
South Wales Liberal Party and big interstate irrigators
in threatening to abandon the Murray-Darling Basin
plan if more water was made available for the
environment. The friends that this Labor government
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chooses tell you everything about what they prioritise
when it comes to our river. The Murray-Darling Basin
is in a terrible state, and the Andrews Labor
government seems happy to let big corporate irrigators
divert, and by some reports even steal, the water that
was meant to sustain a healthy river ecology.
I grew up just a stone’s throw from the Murray River.
Many of my friends own fruit blocks. I understand the
importance of irrigation for our food, jobs and
economy. I spent my days as a child and an adolescent
rowing on the river, swimming in the river and camping
by the river, and my dad was a national parks manager,
so I also understand something about the ecology of the
river and the environment surrounding it. Look, I get it;
we all want to see our river towns, our food bowl and
communities that rely on the river survive and thrive.
But here is the thing that this government simply does
not seem to understand: it is a simple, inescapable fact
that there will be no jobs, no industry and no agriculture
if we let the Murray-Darling river system die. A healthy
agricultural industry relies on a healthy river.
Right now we are taking out more water from the river
than the ecology can handle in the long term. Yet
Labor, the Liberals and The Nationals continue to bow
to pressure from big corporate irrigators to take more
water for corporations and give the environment less.
Then they use tricky accounting methods to tell us that
that is not actually what they are doing, but it is smoke
and mirrors. It is short-termism at its very worst,
because maybe you can take more water for
corporations now, but in the long term it means the
river will die and we will all suffer. This is not just
about protecting the environment. We need a healthy
river if we want irrigated agriculture to survive into the
future. It is about communities. Aboriginal people have
relied on this river for sustenance and ceremony for
over 40 000 years, and our river towns, like my home
town, rely on it for their economies.
The science is clear: the river needs more water to
remain healthy, yet it seems that this Labor government
has bowed to pressure from big vested interests and
refuses even to look at issues like more water buybacks,
despite it being one of the most effective and efficient
ways of getting more water into our river system.
Instead the government says it has invested in 22 water
recovery projects, but there is no scientific evidence
that these projects have actually increased net
streamflows. The public has also spent billions on these
projects, when potentially we could have achieved a lot
more for a lot less money if we had looked at
purchasing more water entitlements. I have been
increasingly dismayed at this Labor government’s
approach to the river. It is short-sighted, it is influenced
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by vested interests and I would like to have an
explanation as to why.

Chandler Highway bridge
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) (19:12) — (14 510) I am
pleased to raise an adjournment debate matter. My
request for action is to the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety. The action I request is that he join me at the
Chandler Highway bridge to inspect progress on the
$110 million project to duplicate the bridge.
Forty-four thousand motorists every day use the
Chandler Highway bridge, and it was certainly a very
strong commitment made by the Andrews Labor
opposition, as it was then, to duplicate the bridge. We
have already seen the Yarra-Darebin trail, an
$18 million connection, completed and opened by the
Andrews Labor government. We have also seen the
Grange Road level crossing in Alphington removed,
with rail under the road at that location. These are
congestion-busting initiatives that have already been
delivered by the Andrews Labor government. The
completion of the duplication of the Chandler Highway
bridge and ensuring that the 127-year-old heritage
bridge is then restored as an active transport route for
cyclists and pedestrians to use, while maintaining new
pedestrian and cycling links through the Yarra trail, are
exciting aspects of the work that we are doing.
Over 100 people are employed in the construction of
the Chandler Highway bridge redevelopment. I want to
pay tribute of course to the former member for
Northcote, the late Fiona Richardson, for the work that
she did in making sure that this project happened. Like
many others that the Andrews government in
opposition promised the community, this was a task
that people said could not be done. Commonsense
projects that people said were too difficult, the Andrews
Labor government, with the support of the community,
affirmed at the last election, has delivered. We have
delivered so many projects that people said could not be
done, that would be too hard to deliver —
commonsense projects like duplicating the Chandler
Highway bridge.
I know that the member for Kew would also be pleased
to know that it is a project that serves people from the
northern suburbs of Melbourne. In the main, when you
track where people are coming from and going to in
using the Chandler Highway bridge, it is mostly people
from the northern suburbs of Melbourne getting across
to the eastern suburbs or to the city. It is not a
connection that people are using mostly to get across to
Alphington and Fairfield; it is a road that people are
using to travel from the northern suburbs because there
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are limited opportunities to cross the Yarra. Can I say
that this project is proceeding rapidly. I know that we
are going to have it opened before the end of this year. I
look forward to joining the roads minister at the
Chandler Highway bridge to inspect progress on this
very significant $110 million project for the northern
suburbs of Melbourne.

600-plus-square-metre multipurpose space. The school’s
current space is a mere third of this size. The school has
also been subjected to mindless vandalism, with two
incidents inside a week, with bottles being broken on
playing spaces, including in the sandpit, and windows
being shattered. There is no ability to install CCTV to
make sure that vandals are caught.

