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JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (TERRORISM) BILL 2018
Wednesday, 9 May 2018

ASSEMBLY

Wednesday, 9 May 2018
The SPEAKER (Hon. Colin Brooks) took the chair
at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(TERRORISM) BILL 2018
Introduction and first reading
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) (09:34) — I
move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Terrorism (Community Protection) Act 2003, the Bail Act
1977, the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005, the
Corrections Act 1986, the Crimes Act 1958, the Criminal
Procedure Act 2009, the Sentencing Act 1991 and the
Commission for Children and Young People Act 2012 and
for other purposes.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) (09:34) — I ask the
Attorney-General to provide a brief explanation of
the bill.
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) (09:34) — I am
happy to do that. I am happy to advise the manager of
opposition business that this bill implements a number of
recommendations from both the first and second report
of the expert panel, as well as a number of outstanding
recommendations of the 2014 Jones report. It provides
for an increased period of preventative detention and
preventative detention for persons aged 14 to 17, and it
allows for the interrogation of people whilst in
preventative detention. It clarifies for Victoria Police the
circumstances under which they can use lethal force, and
it makes a number of other important changes, including
presumption against bail and parole for those who are
viewed as being a terrorism risk.
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Since the Andrews Labor government narrowed Mountain
Highway in Bayswater, traffic (especially truck traffic) on
Canterbury Road in Heathmont has increased dramatically.
Bad accidents are occurring and the fencing panels, meant to
protect pedestrians on the bridge above the rail lines, are
constantly destroyed.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria calls on state government to have
VicRoads urgently replace the fence with something much
stronger and safer.

By Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) (2 signatures).

Kyneton former school site
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents of Kyneton and surrounding areas
draws to the attention of the house that the scheduled transfer
of all students attending the Kyneton Primary School to a new
location in 2018 will make the present Baynton Street site
superfluous to the department of education needs. The school
site is in the centre of Kyneton and could become a vital
element in the wellbeing of the Kyneton community.
We therefore respectfully request that the Victorian
government determine that this site, including the buildings
on it, stay in public ownership and be controlled by the
Kyneton community for the benefit and use of the Kyneton
community.

By Mr GUY (Bulleen) (1643 signatures).

Balaclava tram super-stop
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
We, the undersigned citizens of Victoria, call on the
Legislative Assembly of Victoria to note that traders,
residents and patrons of the Balaclava shopping strip of
Carlisle Street already rejected the Balaclava station tram
super-stop upgrade in 2014, which has now been resurrected
without warning or consultation of any local traders or
residents, with a start build date of 5 May 2018.

Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

NOTICES OF MOTION
Notice of motion given.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Canterbury Road, Heathmont
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents of Victoria draws to the attention of
the house that the Canterbury Road, Heathmont, railway
bridge needs better pedestrian protection.

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria call on the state government to stop this
inappropriate development of the tram stop that removes
15 crucial roadside car parks, threatens street-side trading of
the many cafes/restaurants that currently occupy this strip,
creates dangerous barriers to fire and other emergency access
down Carlisle Street and fails to ensure wheelchair
accessibility beyond the Balaclava station tram stop itself.

By Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) (73 signatures).

High Street, Belmont
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This petition of residents of the state of Victoria draws to the
attention of the house that the below signed request the
Premier to intervene and redirect the proposed bike lanes on
High Street, Belmont, to an alternative route.

DOCUMENTS
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The present proposal will remove on-street parking, which
will adversely impact businesses and local residents’ amenity
shopping in the precinct.
The petitioners therefore respectfully request that the
Legislative Assembly of Victoria call on the Andrews
government to reconsider the proposal for bike lanes on High
Street, Belmont, saving car parking and ease of access to
shops and facilities.

By Mr KATOS (South Barwon) (324 signatures).
Tabled.
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Bayswater be considered next day on
motion of Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Bulleen be considered next day on
motion of Mr GUY (Bulleen).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Caulfield be considered next day on
motion of Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for South Barwon be considered next day
on motion of Mr KATOS (South Barwon).

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by the Acting Clerk:
Confiscation Act 1997 — Report 2016–17 under s 139A
Crimes (Assumed Identities) Act 2004 — Report 2016–17
under s 31.

SERVICE VICTORIA BILL 2017
Council’s amendments
Returned from Council with message relating to
amendments.
Ordered to be considered later this day.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Standing orders
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport)
(09:39) — By leave, I move:
That so much of standing orders be suspended so as to allow
each member to speak on the motion in relation to the 2018–
19 budget papers for a maximum of 15 minutes.

Motion agreed to.

Wednesday, 9 May 2018

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Chinese Anzacs
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) (09:40) — This
year is significant for the Chinese Australian community.
It marks 200 years since the first recorded Chinese
migrant, Mak Sai Ying, arrived in Australia. As we
celebrate the valuable contribution Chinese Australians
have made to Australia over the last 200 years it is
particularly appropriate to pay tribute to those Chinese
Australians who served our country in World War I. The
story of the Chinese Anzac has regrettably often been
overlooked or marginalised in the historical narrative and
commemoration of the war. In fact more than
200 Chinese Australians enlisted to fight in World War I,
of which 107 were from Victoria. Forty-one of those 200
died in service to our country during the war, while as
many as 19 were awarded decorations for their bravery
on the battlefield. It is therefore incumbent upon us to
properly acknowledge and understand the lives and
service of the Chinese Anzacs.
The travelling Chinese Anzacs exhibition that opened at
the Golden Dragon Museum in Bendigo last week is a
critical step in in that process. Racial discrimination
was prevalent in Australian society back then and
embedded in its laws. It was particularly difficult for
Chinese Australians to enlist. Many Chinese
Australians were so determined to serve that they
changed their names to disguise their Chinese heritage.
The Golden Dragon Museum plays a pivotal role in
preserving the history of Chinese Australians in
Victoria’s Loddon Mallee region and celebrating their
contribution to the development of its towns and cities.
The Victorian government is proud to have provided
the museum with over $17 500 for this important
exhibition under the Anzac centenary community
grants program, and I want to congratulate all those
who brought it to life.

Melba Secondary College
Mr HODGETT (Croydon) (09:41) — I rise to
bring a matter to the attention of the Minister for
Education. My office has received inquiries and
concerns from constituents regarding the future use of
the former junior campus of Melba Secondary College.
Melba Secondary College has successfully transitioned
their junior school onto the one campus, and with the
second stage funding announced recently they will
complete the final stage of their school rebuild. I take
the opportunity to congratulate the Melba college
school community who have fought hard over the past
four years to secure this stage 2 funding. Well done to
all involved in securing this stage 2 funding

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
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commitment, which will see the completion of this
much-needed school redevelopment project.
The vacant site left at the junior campus on Croydon
Road, Croydon, has drawn concern from locals who are
worried that it will be a target for vandals and unruly
behaviour. Through past experience we know that
when schools close down the government drags its
heels in determining the future use of such sites, and
that such long delays invite antisocial behaviour into
the community. I would like to know what the
government’s plans are for this site and what actions it
will be taking to ensure the site will not be the target for
unwanted behaviour, vandalism and graffiti.
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expires, reflects his duplicity. Both Victoria and New
South Wales are standing up to Malcolm Turnbull. We
have written to the Prime Minister demanding that he
drop his threat to cut frontline housing services. Instead
of attacking states, threatening services and holding the
homeless to ransom the Liberal Prime Minister should
partner with Labor and Liberal governments to reduce
homelessness where it counts.
Also, the Australian Broadcasting Corporation cuts of
$4 million will only see the ABC become more of a
Sydney-centric organisation at the cost of Victorian
regional and Melbourne jobs.

Battle of Coral-Balmoral
Small business programs
Mr HODGETT — On another issue, I wish to raise
a matter with the Minister for Small Business. Why did
this government choose to cease the Grow Your
Business program in August 2017? What programs are
in place to support the growth of small business in
regional areas? How much funding has been allocated
to support small business programs in Victoria? Will
the government reinstate the Grow Your Business
program and/or in what form will it return and when? If
not, are there plans for other grants that will be
extended to fill the gaps left by the discontinuation of
the Grow Your Business program?

Federal homelessness funding
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing) (09:43) — The Turnbull government’s most
recent budget fails many of those Victorians who are
either facing homelessness or dealing with the
consequences of homelessness now. The most recent
Australian Bureau of Statistics census reveals that
homelessness across our nation rose by 14 per cent in
the five years before the census. Noting that Victoria is
not immune, it was at least reassuring to see that our
growth in homelessness was amongst the nation’s
lowest. Despite this the Turnbull government continues
to threaten $395 million worth of cuts to housing
services through its national homelessness and housing
agreement. This forced agreement without consultation
with the states and non-government organisations
provides no new money above inflation to address the
problem of homelessness and housing stress.
Federal tax settings, federal welfare cuts and the federal
failure to invest in housing and social housing are
causing our housing crisis, but Malcolm Turnbull
blames Labor and Liberal states for his failures. His
agreement, delivered after 5.00 p.m. on a Friday
evening six weeks before the current agreement

Ms RYAN (Euroa) (09:44) — In a few days we will
mark the 50th anniversary of the Battle of
Coral-Balmoral. The conflict lasted almost four weeks.
It began on 12 May 1968 when two Australian
battalions were attacked by North Vietnamese forces
withdrawing from Saigon. The loss of human life was
heavy on both sides. Twenty-five Australians were
killed during the battle and 99 were wounded.
For decades now veterans have lobbied for recognition
of their efforts at that battle, including Benalla veterans
Colin Bermingham and Ray Slater. Colin was one of a
number of young Australian soldiers who served at that
battle. During his deployment in Vietnam he was one of
many men who was drenched with Agent Orange, and
as a result he has battled a number of illnesses since,
including prostate cancer. Ray Slater also fought in in
that battle. He is sadly no longer with us, but his wife,
June, has continued to campaign for his unit’s
recognition. Seymour’s Ian Warren was a bombardier
at the battle. He has been in Canberra this week to
commemorate the 50th anniversary.
Last week the Defence Honours and Awards Appeals
Tribunal announced that, pending approval from the
federal Minister for Veterans’ Affairs, Darren Chester,
Coral-Balmoral veterans will receive a Unit Citation for
Gallantry, and I think that cannot come soon enough. I
know Mrs Slater is thrilled with the tribunal’s
recommendation. She only wishes that her late husband
was here to receive the good news about his service.

Rogan Ward
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) (09:46) — I would
like to pay tribute to Rogan John Ward, who passed
away aged 74 on 30 April. The mayor of Frankston
from 1981 to 1982 and a long-time Labor Party
member, Rogan Ward was also Labor’s candidate in
the December 1982 Flinders by-election that triggered
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Bob Hawke’s elevation to the prime ministership.
Locally, it was Rogan and his fellow councillors,
outraged with children having to wade through
untreated sewage, who were able to successfully fight
for the construction of the first modern sewerage
system in Frankston, which was the first community on
the peninsula to have a sewerage system. This is quite a
milestone that we take for granted now. Vale,
Rogan Ward.