Beverley Hills Primary School

If this minister is actually committed to creating the
Education State, he needs to invest in schools like
Beverley Hills Primary School. My request of the
minister is: will he immediately commit to supporting
Beverley Hills Primary School and provide the funds
that are so desperately needed for a significant rebuild?

Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) (19:15) — (14 511)
My adjournment matter tonight is directed to the
Minister for Education and is in relation to Beverley
Hills Primary School and their need for urgent funding.
Beverley Hills Primary School is one of the many
wonderful schools in the Warrandyte electorate, and
they will be celebrating 60 years of education next year.
Unfortunately the school is falling apart around them.
On a recent visit to the school, it was plainly evident to
me that Beverley Hills Primary School is in desperate
need of major investment.
Doncaster East has seen a rapid growth in young
families in recent years, putting increased pressure on
local schools, which is in large part due to the
densification in Manningham more broadly. Five
months into this year and Beverley Hills Primary
School has seen an increase of 16 students in grade 1,
and over a six-year period the school has seen its
student population triple. This increase in demand is
testament to the school and the fantastic results that the
teachers and school leadership are achieving with their
students. However, because of this growth, the school
has been forced to utilise extraordinary teaching spaces,
which include, but are not limited to, the staffroom, the
principal’s office, hallways and the canteen foyer. Like
the school referred to by the member for Forest Hill,
this school also has issues with even storerooms having
been converted into learning spaces.
Beverley Hills Primary School has funded, through its
school council, the purchase and installation of its own
portable classroom for English as an additional
language and dialect lessons because of the Department
of Education and Training’s refusal to provide
additional classrooms.
The existing buildings are riddled with asbestos, they
leak, there has been insufficient electrical work and
there is rusting piping in the toilets, rotting windows and
basic structural damage. Of the 16 drinking fountains in
the school, only six work — only six. Two separate
school assemblies are required as there is no space to
have the whole school meet if parents are invited to see
their children accept awards. This is despite the school’s
entitlement, based on student numbers, to a

Ballan Recreation Reserve
Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) (19:18) — (14 512)
My adjournment issue is for the attention of the
Minister for Sport. I ask the minister to support an
application from Moorabool Shire Council to the
country football and netball program to resurface the
netball courts at the Ballan Recreation Reserve and add
training-standard lighting to the courts.
Together with Labor’s candidate for Buninyong,
Michaela Settle, I met with Moorabool shire’s mayor,
Paul Tatchell, and its CEO, Rob Croxford, last week to
talk about projects they are hoping to progress in the
Buninyong electorate, and they talked about their
application to upgrade the netball courts at Ballan. They
were appreciative of the funding they received from the
Brumby government to construct the new courts some
years ago. However, there have been problems with the
new dedicated netball court, and they want to address
this and create a second court as well as provide
lighting, which will enable the netballers to train in the
evening, recognising that it is now getting dark soon
after 5 o’clock. The current application to the country
football and netball program will ensure that netballers
get access to courts that are of an appropriate standard
and let them train after dark.
I know that the minister is very supportive of improving
women’s sporting facilities and the promotion of
women’s sport, so I trust that he will be supportive of
this application. I know that the women netballers of
the Ballan area both now and in the future will
appreciate this, as will the committee members of the
Ballan Recreation Reserve.

Responses
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) (19:19) — In
relation to the issues raised by the member for
Melbourne, can I make a couple of factual comments.
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Firstly, this river absolutely does need more water, and
that is exactly what we have been addressing. This is
perhaps the biggest re-adaptive program for a river
system anywhere in the world. Let us be really clear:
as part of that plan, firstly, we signed up, as a state, as a
community, as governments, to the 2750 plan, of
which Victoria had to deliver 1075 gigalitres. We have
already delivered 100 of those gigs.
Secondly, of the 2750, up to 650 could be delivered
through offset projects. That is exactly what this
sustainable diversion limit project is about and that is
exactly what we signed up for. We have not changed
that. We have got our projects in. We have actually put
our business cases up on the website — we are the
only state to have done that — so that people can
scrutinise those projects. That will deliver our
remaining part of the water.
Thirdly, there was an agreement around the 450, but
only if it met the neutrality test. Every single study,
every bit of work that we have done, says that we will
throw out the balance of this plan if we deliver further
on-farm efficiencies as part of the 450.
Let us be really clear: this was a triple bottom line plan.
It needed to deliver for communities, for the
environment and for the economy. The member was
talking about being aware of food and jobs and the
importance of the economy. Let us be really clear: if we
take more water off farm now, there will be no
communities, there will be no economy and there will
be no food bowl. We are about getting the balance
right, supporting the river, supporting our irrigators and
supporting the communities. I will fight whoever it is to
make sure that we look after our communities. They are
my friends, they are the people I am speaking for —
our local communities.
There were a number of other issues raised by a number
of other members. I will pass those issues on to the
relevant ministers.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house
now stands adjourned until tomorrow.
House adjourned 7.22 p.m.
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