Hannah Woodward
Mr EDBROOKE — Last week a constituent
named Meredith contacted my office on behalf of her
daughter Hannah, who had received a 21st birthday
card from me. In a lovely turn of events Meredith’s
father is Eric Woodward, who worked for the
Parliament of Victoria in Hansard for 26 years and was
a senior Hansard reporter from 1987 to 1997, when he
retired. Meredith contacted us to thank us for the card,
and she said it was very timely as she had just pulled
out the Hansard from April 1997 to show her daughter
Hannah when the house was interrupted to announce
her own birth. You could say that 21 years later, as the
member for Frankston, I am honoured to again mention
this family in the Hansard records, and I wish Hannah a
very happy 21st birthday.
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South-East Asian trade
Ms ASHER (Brighton) (09:48) — I wish to draw
the attention of the house to an article in the Age of
26 April this year that referred to agribusiness banking
experts at the ANZ bank and the latest edition of the
ANZ Agri-InFocus report. The report showed that
Australian farming exports to the 10 ASEAN nations in
2016 were $8.8 billion, and oddly enough that was
greater than farm exports to China from Australia,
which sat at $5.5 billion. I draw the house’s attention to
this article because whilst any state government should
have a trade policy focused on China, the state
government also needs to look at potential in the
ASEAN region, which is already, in terms of farm
exports, above what China is giving to us. This is of
course why the previous government supported a
number of key trade missions to South-East Asia. I
quote from the article:
Like China, ASEAN is home to a rising urban population, a
factor which acts as a major driver of food consumption. The
rate of change in the urban population across ASEAN … was
well above the world average …

There are great opportunities for Victoria in this, and I
would urge the government to make sure it takes
advantage of them.

Frankston railway station

Dementia

Mr EDBROOKE — Last Thursday night I met the
midnight train, which was the last train ever to pull up to
the old Frankston train station, which has now been
demolished. I was the last passenger to touch a Myki
card off at the old station. There is a lot of history at this
station — a lot of love stories and some break-up stories
too, and stories of a lot of excited kids going to the
beach and many sandy toddlers returning from a day at
the beach asleep or on their mum’s or dad’s shoulder.
The new station will create its fair share of history too,
with a new generation of people walking into the station
and seeing what Frankston has to offer. I am very
excited to have been able to deliver this project.

Ms COUZENS (Geelong) (09:49) — Dementia
Australia recently held their Memory Walk & Jog in
Geelong that saw hundreds of people walk through
Barwon Valley Park to raise awareness and funds for
research into this terrible disease. I was pleased to
participate in the walk again this year and to meet so
many people supporting the walk on behalf of their
loved ones. It was great to meet the Dementia Australia
ambassador, Takaya Honda, a Neighbours star who led
the walk to honour his mum, who has early onset
dementia.

Here are a few quick facts about the Frankston station:
it is the 10th busiest station on Melbourne’s
metropolitan network, with currently well over
2.5 million passengers a year. Construction of the
30-year-old former station took two years and was
completed in 1987. We are building the new station in
approximately two months, which is unbelievable for
this community, which is the gateway to the
Mornington peninsula and the gateway to Frankston.

Dementia is not a specific disease. It is a long-term and
often gradual decrease in a person’s ability to think,
remember and function in regular daily activities. There
are changes to personality and mood and difficulty
using or understanding language. Alzheimer’s disease
is the most common form of irreversible dementia,
accounting for between 50 and 70 per cent of all
dementia cases. Dementia is the second leading cause
of death, and one in 10 people in Australia over the age
of 65 have a diagnosis of dementia.
Dealing with dementia is a very emotional time for
families and carers who are trying to make the best
decisions for their loved ones. People participating in
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the walk talked about their situations, of watching their
loved one deteriorate over time, having to deal with the
guilt and emotional turmoil of making decisions around
respite and nursing home care, and wanting to be able
to care for their loved one but having to face the reality
that this is no longer a safe and secure option. I
congratulate the organisers from Dementia Australia for
organising the walk in Geelong and all those who
participated in the walk.

Member conduct
Mr WELLS (Rowville) (09:51) — This statement
condemns the Andrews Labor government’s complete
lack of integrity in not sacking a single Labor minister or
MP following the Ombudsman’s revelation that
21 Labor members, and only Labor members, rorted
$400 000 of taxpayer funds before the 2014 election. The
Premier’s apology was insincere and insulting to the
Victorian public. He excused his action and those of his
Labor colleagues by saying that they had paid the money
back. It is the kind of excuse you expect to hear from a
child in kindergarten, not the Premier of Victoria.
If you rob a bank, paying the money back is not
enough. If you stole from your employer, as Labor
members have done from Parliament, then you would
lose your job. The member for Melton still sits in this
Parliament, having rorted his residence allowance. The
member for Tarneit, despite holding the highest
position in this chamber at the time, also rorted his
allowance, while Steve Herbert, a former member of
the other place, misused his ministerial privileges to
chauffeur dogs around the state.
As a society we expect that crime is punished, that
breaking the rules has consequences and that when
authorities discover deliberate and systemic
wrongdoing, as the Ombudsman did with the Labor
Party, there are penalties for those involved. No wonder
we have a crime crisis, with these people in charge.
Instead of penalties Labor gifted six government
positions to rorting MPs who have retired from
Parliament, and four new Labor MPs were elected with
help from rorting.

City of Casey
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) (09:53) —
People respecting each other, people respecting others’
opinions — and knowledge too — is the basis of a
happy, healthy and successful Victoria. The Respectful
Relationships program now taught in our schools
followed the recommendation of the Royal
Commission into Family Violence because failure to
give priority to prevention risks condemning future
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generations to the plight of today’s victims of family
violence, a huge problem in the City of Casey. We also
know that LGBTIQ young people are bullied in our
schools and in our community, resulting in ill health
and disproportionate rates of suicide. It is so very sad.
Respectful Relationships education is about promoting
a culture of respect, equality and fairness amongst our
children. Safe Schools is about giving LGBTIQ kids,
together with their peers, a fair go at school and a safe
place to learn. The recent actions of the City of Casey
councillors are neither respectful, equal nor fair. Liberal
and Rise Up Australia councillors schemed to directly
contradict the vote of council. Playing games is their
specialty. They orchestrated a forum attacking
education programs that save lives. Councillors had the
opportunity, if they wanted, to spend ratepayers money
on such matters and to hold a fair and balanced
debate — but, no, they did nothing of the sort. As
Michael Carr-Gregg said, it was a ‘brainwashing
exercise’ with ‘no balance at all’. There was no
invitation to the LGBTIQ community because, to quote
Cr Crestani, ‘It may have been an uncomfortable
situation’ for them.
Do you know why they might feel uncomfortable?
Because the agenda of the councillors is unkind, unfair
and often disrespectful — not to mention overtly
political. I respect their right to disagree, but these
councillors need to have a good hard look at
themselves — and not be so nasty!

Women in Science Parkville Precinct
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) (09:54) — Women
should have equal opportunities in every aspect of life,
including work. But in my own field of science, women
are still fighting to break down the man-made barriers
to their success. Melbourne’s medical research
institutes, for example, do amazing work, and we are all
better off for it, but women constantly face barriers to
their success in science and research, which are still
largely dominated by men.
The system of advancement in science is set up in a
way that can often seem to fail women, and
unconscious biases are still a big problem. For example,
if women take maternity leave, as I recently did, they
are penalised. They are less likely to win funding for
their ideas because the current criteria for funding does
not account for the possibility of a scientist having to
take time off to be a parent. Another example: the
system for giving opportunities for advancement in
science is often linked to who you know and who will
give you a recommendation. Unfortunately, not in all
cases, but in many cases, men in positions of power are
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still more likely to pick other men to benefit from
career-building opportunities for budding scientists.
I commend the work that women are doing as part of
the Women in Science Parkville Precinct initiative.
These incredible women have a plan for changes that
could be introduced to help break down these barriers. I
am proud to support them, and I would love to see all
other MPs in this place do so too. We need to work
together so that we can overcome these barriers and
ensure women’s ideas, inventions and discoveries are
fostered and supported now and into the future.
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Fruit fly
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) (09:57) — Many
thanks to the Cobram fruitgrowers who continue to
push for a better deal to clean up fruit fly in the
township of Cobram. Sam Sorrenti, Adrian Conti and
others continue to be proactive in reducing the impost
of fruit fly from town trees and vegie patches. I implore
the government to continue the fight to assist these
farmers to be able to sell and export the fine quality
fruit that they produce.

Regional and rural roads
Oakleigh electorate schools
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) (09:55) — Last
Monday I visited two fantastic local schools. As I
mentioned last week, we are delivering upgrades to
Oakleigh Primary School which follow our previous
master plan funding. I also visited Huntingdale Primary
School to announce that we will be funding a new master
plan to prepare for a future major upgrade. We have also
delivered $400 000 for a new oval because the current
one has become a dust bowl. Well done to the school
leadership for their passion and the member for Clarinda
and the federal member for Hotham, Clare O’Neil, for
their advocacy, and of course thanks to the Minister for
Education for his tireless work on this cause.

Notting Hill Neighbourhood House
Mr DIMOPOULOS — Notting Hill
Neighbourhood House is one of those places that is at
the heart of the local community, with dedicated staff,
mostly volunteers, putting in countless hours just to
help others. But houses like this cannot exist without
government help. The Labor government has increased
the funding to Notting Hill Neighbourhood House from
20 hours per week to 25 hours. This means an extra
$14 760 a year and a lot more access by the
community. Thank you to Notting Hill Neighbourhood
House for all you do for the community, and thank you,
Minister Mikakos, for your recognition of the role that
these houses play.

Oakleigh electorate level crossings
Mr DIMOPOULOS — Lastly, I would like to
inform the house that in a few weeks the level crossings
at Grange, Koornang, Murrumbeena and Poath roads
will be gone. This has been 139 years in the making —
no thanks to those Liberals opposite, who have tried to
stand in our way and have stated on the record that
removing level crossings only provides a marginal
benefit. We believe the exact opposite, which is why
Labor is taking down the boom gates.

Mr McCURDY — The bad roads rally on the steps
of Parliament yesterday is further evidence of the lack
of understanding that this government has about
country road users. The continued piecemeal rollout of
the wire rope barriers shows this government is more
determined to waste money on unnecessary barriers in
some areas while failing to fix the broken roads in
adjacent areas. This is a further example of the
government ignoring country needs, but it looks great
in a glossy brochure in Melbourne. Stop failing
Victorians and fix the roads properly!

North Wangaratta Football & Netball Club
Mr McCURDY — I want to put on record the
disgraceful way that the Environment Protection
Authority Victoria (EPA) in Wangaratta has handled
lead contamination on a site. The North Wangaratta
Football & Netball Club were ejected from their
premises in August 2015 due to a small portion of the
football ground having lead contamination. The lack of
urgency and the lack of respect for this great
community club shows that the EPA are well out of
touch with expectations of today.
This club will not play on their ground again this
season, and it will be the 2019 football season before
the Wangaratta football club play on their home
ground. This is appalling, and the EPA should be
embarrassed by their tardiness. If they cannot improve
on their time frames in the future, they should be closed
down and environmental decisions outsourced. I am not
disputing the actions required, but I am critical of the
time lines involved. Community clubs rely on
volunteers, and this ground being out of action for
nearly three years now has put pressure on surrounding
clubs. Thanks to the Wang Rovers, the Wang Magpies
and all of the clubs who have assisted. Country
communities know how to help each other.
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Jacksons Hill master plan

Ashwood School

Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) (09:58) — Last week I had
the great pleasure of welcoming the Premier to
Sunbury. After a fantastic lunch at one of Sunbury’s
best local eateries, the Spotted Owl, we visited Sunbury
Primary School, Sunbury and Macedon Ranges
Specialist School and the Boilerhouse, located on
Jacksons Hill. Others will be aware that upon coming to
government I asked the Minister for Planning to master
plan this site, which is currently owned by Victoria
University but is disused and abandoned. I am thrilled
to say that as part of last week’s budget we announced
that the Andrews Labor government will buy the site.

Mr WATT — Thank you to Ashwood School for
the invitation to this year’s presentation ball on 2 May.
The students looked a treat. It was an honour to have
the students presented to both me and the principal,
Helen Hatherly, OAM. The parents and teachers should
be extremely proud of the students, who represented
their school with great distinction.

As part of the plan we are also investing $10.8 million
to expand Sunbury and Macedon Ranges Specialist
School into existing heritage buildings. This comes on
top of the more than $4 million in funding announced
for the Bullengarook campus by the hardworking
member for Macedon. It brings the total investment to
$19 million over two campuses in our term in office.
Further to this we are investing $3.5 million to upgrade
Sunbury Primary School, a fantastic local school also
on the Jacksons Hill site, and providing $3 million to
build Sunbury’s first community arts and creative
industries precinct on the site, in partnership with Hume
City Council.
The Premier and I received an incredibly warm
welcome from Sunbury Primary School and Sunbury
and Macedon Ranges Specialist School as well as from
parents and friends of the schools, who have spoken to
me, written to me and called me to express their thanks
and support. For years the arts community has done a
great job in Sunbury. I am thrilled with this investment,
and I look forward to seeing it delivered.

Emmaus St Leo’s Old Collegians Football Club
Mr WATT (Burwood) (10:00) — On 7 April I
attended the unofficial opening of the new clubrooms
of the Emmaus St Leo’s Old Collegians Football Club
at Bennettswood Reserve. It was a pleasure to catch up
with the many players of old as well as the new players
added this year, in particular the women’s team, who
won their first game earlier that day. With funding
provided by the former Liberal government and
Whitehorse City Council, it was with pride that I was
able to see the fruits of the labour of so many over so
long. Thank you to the club for allowing me to be part
of the journey.

Burwood police station
Mr WATT — In recent times a number of shops in
the Burwood area have had break-ins, including one in
the last couple of days and one in the last couple of
weeks. At the end of the shopping strip we have this
nice building with a blue and white chequered sign on
it. It says ‘Police’, but there are no police. I note that in
the Whitehorse Leader this week the Minister for Police
talks about the capacity of that station and whether the
station needs to be upgraded. I say: get on with the job.
Stop telling us the place is not closed. Reopen the
station.

Country Fire Authority Mount Macedon
brigade
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) (10:01) —
Congratulations to all the volunteers at the Mount
Macedon Country Fire Authority (CFA) brigade on
securing $1.6 million in this year’s budget for a
much-needed upgrade to their station. It was always
going to be a challenge to plan an upgrade that took
account of the site’s constraints, including land size and
the brigade’s location in the middle of the very
beautiful Mount Macedon village, and there was of
course the need to acknowledge the terrible history of
the 1983 Ash Wednesday bushfires, which claimed
seven lives and destroyed 370 homes as well as the
townships of Macedon and Mount Macedon.
It was always clear that a classic CFA shed would not
fit the bill. I congratulate the initiative of the brigade in
turning their problems into a real-life design challenge
for architecture students at the University of
Melbourne. By working with these talented young
people we now have a design concept that is practical
and sympathetic to the surrounding environment and a
design that will enable this inclusive brigade to
continue to grow and perform their critical role in
keeping our community safe. Most importantly, now
we have the money to realise this vision.
Congratulations to brigade president Bryan Smith and
brigade members Geoff Rigby, Nicky Haslinghouse
and Adam Damen, each of whom played a particular
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and important role in achieving this great outcome. It
was terrific to host you all at Parliament last year when
you briefed the minister. Thanks to operations manager
Andy Waterson for supporting the brigade and thinking
outside the square and finally to the students, especially
Amber Laing and Nina Tory-Henderson, for delivering
the final concept and to their tutor, Peter Hogg.

Kate Fairley
Ms THOMAS — Congratulations to innovative and
community-minded Kyneton businesswoman Kate
Fairley, who was recently named broker of the year at
the 2018 Insurance Business Awards.

Bus contracts
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) (10:03) — I am a proud
and unyielding fighter for the many communities that
make up my electorate. They wear any number of hats.
They are the Country Fire Authority volunteer, the
hairdresser, the footy coach, the teacher, the Rotarian,
the bus driver or even the primary producer, and
sometimes they are all of the above. Perhaps it is the
school bus or perhaps it is the bus that connects people
to major regional centres — either way they act as a
lifeline, a conduit to a way of life. It is these people I
fight for every day. It is these people who are
threatened by the draconian new contracts imposed on
city bus companies that are being rolled out in the bush.
Last week I was proud to stand on the steps of this
Parliament with them, many of them generational
family businesses, in protest against contracts that will
rob them of their buses and their assets. It is already
happening in Melbourne, and the writing is on the wall
when country contracts are renegotiated next year.
So when the Minister for Public Transport stands in this
place and says, ‘That’s not true’, I do not believe her. I
believe those bus operators who came to my office a
little over two weeks ago with very real fears about
their futures and distressed about what would happen to
their communities. I believe the bus association, which
says it has not had a meaningful meeting with the
minister since February. I believe the Leader of the
Opposition, who promises that when we are elected in
November we will renegotiate the city contracts and
make sure country operators are never again threatened.

Women in sport
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (10:04) — I am delighted
to rise today to pay tribute to the female sportspeople in
the Yan Yean electorate. It is going absolute
gangbusters. So many young women from the Yan
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Yean electorate have been part of the extraordinary
success of AFL Women’s, known as AFLW. They
include Chloe Molloy, who was the number three pick
in the AFL draft and who now plays for Collingwood;
Deanna Berry from Whittlesea, who was the number
nine pick in the 2016 draft, played for Melbourne in
their inaugural game and then was part of the
premiership team for the Western Bulldogs; Brittany
Bonicci from Wallan, who plays for Collingwood; and
Shae Audley from Hurstbridge, who teaches at
Laurimar Primary School and plays for Carlton.
Diamond Creek Women’s Football Club, which is a
powerhouse of women’s footy and which I have had
the privilege of sponsoring for all my time in this place,
had 14 players drafted in the inaugural draft. Tiarna
Ernst, Lauren Morecroft, Millie Barden, Stephanie
Chiocci, Lisa Williams, Lauren Brazzale, Alison
Downie, Laura Attard, Shae Audley, Christina
Bernardi, Stephanie De Bortoli, Jess Cameron, Kirsty
Lam and Katie Loynes all played their part. My
neighbour Kate Moloney is a true Diamond. She is the
captain of the Melbourne Vixens netball team and has
represented our country.
Sport is going gangbusters. I encourage the Whittlesea
City Council to apply for funding for facilities from the
Female Friendly Facilities Fund in the funding round
that has recently opened. We need more female
facilities in the Yan Yean electorate.

Sandringham electorate planning
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) (10:06) — As
Melbourne’s population is projected to double, I place
on record the massive concern of visionary
Sandringham electorate constituents who lament and
oppose the loss of community infrastructure such as
state and municipal-owned land and buildings, the
overdevelopment of current open space and the lack of
strategic planning to better protect and expand
recreational land and sporting fields for Melbourne.
I oppose office buildings for golf administration being
located on the Sandringham golf course, with the
corresponding need for car parks. I oppose the
conversion of Melbourne’s leading metropolitan golf
course into a mini golf course. I oppose the
overdevelopment of the Gas and Fuel Corporation land
in Highett when we need more recreational land and
sporting fields and also commuter car parking. I place
on record the great achievements of the coalition in its
pivotal contribution to the upgrade and expansion of
cricket, soccer, football and lacrosse playing fields at
the new Beaumaris Secondary College for the benefit
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of the school, local community and the Melbourne
Cricket Club.

Energy security
Mr THOMPSON — I call upon the Andrews
government to immediately secure and maintain a
reliable power supply for Victorian patients who are
dependent upon oxygen machines, home dialysis
machines and other electrically powered medical
equipment. I note with concern the impact on the health
and wellbeing of Victorian residents who are dependent
upon oxygen machines to maintain general health.
During the recent unexpected power outages such as
those that occurred in Melbourne in January 2018 a
number of adverse health outcomes were reported.

School funding
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) (10:08) — There
seems to be a theme running on this side of the chamber
this morning in relation to schools and schools funding,
and I too want to rise to thank the Minister for
Education, the Premier and the Treasurer for the budget
allocations to my electorate. I would like to talk
particularly about two schools that I think are the very
reason why you become a member of the Labor Party
and a reason why you want to be in government; they
are Glengala Primary School and Dinjerra Primary
School. They are two very disadvantaged areas in my
electorate, with the most adorable children participating
in education, with great teaching staff, great principals
and parents and community who care about their kids
getting an education.
I am proud that our government will be funding
Dinjerra Primary School to be rebuilt with $7.4 million.
I know that Graeme Smith, the principal, the school
council and that community are really pleased that they
are going to get first-class facilities for their children.
Six months ago we also funded Glengala Primary
School to get one of the new modular buildings for
their southern wing. It is almost complete and students
will be studying in there shortly. It looks sensational. It
is so good that the minister came out to the school on
Monday of this week to announce that we are going to
do the northern wing for $4.3 million and then have the
school up and running.

Wind energy transmission lines
Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) (10:09) — The ongoing
push by this government for wind farm development at
all costs continued at a great pace this past week, with
the world’s largest wind farm proposed for my
electorate releasing its environment effects statement.
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There is no doubt that many people welcome such
news, as the prospect of boundless renewable energy is
indeed an exciting concept. But it must be noted that
this government is showing no signs of properly
planning and allowing for the growth of this industry.
In a cheap quest for votes in our cities, this government
is very happy to lay waste to magnificent Western
District plains. The world’s second largest volcanic
plains, with its unspoilt beauty and iconic views cannot
be sacrificed in a race for a good idea that is
implemented poorly.
Over recent months communities and people in
Cobden, Mortlake, Noorat, Inverleigh and Rokewood
have raised with me the scant regard and lack of
planning being displayed by the Department of
Environment, Land, Water and Planning. The flaws in
the Victorian government’s quest for renewable energy
have become apparent. Some of the questions Polwarth
communities are asking are: how many wind turbines
are too many? Does this government have a policy
around clustering and the effect of too many projects in
one area? Will the government, like jurisdictions in
Europe, put some value on landscape and work with
local communities to protect their character? Will this
government put limits around height and cluster size so
as to protect communities and their wellbeing? Will this
government insist that energy companies must put
underground or aggregate transmission infrastructure to
help preserve the rural landscape and to keep project
costs down? Can communities who are handing over
their landscapes have faith that other necessary
elements of renewable energy such as storage will be
taken into account?

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS
Law Reform, Road and Community Safety
Committee: drug law reform
Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) (10:11) — I am
pleased to speak on the report recently released by the
Law Reform, Road and Community Safety Committee
on its inquiry into drug law reform, which was first
brought down in March this year. I was pleased to
speak as chair of the committee on a number of aspects
of that report in the week that it came down. Of course
it was a very detailed and very long report. One of the
general themes was that we need to recognise that when
people take drugs and use drugs through personal
possession, it needs to be treated as a health issue and
that we need to find ways of supporting those people to
get onto a healthier path off drugs.
I also note that in the report we recognise that
treatment — both day treatment and residential
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treatment — is very important. We recognise that the
Andrews government has already in the last two years
done a lot to increase the number of residential rehab
beds for drug and alcohol support. I am very pleased to
see in this budget a further $40.6 million allocated to
establish another three new residential rehab units in
regional Victoria.
I also pointed out an issue that many in the community
will not be aware of — that in fact it is pharmaceutical
drugs and not just illicit drugs that are causing many
problems in our community. We heard as a committee
from the State Coroner that pharmaceuticals
contributed to approximately 80 per cent of overdose
deaths between 2009 and 2016 — not illicit drugs but
pharmaceutical drugs caused 80 per cent of the
overdoses — a situation clearly not appreciated by most
of the community. The committee therefore made
several recommendations in regard to providing
stronger guidelines and training for general
practitioners in regard to prescription drugs, particularly
opioid analgesics and benzodiazepines, and to
supporting greater awareness amongst the broader
community about the dangers of misusing prescription
drugs like these.
We also recommended the broader appreciation of
alternatives to pharmaceutical drugs for addressing
chronic pain, anxiety and stress. Clearly the real-time
prescription monitoring system being rolled out by the
Andrews government is very important in this regard,
but the rollout needs to be carefully monitored to ensure
that people currently abusing prescription drugs are not
pushed onto the illicit drug scene but are supported to
perhaps get out of their drug habit and drug problems.
The report also canvasses the issues of cannabis
regulation. Members of the committee visited Denver,
Colorado, where cannabis has been legalised for some
years. In visiting Vancouver we also saw that a range of
medical or medicinal cannabis products are openly sold
in stores. The committee therefore urged the state
government to work closely with the federal
government to improve access to medicinal cannabis,
including exploring ways to ensure that the medical
profession and general public can be informed on the
most recent research in this area. We also recommended
that an advisory council on drug policy be established,
with one of its tasks to investigate international
developments in the regulated supply of cannabis.
The committee also of course looked at keeping people
safe at music festivals, which is clearly a contentious
issue. I note that recently in Canberra we had
Australia’s first official pill testing activities undertaken
at the Groovin the Moo festival, which among other
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things did identify that although only 85 samples came
forward, two of those samples were shown to be
deadly. So it would appear that undertaking that test
may have saved the lives of the people who would have
otherwise taken those deadly substances. While the
committee did not recommend that Victoria should
establish pill testing at our music festivals, we did say
that we should monitor this. We recognised as I saw in
Britain that people who attend these pill testing
facilities get advice about taking drugs.
No matter what the police can do, people will still take
drugs at some of these festivals. It is a matter of giving
them good advice and trying to keep them safe and
alive. It is important that we monitor what is happening
in this space. Clearly in this report there are a number
of issues that I will continue to canvass that relate to
keeping people safer in regard to the challenges of
drugs in our community.

Accountability and Oversight Committee:
oversight agencies 2016–17
Mr WATT (Burwood) (10:16) — I rise to speak on
the Report into Victorian Oversight Agencies 2016–17,
which was tabled on 21 February 2018. It is report 5 of
the Accountability and Oversight Committee of the
58th Parliament. I note that the member for Forest Hill
in the Assembly chairs that committee and there are
two members of the government in the chamber at this
moment who are also members of this committee.
I particularly want to focus on section 3.3.4 of the
report, which is entitled ‘Investigations referred from
Parliament’. In this particular section it 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.

While speaking to this report it would be remiss if I did
not refer to the actual report that the Ombudsman put
out following that particular investigation, and I do want
to focus a little bit on that while noting that it comes
from section 3.3.4 of the Accountability and Oversight
Committee report. In her report the Ombudsman does
actually make a number of comments, and I will read
through some of those comments. In working out
whether there were issues with the use of entitlements
by the Australian Labor Party she makes a few
comments. The Ombudsman says:
The plain objective of the Community Action Network
campaign, for which field organisers were recruited, was to
assist ALP candidates to win government in the
58th Parliament.
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That is this Parliament —
This role was the sole or principal focus of most, albeit not
all, of the field organisers employed as casual electorate
officers, even on the dates on which they claimed to have
worked as electorate officers. Field organiser duties were
given priority, and performance against prescribed targets was
monitored by ALP campaign management each workday
throughout the campaign.
On any reading, the use of electorate officers by members of
the 57th Parliament to campaign for the election of candidates
to the 58th Parliament is party-political activity. In the
absence of a clear demarcation between the roles, it stretches
credulity for field organiser work to be considered work
supporting the parliamentary or electorate duties of a member
of the 57th Parliament.

Furthermore, it says in her report:
The evidence showed that there was, for the most part, no
practical demarcation between time claimed as electorate
officer work and what was, on any interpretation, electoral
campaigning. Field organisers employed as casual electorate
officers in 2014 worked at the direction of ALP election
campaign staff, and were expected to do so on a full-time basis.

Furthermore, this report says:
In these circumstances, the 60:40 split was an artifice to
secure partial payment for field organisers out of
parliamentary funds.

We are talking about, at a minimum, $388 000. I have
talked in this chamber before about the number of
people that were caught up in this matter in the upper
house. I think we are talking about 13 members of the
upper house. From memory, there were 16 Labor Party
members in the upper house in the last Parliament; 13
were involved in this scam. To think that only nine
members of this chamber were caught up in this scam
stretches credulity. Only nine — it is not possible. The
reason why we only have nine mentioned in this report
is that the rest of the members of Parliament here
refused to participate. It is disappointing that members
of the government would refuse to participate given the
fact that we know they were able to win this campaign
only because of the artifice that was created to rort the
money to get their candidates in so they could win
government.
The Premier says that he is open and accountable. Well,
he certainly is not open and accountable on this $388 000
of rorts. I know that it is more than $388 000. I know it is
because I know that it is not possible that the only
members of this chamber that were caught up were the
former member for Dandenong, John Pandazopoulos,
and the member for Footscray. To say that the member
for Ivanhoe is one of a few that were caught up in this
scam — we know that more were caught up in the scam.
We know that they need to be exposed.
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Environment, Natural Resources and Regional
Development Committee: sustainability and
operational challenges of Victoria’s rural and
regional councils
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) (10:21) — I rise
to speak on the Environment, Natural Resources and
Regional Development Committee’s final report that
was tabled earlier this year. It was an inquiry into the
sustainability and operational challenges of Victoria’s
rural and regional councils. This inquiry gave the
committee members a very clear idea of the many
financial pressures that are faced by rural and regional
rural councils and how those financial pressures
impacted on their communities. Based on this
understanding we developed 14 recommendations for
the Victorian government to consider. Of course under
the process there is, I think, six months for a
government to provide a response, and that time has not
yet come. But in saying that, the state Labor budget has
in fact addressed some of the bigger issues that were
identified in this inquiry in terms of helping regional
and rural councils, but I will get to that in a little while.
Throughout the inquiry the committee heard evidence
from councils, community groups, peak bodies and
government departments as well as individuals, and we
heard many positive things about what rural and
regional councils do — the services that they provide
and what ratepayers get for their money — but we also
heard of course evidence regarding some of the
shortfalls in areas which could be improved. There
were considerable frustrations from ratepayers and
some organisations, and of course there were also
concerns about perceived conflicts of interest and a lack
of transparency. On the whole we found that there was
ongoing pressure to increase expenditure which, when
combined with a lot of changes in the revenue base of
councils, made it more difficult for those councils to
provide those services and maintain financial stability.
The evidence to the inquiry indicated that there should
be a new approach to funding councils. While
recognising that rural and regional councils play a vital
role in social cohesion, in guarding against the isolation
of the community, in the provision of community
infrastructure as well as the basics of roads and rubbish
and sport facilities and that sort of stuff, there needs to
be another approach to look at ensuring that councils
are viable and can continue to provide services now and
into the future.
One of the recommendations, which was based on
some of the evidence provided, was that there may be a
possibility for the state government to provide some
money and incentives to do things like look at the
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sharing of resources between councils and at things
such as more efficiencies in the way things operate. In
the state budget that has just been announced it was
great to see that something like $20 million has been
put aside for regional and rural councils to look at
things such as the transformation of programs and the
way they operate. Councils can apply for this money to
assist them in looking at gaining efficiencies in the
ways they operate.
Another very loud and clear issue that came through in
the inquiry was the inability of regional and rural
councils to fund the road maintenance that is required
on many country roads. I have to say it is great to see
that in the current state budget over $100 million has
been allocated to a fund called Fixing Country Roads.
That fund will help councils maintain their roads —
local roads; roads that are their responsibility — which
again is great news, because we have heard so much
concern around this area. Here again the Labor
government is listening to the community and to what
is needed. Also there will be a new authority created,
which will be based in Ballarat, again providing local
jobs and utilising local know-how in order to
implement this program and ensure it is done in the best
way possible and in line with the needs and wishes of
the community.
Even though there has been no response from the
government as yet to this inquiry, obviously a number
of the recommendations have already in a sense been
implemented through the budget, because the Labor
government is listening to people in regional and rural
areas and seeing what is needed. There are a number of
other recommendations, which I cannot go into because
of the lack of time, but it is a report that I hope has been
received well.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
financial and performance outcomes 2016–17
Ms RYAN (Euroa) (10:26) — This morning I wish
to speak on the Report on the 2016–17 Financial and
Performance Outcomes, which was tabled by the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee. Specifically
I want to refer to page 83 of that report, which talks
about the government’s actions around disadvantaged
students, the additional equity funding coming out of
the Gonski agreement with the federal government and
the action — or perhaps the lack of action — that the
government is taking.
I specifically want to focus this morning on rural and
regional education, because that is a particular passion
of mine. I have to say I am somewhat concerned by the
fact that this government does not have a dedicated
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rural education strategy. In 2014 the then
Auditor-General undertook an inquiry into outcomes in
rural and regional Victoria. The report was titled Access
to Education for Rural Students. He examined the
measures that the then Department of Education and
Early Childhood Development (DEECD) was
undertaking with respect to rural and regional education
and found a number of highly concerning problems
with them. I acknowledge that this is an issue that has
persisted across governments, although I think there
was a dedicated focus under regional development in
particular in the last term of government to address
some of these issues.
To me this simple statement from the
Auditor-General’s report summarises most adequately
the problem that I see in Victoria:
DEECD has not provided access to high-quality education for
all students. The gap in performance between rural and
metropolitan students in Victoria has persisted and shows no
sign of narrowing.

I think the fact that we are standing here in 2018 and we
still find that where you live determines the outcome of
your future is something that all in this chamber should
be concerned about. I think the Education State needs
to go beyond just a numberplate slogan. I think we need
a dedicated strategy to address that persistent gap that
exists between outcomes for country students and
outcomes for their metropolitan counterparts.
On the weekend, along with the Leader of The
Nationals, I was very proud to announce that The
Nationals, in coalition with the Liberals, if we are
elected to government, will indeed create that dedicated
focus on rural education. We announced our Brighter
Futures policy, the first step being an $80 million
capital fund to address key areas of disadvantage across
rural and regional Victoria.
My analysis of the Australian Early Development
Census (AEDC) is that it demonstrates that of the
20 worst performing local government areas in
Victoria, 15 are located in rural and regional Victoria.
In Yarriambiack when children start primary school, a
quarter of them are deemed vulnerable according to two
or more indices in the AEDC’s census. That is quite
extraordinary. When you go down the list, Benalla is
almost the same, with 20 per cent. Horsham, Latrobe,
Central Goldfields, Colac Otways, Swan Hill, Greater
Shepparton, Glenelg, Mount Alexander, Northern
Grampians, Campaspe, Moira and Gannawarra: those
councils are among the 20 worst performing in the
state. We know that problem exists but generally
speaking both sides of government over many, many
years have not had a dedicated strategy to address that
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issue. I think it is high time that we as a Parliament say
that we do not believe that it is good enough that where
you grow up should determine the outcome of your life.
That is why I am very proud of that policy. We will
have more to announce under the Brighter Futures
Fund as we get closer to the election. I think this is the
first step to supporting some very good organisations
like the Tomorrow Today Foundation in Benalla, the
Lighthouse Project in Shepparton and the Colman
Foundation, which has done a lot of work around
Robinvale, and to say, ‘You have been putting your
skin in the game and we are going to support you. We
do not believe that that gap should be persistent and we
do not think that we should simply accept it. We are
going to do something about it and we recognise that
will take time’.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2016–17
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) (10:31) — I refer
to the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee inquiry
into the budget estimates for 2016–17, and particularly to
the contribution by the Minister for Industry and
Employment. She referred to how working in
collaboration presents an opportunity to drive strategic
results. I want to continue the contest of ideas on the
need to place critical issues in the national interest above
partisanship. This is important not only at a state level,
but also for our relations with the Australian government.
Following last night’s federal budget we now have unity
tickets with the Australian government and the Victorian
government to build the airport rail link, and also the
next step for the missing link in our road networks.
These are major projects of national importance of key
state and community benefit.
What I am calling for now is the next step to make this
happen. This is really to have them under the
architecture of a city deal for Melbourne’s north to
match that for Sydney’s west. If you look at the
big-ticket item on infrastructure from last night’s
federal budget, it is the long-awaited rail link between
the city and Melbourne Airport. The next item was the
north-east link, and there is a federal commitment of
$1.75 million to get this up and going. We know that
the Premier has welcomed the north-east link money,
and I would presume that is likely to be matched by the
federal opposition leader Bill Shorten as well. We now
have these unity tickets in place, and it is critical that
we do not allow partisanship or procrastination to hold
them up any longer. I called for a rail link to the
Melbourne Airport in my first year in this Parliament,
and also for a city deal in the 2016 strategy Creating
Opportunity: Postcodes of Hope.
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To drive this strategy I have also written another report,
Building Smarter Cities: Stronger Communities. This
identifies priority projects and ranks them according to
their support from the three tiers of government, budget
submissions and assessments by the National Growth
Areas Alliance. This is the body that represents growth
councils in Melbourne’s north. Here is the big picture
that we can actually create: we can get a coordinated
strategy for the rail link from the city to Melbourne
Airport, the north-east link, the Outer Metropolitan
Ring Road and the arterial roads package. We can have
a light and heavy rail proposition, and we have got the
Beveridge intermodal freight set-up as well. This is the
big infrastructure that will actually drive the new
industries and jobs for the future that we need now,
particularly in Melbourne’s north.
The other proposition that we have is medical research.
Australia is not world-leading in many categories, but
we are in medical research. Last night we had Olivia
Newton-John here to acknowledge the Premier, the
Minister for Health and the Victorian government for
the $18 million contribution to fast-track research and
treatments to improve and save lives through the Olivia
Newton-John Cancer Wellness & Research Centre.
When you think about our medical research hubs, you
look at the Parkville precinct, where we have some of
our best and brightest around the University of
Melbourne. We have the Victorian Comprehensive
Cancer Centre, a cluster of 10 leading institutions of
international significance. We can harness them. In
putting this cluster in the north and bringing them
together, with St Vincent’s Hospital as well, there are
significant attributes that we can actually merge under
these propositions.
Why is this important? Because Melbourne’s north is a
significant contributor to the Victorian economy,
adding $17.6 billion in 2015–16, almost 7 per cent of
total gross state product. I think that this is an
opportunity whose time has come, and I would even
look at expanding this. If we extend out to the western
region as well this could be of strategic advantage to
deliver this deal. We cannot just leave these
communities isolated and fighting at each budget for
one little project here and another project there.
This is a unifying proposition, and the best thing is that
we already have support at the northern regional
assembly, where I put forward this proposition. The
proposal was a runaway winner. It got 72 per cent of
the vote in the highest category, with support from
160 community leaders, the Premier and five Victorian
cabinet members.
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Electoral Matters Committee: electronic voting
Ms ASHER (Brighton) (10:36) — I wish to make
some comments in relation to the inquiry into electronic
voting, tabled by the Electoral Matters Committee in
May 2017. I refer specifically to recommendation five,
whereby the Electoral Matters Committee
recommended that the Victorian Electoral Commission
(VEC) prepare a detailed cost-benefit analysis for the
rolling out of electronic roll mark-off facilities to all
Victorian polling places for the 2018 election. Of
course, this was part of the inquiry that was looking not
just at electronic voting but the use of modern
technology, in this case electronic roll mark-off.
I am pleased to report to the house that the VEC has
now responded to the Electoral Matters Committee, and
I thank the VEC for being able to refer to its response in
the Parliament today. In essence, in the 2014 election
the VEC used 1065 electronic roll marking devices in
all early voting centres and mobile voting centres, and
106 election day voting centres, meaning that 39 per
cent of voters were electronically marked off the roll.
The advantages of course of electronic roll mark-off is
that it is accurate, it stops multiple voting and it is more
efficient for handling particularly absentee votes
because the declaration envelope is no longer needed,
but of course there is additional expense. The conclusion
of the VEC after its very detailed cost-benefit analysis
is, and I quote from page i of the report:
… it would appear that the additional cost associated with a
statewide rollout of electronic roll marking is not yet
proportionate to the benefits realised.

However, a statewide rollout was one scenario that the
VEC looked at. I would like to refer in this chamber to
the other scenarios. The first one is scenario 1 on
page 14:
… a full rollout of electronic roll marking facilities to all early
voting centres and mobile teams; particular election day
voting centres anticipated to …

have the highest number of absent voters.
The VEC concluded that that would have 49.8 per cent
of total voters being marked off the roll electronically,
and that is a savings benefit over costs, according to the
VEC, of $158 600.
Scenario 2 involved a full rollout of electronic roll
marking facilities to all early voting centres and mobile
teams but then specific districts to be targeted for the
election day voting, in particular those eight districts
singled out by the VEC: Albert Park, Brunswick,
Bellarine, Geelong, Melbourne, Nepean, Prahran and
Richmond, and also Melbourne Airport. The VEC
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concluded, on page 15, that that would mean that
48.9 per cent of voters would be marked off the roll
electronically, leading to a savings over costs of
$189 600.
Scenario 3 is a more comprehensive scenario, and this
scenario included a full rollout of electronic roll
marking facilities to early voting centres, mobile teams
and all absentee issuing points at election day voting
centres. This one clearly has the biggest benefit in terms
of ease of counting absentee votes. This would result in
49.8 per cent of voters being marked off the roll
electronically, but it involves twice the number of
electronic mark-off devices as scenarios 1 and 2. This
would have a cost of $117 700 to the VEC.
Scenario 4 is the statewide deployment for electronic
voting centres. The VEC says that that would result in a
98.9 per cent electronic roll mark-off at a cost of
$2.66 million. As I have already indicated by the quote,
the VEC has rejected that option out of hand. I would
hope the VEC would look in a lot more detail at
scenarios 1, 2 and 3, and I would urge that if resources
are necessary the government provide those resources.

SERVICE VICTORIA BILL 2017
Council’s amendments
Message from Council relating to following
amendments considered:
1.

Clause 2, line 5, omit “1 March” and insert
“30 September”.

2.

Clause 57, line 8, omit “fifth” and insert “third”.

3.

Clause 57, line 14, omit “fifth” and insert “third”.

4.

Clause 58, page 49, after line 13 insert—
“(3) Without limiting the requirements of section 5 or
10, the Minister must not recommend to the
Governor in Council the making of a regulation—
(a) for the purposes of section 5 prescribing as a
transferred customer service function a
customer service function of a service agency
which is a Council; or
(b) for the purposes of section 10 prescribing as a
transferred identity verification function an
identity verification function of a service
agency which is a Council—
unless the Minister has obtained the prior
agreement to that transfer of the relevant Council
or Councils whose functions are to be transferred.”.
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Mr SCOTT (Minister for Finance) (10:41) — I
move:
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1.

expanding the post sentence scheme to apply to
both serious sex offenders and serious violent
offenders who after completing a prison sentence,
pose an ongoing and unacceptable risk of harm to
the community;

2.

establishing a legal framework for placing and
supervising offenders in a new secure residential
treatment facility;

3.

introducing a new Emergency Detention Order to
allow supervised offenders to be temporarily
detained for up to seven days to provide an
additional mechanism for managing the escalating
and imminent risk of an offender committing an
offence that causes serious interpersonal harm; and

4.

provision for the new Act to be reviewed within
five years of its operation.

That the amendments be agreed to.

Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) (10:41) — The
amendments that have been brought back from the
Council are unremarkable in the way they have been put
together. We as an opposition still have some major
concerns about this particular bill, and they were raised
extensively during debate, particularly given the history
of Labor governments when it comes to IT. A notable
example is the Myki debacle, which, as I said during the
substantive debate, is synonymous with Labor
governments’ failure when it comes to IT. Other
examples, such as the ultranet and certainly
HealthSMART, presided over by our now Premier, who
was then the Minister for Health, were a complete and
utter waste of taxpayers money which comprehensively
failed to do what they were trumpeted as doing. I think
all Victorians would see the Premier as standing
condemned for his involvement in that particular issue.
As far as the amendments that have come back from the
Council, the opposition does not oppose them.
Motion agreed to.

SERIOUS OFFENDERS BILL 2018
Statement of compatibility
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006, (the ‘Charter’), I
make this Statement of Compatibility with respect to the
Serious Offenders Bill 2018 (the Bill).
In my opinion, the Bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with human rights as set out in the
Charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview
Overview of the Bill
The Bill will repeal the current Serious Sex Offenders
(Detention and Supervision) Act 2009 and replace the
scheme which operated under that Act with a new civil
detention and supervision scheme that will apply to both
serious sex offenders and serious violence offenders.
The Bill implements the final phase of significant legislative
reforms to the post-sentence scheme that were recommended
by the Review of Complex Adult Victim Sex Offender
Management (Harper Review) to strengthen the management
of offenders who pose the greatest risk of harm to the
community. This is achieved through:

The Bill re-enacts recent reforms made by the Serious Sex
Offenders (Detention and Supervision) Amendment
(Governance) Act 2018 to strengthen the governance and
oversight of the scheme via the independent Post Sentence
Authority (Authority), which commenced operation in early
2018, and to facilitate shared responsibility and effective
coordination of services to offenders across government
agencies.
Consistent with the current scheme, the Bill provides for a
two-tier scheme: detention orders and supervision orders.
The first tier enables the Supreme Court to make a detention
order for the post-sentence detention of eligible serious
offenders who pose an unacceptable risk to the community of
reoffending, and detention is the only option. A detention
order may be made on application by the Director of Public
Prosecutions on the recommendation of the Secretary to the
Department of Justice and Regulation.
The second tier enables either the County Court or the
Supreme Court to make an order for the supervision of
offenders who pose an unacceptable risk of reoffending, but
can be safely supervised in the community. Supervision order
offenders will be subject to conditions imposed by the court,
which may include a requirement, in appropriate cases, to
reside at a new residential treatment facility, a residential
facility, or other accommodation in the community. A
supervision order may be made on the application of
the Secretary.
The Bill also provides for interim orders to support these
two tiers.
The following features of the Bill raise a number of human
rights issues which will be discussed in this Statement:
the requirement to give paramount consideration to the
safety and protection of the community;
eligibility criteria for offenders;
the making of supervision orders, detention orders,
interim orders and emergency detention orders,
including the making of conditions of supervision
orders;
the procedure relating to determining applications for
such orders;
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management powers relating to offenders in residential
facilities, residential treatment facilities (subject to an
intensive treatment and supervision condition) and in the
community, including entry, search and seizure powers;
police powers;
the procedures and powers relating to the Authority,
including the giving of directions and instructions in
relation to conditions;
non-publication orders;
information sharing provisions;
restrictions on freedom of information; and
reverse onus provisions.

The importance of the Bill
This Bill, by providing for the ongoing supervision and
detention of serious offenders, will necessarily limit a number
of human rights. However, the Bill seeks to address pressing
and substantial social concerns regarding the need to protect
the community against acts of serious interpersonal harm. In
general terms, the main purpose of the Bill is to enhance
community safety by requiring that offenders who have
served custodial sentences for serious sexual or violence
offences (or both), and who pose an unacceptable risk of
harm to the community, be subject to either a supervision or
detention order. In doing so, the Bill promotes the human
rights of community members, such as the rights to life (s 9),
liberty and security of person (s 21) and the protection of
children and families (s 17).
While I acknowledge that the Bill imposes limitations on the
human rights of offenders that will be subject to the scheme, I
consider that the structure of the scheme and the safeguards it
includes will ensure that these limits are reasonably justified
under section 7(2) of the Charter. Serious sexual and violence
offences can cause enduring harm to individuals and to
families, can inflict lifelong damage to victims’ wellbeing and
may target the most vulnerable members of our community. It
is the public’s expectation that all possible steps be taken
reduce an offender’s risk of further offending in order to
reduce the risk of harm to the community.
Consistent with the non-punitive purposes of the scheme, the
secondary purpose of the Bill is to facilitate the treatment and
rehabilitation of offenders subject to orders to reduce their
risk of harm to the community. The scheme is preventative in
nature, and is designed to ensure that any orders effect the
minimum limitation upon rights necessary to ensure
community safety. It is a civil scheme rather than criminal,
and it effects prevention, protection and rehabilitation of
offenders, rather than imposing any additional form of
punishment on offenders.
Human Rights Issues
Paramount consideration to the safety and protection of the
community
Clause 5 provides that in any decision under this Bill, a
person or body must give paramount consideration to the
safety and protection of the community. As a starting point,
this provision enhances the protection of human rights of the
community, including the rights to life (s 9), liberty and
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security of person (s 21) and the protection of families and
children (s 17).
However, this clause will also affect the human rights of
offenders subject to the scheme, and is relevant to any
consideration of the overall compatibility of the scheme. This
clause applies to all exercises of discretionary power under
the scheme to require paramount consideration of community
protection over the human rights of offenders.
In my view, such a clause is compatible with the Charter, as it
does not alter the discretion or independence of a
decision-maker under the scheme, nor preclude their ability to
consider and take into account an offender’s human rights, and
strike an appropriate balance on a case by case basis. It merely
obliges a decision-maker to give paramount weight to issues of
safety and protection of the community, when balancing such
interests against the human rights of an offender. In my view,
such a clause is compatible with the Charter.
Assessment of eligible offenders
Eligibility of an offender is relevantly defined in the Bill by
reference to whether a court has imposed a custodial sentence
on that offender for a serious sex offence or serious violence
offence.
Right not to be punished more than once (s 26) and the right
to be protected against a retrospective penalty (s 27)
This is relevant to a person’s right not to be punished more than
once for an offence in respect of which a person has already
been finally convicted (s 26 of the Charter), and to not be made
subject to a greater penalty for a criminal offence than what
applied to the offence when it was committed (s 27).
As highlighted above, the scheme is a civil rather than
criminal scheme (clause 6), directed towards prevention,
protection and the rehabilitation of offenders (clause 1). It is
not a punitive scheme. Whilst the imposition of specified
custodial sentences may be a trigger for eligibility, whether an
order is ultimately imposed is based only on an assessment of
future risk of reoffending, made with regard to an assessment
report prepared by a medical expert. Further, the imposition
of an order, which is protective, preventative and
rehabilitative in purpose, does not constitute a ‘penalty’ so as
to engage the protections against double jeopardy or
retrospective penalty in ss 26 and 27 of the Charter. In
considering this issue, I note that the High Court has
categorised post-sentence management schemes of high-risk
offenders based on criteria relating to public safety as a
protective rather than punitive enactment.
In addition, the eligibility criteria in the Bill enables the court
to assess an offender’s future risk in relation to the
commission of sexual and/or violent offending to achieve the
overarching aim of protecting the community from serious
interpersonal harm. This acknowledges that in some cases, it
is difficult to clearly delineate between sexual and violent
offending and that some offenders pose a risk of engaging in
both classes of conduct. I am satisfied that the eligibility
criteria is compatible with the Charter on the basis that there
is a close connection or association between these two classes
of offending, and the statutory criteria the court is to apply in
making orders are clear and transparent and give the court the
ultimate discretion whether or not to impose an order.
As this Statement will outline, the scheme balances and
protects the offender’s interests with those of the community
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to ensure that any restrictions imposed on the offender are the
minimum that are necessary to achieve the purposes of the
Bill. This requirement applies throughout the Bill. For
supervision orders, the requirement applies to the court’s
determination of conditions, and to the Authority’s giving of
directions or instructions. For detention orders, there is a
requirement that offenders detained in prison are treated as
unconvicted prisoners. The requirements for regular reviews
of orders, as well as the ability to go back to the court at any
time for a review highlights the protective purpose of the
scheme by ensuring that the offender is only subject to an
order while he or she continues to pose the requisite risk.
Accordingly, I am satisfied that the eligibility provisions are
compatible with the Charter.
Supervision orders
The making of supervision orders with core conditions
The making of a supervision order under Part 3 of the Bill
necessarily limits the human rights of an offender. As a
starting point, if a court determines to make a supervision
order over a person, the court must impose the core
conditions set out in clause 31 of the Bill. The core conditions
include prohibiting the offender from committing certain
offences (including any further serious sex or violence
offences) and engaging in specified behaviour that threatens
safety, imposing certain attendance and reporting
requirements (including in relation to employment), requiring
the offender to obey instructions and directions from specified
persons and limited the offender’s ability to leave Victoria
without permission.
The core conditions engage and limit a number of human
rights, such as the rights to:
freedom of movement (s 12) and liberty (s 21) — by
restricting an offender’s capacity to leave Victoria and
requiring them to attend certain places at certain time;
and
privacy (s 13) and expression (s 15) — by imposing
notification and visitation obligations on an offender,
requiring an offender to obey lawful instructions and
preventing an offender from engaging in certain
conduct.
Relevantly, the making of a supervision order also imposes
consequential restrictions on an offender’s ability to change
their name (Part 17).
In my view, any limits on human rights through the making
of supervision orders with core conditions is reasonably
justified and compatible with the Charter, for the following
reasons.
The primary purpose of supervision orders is preventative and
directed at reducing risk of reoffending with the minimum
interference necessary to achieve this protective purpose. An
application for a supervision order cannot be made without
filing an assessment report from a medical expert in respect of
the eligible offender (clause 13(2)). The content of a report is
prescribed by the Bill and includes a clinical assessment of
level of risk, which is generally determined with reference to
a number of assessment tools that take into account the full
range of dynamic, environmental, internal and external
factors relevant to a critical assessment of an offender’s risk.
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The making of a supervision order is governed by transparent,
accessible and predictable criteria (clause 14(1)). To be
satisfied that the threshold test of ‘unacceptable risk’ is made
out, the court must be satisfied by acceptable, cogent
evidence, and to a high degree of probability (clause 14(3)).
The test has been the subject of case law, and has been
interpreted to be an evaluative task that requires the court to
assess the degree of likelihood of the occurrence of the risk
against the nature of the risk and its consequences. A court
cannot make a supervision order unless satisfied that the
threshold test is made out, being that the offender poses an
unacceptable risk of committing a serious sex or violence
offence if a supervision order is not made and the offender is
in the community. Even if this test is satisfied, a court has
discretion as to whether or not to make a supervision order.
The core conditions that comprise the inherent minimum
requirements are necessary to both achieve the community
protection aim of the supervision order and facilitate the
proper administration and enforceability of the order. In my
view, the core conditions are reasonable limits on a person’s
rights in circumstances where there is a real and genuine risk
to public safety posed by an offender. These conditions have
sufficient connection with the protective and rehabilitative
purpose of the Bill, and are not punitive in their scope or
practical effect.
The Bill also preserves an offender’s right to a fair hearing in
relation to applications for a supervision order, which I
consider in more detail below under ‘Procedure relating to
applications’. Once a supervision order is made, it is subject
to ongoing review as to its continuation, including both
mandatory reviews at defined intervals and discretionary
reviews by application of either the Secretary or the offender
(Part 8). When reviewing a supervision order, the court must
revoke the order unless it is satisfied that the threshold
‘unacceptable risk’ test is still met (clause 106). Finally, an
offender is provided with full rights of appeal to the Court of
Appeal for a rehearing, with the Court of Appeal empowered
to consider new evidence relevant to the application.
In my view, the above features of the scheme ensure that a
supervision order, which by its very nature limits rights, will
only be made in reasonable and justified circumstances,
directly for the important purposes of community protection
and rehabilitation, and where any less restrictive means for
managing the offender’s risk are not reasonably available.
Core condition prohibiting behaviour or conduct that
threatens safety
In addition, clause 31(9) of the Bill provides that a core
condition of every supervision order prohibits an offender
from engaging in any behaviour or conduct that threatens the
safety of any person (including the offender). Similarly, other
discretionary conditions may be imposed to address types of
behaviours that may increase the risk of the offender
engaging in behaviour or conduct that threatens the safety of
any person (including the offender). In effect, these provisions
restrict an offender’s freedom to self-harm and may limit
personal autonomy rights, such as the rights to privacy, liberty
and humane treatment when deprived of liberty. Given the
secondary purpose of a supervision order is to facilitate the
treatment and rehabilitation of an offender, I consider any
limits on an offender’s rights that result from this condition to
be justified in this context. A condition of this nature is
appropriate in the context of a scheme that is intended to
protect the community from serious interpersonal harm, and
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facilitates the proper management and rehabilitation of
offenders.
However, I note that it is not presently an offence in Victoria
to self-harm or to threaten to do so. Given that an offender is
subject to a supervision order in part for a rehabilitative
purpose, the Bill makes clear that the offence of contravening
a condition of a supervision order does not apply to a
condition prohibiting self-harm. In other words, an offender
who engages in self-harm cannot be found guilty of the
offence of contravening a condition of a supervision order
(clause 169(2)). This avoids any arbitrary or disproportionate
outcomes which may result from the criminalisation of
self-harm in this context and, accordingly, ensures that the
provision is compatible with human rights in the Charter.
The imposition of suggested and discretionary conditions
A court also has discretion to impose additional conditions
when making, renewing or reviewing an order. These
additional conditions can impose further restrictions or
obligations on an offender which will affect and in many
cases limit a number of human rights, including mandating:
where an offender may reside (including a residential
facility) and the conditions in which they may be absent
from their residence, including being subject to a curfew
and being accompanied while on outings (affecting an
offender’s rights to privacy (s 13), liberty (s 21), the
freedom to choose where to live (s 12) and humane
treatment when deprived of liberty (s 22));
treatment or rehabilitation programs that the offender
must attend and participate in, and requiring attendance
to a medical expert for personal examinations (affecting
an offender’s right not to be subject to medical treatment
without consent (s 10)).
abstinence from alcohol and/or drugs, and submission to
testing for use of such substances (rights to privacy
(s 13) and medical treatment without consent (s 10));
types of employment an offender cannot engage in (right
to privacy (s 13));
areas or places the offender cannot visit, and community
activities the offender cannot engage in (rights to privacy
(s 13) and freedom of movement (s 12));
persons or classes of person the offender cannot have
contact with (right to freedom of association (s 16));
types of conduct the offender cannot engage in (privacy
(s 13) and freedom of expression (s 15));
forms of monitoring (including electronic monitoring)
the offender must submit to (privacy (s 13) and freedom
of movement (s 12)); and
any other conditions the court considers appropriate,
having regard to the purpose of conditions.
In my view, this feature of the scheme is compatible with the
Charter, and any limits on human rights will be reasonably
justified, for the following reasons.
Discretionary conditions can only be imposed for the
purposes specified in the Bill, which relate to effecting the
overall preventative aim of the scheme to reduce the
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offender’s risk of re-offending, providing for the reasonable
concerns of victims and promoting the rehabilitation and
treatment of the offender (clause 27). A court must undertake
a proportionality analysis when imposing conditions, and is
required by the Bill to ensure that any discretionary
conditions constitute the minimum interference with the
offender’s liberty, privacy or freedom of movement that is
necessary in the circumstances to ensure the purposes of the
conditions, and are reasonably related to the gravity of the
risk of the offender re-offending. This ensures that any
additional condition is not only necessary and directly
connected to the purpose of the supervision order, but also the
least restrictive means available (clause 27(4)). Where the
continued operation of a condition is not justified, a court has
discretion to make temporary conditions not exceeding
6 months, and require the parties to attend the court for a
further hearing to determine final conditions, which provides
a mechanism for ensuring that conditions remain necessary
and adapted to any changing circumstances (clause 42). This
is a significant protection against unjustifiable limits being
imposed on an individual offender’s rights and ensures that
any such limits are proportionate to the risk of reoffending.
There are additional limits and safeguards relating to the
imposition of certain residence conditions (discussed below).
Conditions prohibiting certain types of behaviour or conduct
must be related to conduct that was preparatory to the
offending, may increase the risk of offending or threatens the
safety of any person. The Bill also ensures that conditions are
responsive to changing circumstances. Upon review of a
supervision order, a court must ensure that all additional
conditions imposed on the order are still necessary and the
least restrictive means available, and must make any
variations necessary.
Fair hearing rights are preserved in relation to conditions,
with an offender entitled to make submissions to the court on
conditions (clause 28), as well as apply to the court for a
review of any additional conditions of an order if there are
new facts or circumstances to justify a review, or it is in the
interests of justice (clause 110). Further, as with all court
decisions under the Bill, an offender has a right to appeal to
the Court of Appeal regarding the imposition of any condition
(clause 115).
The above procedures and safeguards ensure that any
limitations upon human rights from a particular condition
continue to be necessary and relevant to achieve the stated
preventative and protective purposes of the scheme. I am
satisfied that the above procedures and guarantees will ensure
that a discretionary condition will only be imposed on an order
in circumstances where there are no less restrictive means
reasonably available to achieve the purpose of the scheme.
Restrictive conditions
The Bill provides for a class of conditions called ‘restrictive
conditions’. Restrictive conditions are made up of specified
core conditions and certain additional conditions that may be
declared under clause 41 to be a restrictive condition.
Specified core conditions include prohibitions against
committing serious sex, violence or additional offences (as set
out in Schedules 1 to 3 of the Bill) or engaging in certain
behaviour or conduct that poses risks to good order, safety or
welfare in certain contexts such as in a residential facility.
Clause 41 provides that a court may declare specified
additional conditions to be restrictive conditions if satisfied on
reasonable grounds that such a declaration is necessary to
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address the risk of harm to the community presented by an
offender. The discretionary conditions capable of being
declared restrictive relate to alcohol or drug consumption,
residence and the circumstances an offender may leave the
residence, exclusion areas, prohibited contact or
contravention of firearms or controlled weapons legislation. A
ruling relating to whether to declare a condition to be
‘restrictive’ can be appealed.
Pursuant to clause 169, and in connection with s 10AB of the
Sentencing Act 1991, a court must impose a term of
imprisonment of not less than 12 months for an intentional or
reckless contravention of a restrictive condition (not including
a contravention of the conditions relating to medical treatment
or prohibiting self-harm), unless satisfied that a special
reasons exists. Special reasons are set out under s 10A of the
Sentencing Act 1991 and include where the offender has
provided assistance to the police or the Crown, has a
substantially diminished ability to regulate their behaviour
due to being of a specified age and possessing psychosocial
immaturity, or has impaired mental functioning.
These minimum sentencing provisions are relevant to the
Charter’s protection from cruel, inhuman or degrading
punishment (section 10), arbitrary detention (section 21) and
the right to fair trial (section 24). A further issue concerning
the ‘reasonable excuse’ exception and the right to be
presumed innocent (section 25(1)) is discussed below under
‘Reverse onus provisions (legal burden)’.
Protection from cruel, inhuman or degrading punishment
(section 10) and right to liberty (section 21)
Section 10 of the Charter relevantly provides that a person
must not be punished in a cruel, inhuman or degrading way.
Section 21 of the Charter relevantly provides that a person
must not be deprived of his or her liberty except on grounds,
and in accordance with procedures, established by law. To be
compatible with these rights, a scheme of minimum
sentencing must be proportionate to the punishment that is
appropriate by normal sentencing standards, having regard to
the nature of the offence and the circumstances of the offender.
In my opinion, a statutory minimum sentence of 12 months
imprisonment (with any non-parole period) for an offence of
intentional or reckless failure to comply with a restrictive
condition does not limit these rights, as it does not compel the
imposition of a grossly disproportionate sentence, for the
following reasons.
Firstly, the statutory minimum sentences are only triggered in
limited circumstances, which involve breaches of restrictive
conditions. A condition is restrictive either because it relates
to prohibiting further sexual, violent or other offending,
which by its very nature involves a high level of harm and
culpability, or is a condition considered necessary to address
the risk of an offender engaging in further sexual or violent
offending. This ensures the minimum sentence is sufficiently
connected and commensurate to breaches of certain
conditions which present the most serious risk to community
safety. Further, the breach must be intentional or reckless,
which focuses on the mindset of an offender and involves
consideration of their level of premeditation or malicious
intent prior to or during the offending.
Secondly, the minimum sentence is 12 months (with any
non-parole period of at least six months), which is within the
range of normal sentencing standards for any offence
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considered to be at the higher end of the objective range of
wrongdoing.
Finally, the exception for special reasons safeguards against
the imposition of a disproportionate sentence by allowing a
court to depart from the statutory minimum sentence if it
finds that the personal characteristics and/or the particular
circumstances of the case justify doing so. Once a special
reason is found to exist, a court has full discretion, and may
impose any sentence it considers appropriate, including a
non-custodial sentence.
Right to a fair trial (s 24)
Section 24 of the Charter relevantly provides that a person
charged with a criminal offence has the right to have the
charge decided by an independent and impartial court or
tribunal after a fair and public hearing.
Although the Bill limits the permissible sentence a court may
impose for an intentional or reckless breach of a restrictive
condition by setting a ‘floor’ with a minimum period of
imprisonment, the court has complete discretion above this
floor and may apply general sentencing principles.
Furthermore, as outlined above, the Bill’s special reasons
provision allows a court to take account of factors that justify
removal of the statutory minimum sentence. I also note that
the High Court has consistently held that provisions imposing
minimum sentences do not constitute a usurpation of judicial
power and, as such, do not limit the independence of a court.
Detention Orders
Part 5 enables the Supreme Court to make detention orders in
respect of an eligible offender. The effect of a detention order
is to commit an offender to detention in a prison for the period
of the order. This primarily engages the right to liberty and
protection against arbitrary detention (s 21 of the Charter). A
detention order will also impose additional constraints on a
range of human rights, by way of the very nature of the
conditions detention and the means of carrying out a
detention order, which include an offender being managed
pursuant to the Corrections Act 1986 (with modifications
discussed below). This can include varying degrees of
restrictions on the following rights:
freedom of movement (s 12), in relation to degree of
freedom afforded to move around the detention unit or
around the greater prison;
privacy (s 13), in relation to conditions of detention,
search and seizure conditions, visitation arrangements
and sending/receiving mail;
freedom of thought, conscience, religion and belief
(s 14), in relation to any practical limits on an offender’s
ability to practise their religion;
freedom of expression (s 15), in relation to any
additional limits on imparting or receiving ideas through
restrictions on permissible activities or property;
freedom of association (s 16), in relation to additional
limits on an offender’s ability associate with others and
socialise;
freedom to take part in public life and cultural rights
(ss 18 and 19); and
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justify the making of the order, and the court is satisfied that it
is in the public interest to make an interim order.

Drawing on my justification for the Charter compatibility of
supervision orders, I am satisfied that the provisions for the
making of detention orders are compatible with the Charter,
and in particular, the protection against arbitrary detention. It
is significant that such orders can only be made by the
Supreme Court on the basis of strict criteria that require
satisfaction of higher standard than the making of supervision
orders. The criteria for making such an order is clearly
prescribed and sufficient to warrant an interference with
liberty. This includes a two-step test that requires the Supreme
Court to first make a finding of unacceptable risk to the
requisite standard (clause 63), and then to also be satisfied
that a detention order is the only option (clause 64). In
deciding whether or not to make an order, the Court must
consider the means of managing the offender’s risk and the
likely impact of the order on an offender, which includes on
an offender’s human rights. Like with supervision orders, the
Supreme Court retains an overall discretion in deciding
whether or not to make the order, even if these tests are made
out. A period of a detention order cannot exceed three years,
and must be reviewed every 12 months. An offender may also
appeal the making or renewal of a detention order.

Interim orders can include the same level of restrictions on an
offender’s human rights as final orders, and have a lower
requisite standard of proof. Circumstances can arise where an
offender, who may pose an unacceptable risk of reoffending,
may be about to be released from custody into the community
or may be subject to an order which is about to expire, and it
is not possible to determine an application prior to this event
happening. Given the risk that such an offender may pose to
the community while an application is still being determined,
it is necessary that the scheme provide for an interim order to
cover any such periods.

Offenders who are subject to a detention order are committed
to detention in prison with the status of ‘unconvicted
prisoners’. This engages the Charter’s right to humane
treatment when deprived of liberty.

Emergency Detention Orders

Right to humane treatment when deprived of liberty (s 22)
Section 22 provides that all persons derived of liberty must be
treated with humanity and respect for the inherent dignity of
the human person. Section 22 also provides that persons
detained without charge must be segregated from persons
who have been convicted of offences except where
reasonably necessary, and must be treated in a way that is
appropriate for a person who has not been convicted.
Clause 255 of the Bill preserves this right by requiring that
offenders detained in prison be treated appropriately, subject
to any reasonable requirements necessary to maintain the
management, security and good order of the prison, and the
safe custody and welfare of the offender or persons serving
custodial sentences. Clause 255 also requires that an offender
not be accommodated or detained in the same area as persons
serving custodial sentences, unless with the consent of the
offender if reasonably necessary for rehabilitation, treatment,
work, education, general socialisation, or if necessary for safe
custody, welfare or good order grounds.
These exceptions aim to achieve the important purpose of
ensuring that the over-arching management of the prison is
not compromised. The regular review of detention orders by
the Supreme Court provides an additional check on the
treatment of offenders subject to such orders. In my view,
section 22 is not limited by the detention order scheme.
Accordingly, I am satisfied that the detention order scheme is
compatible with the Charter.
Interim Supervision and Detention Orders
Parts 4 and 6 of the Bill provide for interim supervision and
detention orders to be imposed where an application for an
order has been made and it appears to the court that the
documentation supporting the application would, if proved,

In my view, any limitations on rights resulting from the
interim order scheme are reasonably justified given an interim
order cannot be made unless there are grounds to support the
making of a final order, and it is in the public interest. Further,
interim orders are limited to a maximum of four months in
duration, including any extensions, unless the court is
satisfied that exceptional circumstances exist. An offender is
also provided with rights to appeal both the making of an
interim order and its extension. Accordingly, I am satisfied
that this feature of the scheme is compatible with the Charter.

Part 7 of the Bill provides for the Supreme Court to make an
emergency detention order on application of the Secretary.
An emergency detention order can be sought over an offender
who is subject to a supervision or interim supervision order
and because of altered circumstances the offender poses an
imminent risk of committing a serious sex and/or violence
offence if an emergency detention order is not made. An
emergency detention order is limited to a period not
exceeding 168 hours (7 days).
The criteria for making an order is clearly prescribed and
consistent with the protective purpose of the scheme
generally, requiring an ‘imminent’ risk arising from altered
circumstances to justify deprivation of liberty. Clause 89
requires the court to find that the alleged matters in support of
the application, if proved, would establish that because of
circumstances that have altered since the time the order and
conditions were imposed by the court, the offender poses an
imminent risk of committing a serious sex and/or violence
offence if the emergency detention order is not made. As with
the tests for making supervision and detention orders, the
Supreme Court retains its discretion not to make an
emergency detention order even if satisfied that the requisite
test is made out. In determining whether or not to make an
order, the Court may consider the means of managing the
offender’s risk and the likely impact of the order on an
offender, which includes on an offender’s human rights. The
making of the order occurs following traditional judicial
processes, which preserve an offender’s right to a fair hearing
(see discussion below on ‘Procedure relating to applications).
I note however that the Court may decide to hear an
application for an emergency detention order without notice
and in the absence of the offender (clause 88). In deciding
whether or not to hear an emergency detention order
application in the absence of the offender, the court is obliged
under s 6(2)(b) of the Charter to give effect to the right to a
fair hearing, including ensuring that any limit on this right
from proceeding with an ex parte hearing is justified in the
circumstances under s 7(2) of the Charter.
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The emergency detention order can continue for no longer
than is necessary to enable action to be taken to ensure that
the offender is provided with adequate supervision. No
renewals or extensions are permitted, and the Court may not
make more than one emergency detention order in respect of
the same instance of ‘altered circumstances’. This ensures that
the limit is tailored to the protective purpose without going
further than necessary to achieve that purpose. Both the
offender and the Secretary may appeal a decision to make, or
not make, an emergency detention order. The availability of
an appeal provides an additional safeguard that assist with
compatibility with liberty rights in section 21 of the Charter.
I am satisfied that the emergency detention order scheme is
compatible with the Charter.
Procedure relating to determining applications for orders
under the scheme
Part 10 of the Bill regulates the procedure which applies to
hearing the various applications I have discussed above.
Section 24 relevantly provides that a party to a civil
proceeding has the right to have the proceeding decided by a
competent, independent and impartial court or tribunal after a
fair and public hearing. This encompasses a party’s right to
procedural fairness, which entitles a person to know the case
against them, to have access to documents or information that
are necessary for a fair trial, and to have a reasonable
opportunity to put their case under conditions that do not
place them at a substantial disadvantage to their opponent.
The following features of the scheme are relevant to this right.
Exclusion of evidence from disclosure
Clause 124 empowers a court to exclude evidence from
disclosure to an offender if satisfied it is in the public interest
not to disclose, it cannot be suitably redacted or communicated
in a way that would not prejudice the public interest, and would
not lead to significant unfairness to the offender. Clause 135
also provides that victims submissions are not to be released to
an offender unless certain grounds are met, which includes that
the court considers the release of the submission as essential in
the interests of fairness and justice.
I note that High Court has endorsed the judicial use of
information not disclosed to an affected party, as long as the
court retains discretion to independently assess the excluded
information, determine whether it should be excluded from
disclosure (or only parts of it) and how much weight to afford
it in terms of fairness to the parties. These features, and the
ultimate discretion of the court, are preserved by this
provision, and accordingly it does not limit the right to a fair
hearing. Further, the conditions for excluding evidence from
disclosure are closely tailored to avoid, to the extent possible,
any denial of procedural fairness to an offender. I also note a
court would also be obliged under s 6(2)(b) of the Charter to
give effect to the right to a fair hearing when determining an
application for an order under the scheme, as well as
equivalent common law rights.
Hearing an application in the absence of the offender
The Bill implements a number of protections to preserve an
offender’s right to a fair hearing, including obliging a court to
grant an offender reasonable opportunity to obtain an
independent report and legal representation, before hearing an
application for a supervision, detention or emergency
detention order.
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Clause 128 requires an offender to be present for the hearing
of all applications under the Bill (both applications for full,
interim or emergency orders, and reviews). The provision
does permit a hearing to proceed and be determined in the
absence of an offender in certain specified circumstances,
which include if doing so would not prejudice the interests of
the offender, and it is in the interests of justice to require the
hearing to proceed. As above, I note that a court will be
obliged, by section 6(2)(b) of the Charter to apply and enforce
relevant Charter rights that relate to court proceedings, such
as the fair hearing right (and also by the court’s common law
obligations of procedural fairness). While the court may
proceed in the absence of the offender, it is up to the court
whether to do so, the court would need to consider whether
limiting the right to a fair hearing, particularly when detention
is a possible outcome, could be justified under s 7(2) of the
Charter. I am satisfied that this provision does not limit the
right to a fair hearing.
Management of offenders at residential facilities
As part of the scheme, the Bill provides that a court may
impose certain additional conditions on an offender’s
supervision order, including that the offender may reside at a
residential facility. Such a condition can only be imposed in
respect of an offender whom is eligible for the scheme for
committing a serious sex offence. A residential facility is a
premises appointed under clause 178 that is to provide for the
supervision, case management and safe accommodation of
offenders, and for the protection of the community.
Division 1 of Part 13 of the Bill sets out the powers of
managing an offender at a residential facility. These include
powers of supervision officers or specified officers to:
give reasonable instructions to offenders that are
necessary to ensure the good order of the facility, the
safety and welfare of persons in the facility, and
compliance with the conditions of a supervision or
interim supervision order or any corresponding
instructions given by the Authority (clause 183);
use force or apply instruments of restraint to enforce
instructions in certain circumstances (such as when the
use of force is necessary to prevent the offender or
another person being killed or seriously injured, or to
prevent serious damage to property) (clause 184);
exclude visitors for safety reasons (clause 188); and
certain search and seizure powers (Part 14, discussed
below).
I also note that the Part also provides for the entitlement of an
offender to enter and leave a residential facility (subject to the
limits of their order) and for visitors to enter a residential
facility (subject to limits). The management of an individual
offender will depend upon the conditions of the offender’s
supervision order. Subject to those conditions and any
directions of the Post Sentence Authority, it will be possible
for an offender to leave the facility from time to time.
A residential facility condition and the use of these powers
will be relevant to a number of rights, including freedom of
movement (s 12), privacy (s 13), liberty (s 21), and humane
treatment when deprived of liberty (s 21).
The condition can only be imposed if the court determines
that the offender should reside at a residential facility and the
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court is satisfied that there is no other suitable
accommodation available. As a discretionary condition, the
condition must also constitute the minimum interference with
the offender’s rights to liberty, privacy or freedom of
movement that is necessary in the circumstances to ensure the
purposes of the conditions, and must be reasonably related to
the gravity of the risk of the offender re-offending.
The primary purpose of the management provisions is to
ensure the security and safety of offenders accommodated at
the residential facility, the people who work there and others
in the community. The very nature of supervision orders
necessitates that some offenders subject to such orders may
present a danger to officers tasked with their management and
to other persons at the facility, as well as to the community.
Officers require the authority to issue lawfully binding
instructions or use force in necessary circumstances to
properly manage the risk posed by some offenders. These
powers meet important community expectations that officers
tasked with the supervision or management of high risk
offenders are able to effectively discharge their duties to
ensure compliance with orders. This expectation forms part of
a broader and legitimate expectation that officers with duties
under the scheme are able to fulfil their role in contributing to
public safety, and in ensuring the good order of residential
facilities. Finally, the Secretary has a duty of care to ensure a
safe working environment for specified prison officers, which
requires the availability of such powers in order to
appropriately manage offenders.
I also consider that these powers are appropriately prescribed
with clear criteria that relates to legitimate objectives such as
good order and safety concerns.
These provisions accord with these principles as it permits
reasonable force to be used only in strict circumstances which
is directly connected to protecting life or property. It is only
authorised where a specified prison officer has given a
direction to an offender that is necessary for the safety of a
person, and reasonable force is required to compel an
offender to obey this direction to prevent a person from being
killed or seriously injured, or property being seriously
damaged. I further note that use of an instrument of restraint
on an offender is only permitted in relation to preventing a
person being killed or seriously injured. This criteria is
consistent with other statutory provisions authorising the use
of force in defence of a person or property, such as under the
Crimes Act 1958 in relation to self-defence or to stop the
commission of an indictable offence. All use of force must be
reported as soon as possible to the Commissioner, who must
in turn report to the Secretary.
In practical terms, there are existing operational procedures
for officers exercising such powers which ensure that the use
of force is always proportionate to the relevant safety risk and
a last resort. Officers are trained to appropriately assess
security risks and must identify possible courses of action that
involve the use of all other options before resorting to the use
of force to manage risks to safety, such as verbal direction,
communication or negotiation.
In relation to the use of force provisions, any use of force
must be no more than absolutely necessary and strictly
proportionate to achieving a clearly-defined lawful purpose.
Consequently, to the extent that human rights are limited by
the use of such powers, any limitation will be reasonable and
will constitute the least restrictive alternative available.
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Accordingly, I am satisfied that any interference with human
rights caused by the residential facility condition, and the
accompanying management powers in Division 1 of Part 13,
are compatible with the Charter.
Framework for managing offenders in residential treatment
facilities
Intensive treatment and supervision condition
The Bill also provides that a court may impose a condition on
a supervision order requiring an offender to reside at
residential treatment facility (clause 32). A residential
treatment facility will provide short-term supported
accommodation, intensive individualised therapeutic
interventions and supervision. It is considered a ‘step-up’
accommodation option from a residential facility, and a
‘step-down’ from a prison pursuant to a detention order. A
condition that an offender reside in a residential treatment
facility will have additional implications on an offender’s
rights to freedom of movement (s 12), privacy (s 13), and
liberty (s 21). The Bill requires that if a court imposes this
condition, it must also impose a series of conditions that
include restricting an offender from leaving the residential
treatment facility other than in certain circumstances, and
requiring all leave to be accompanied by a community
corrections officer and subject to electronic monitoring,
unless otherwise directed by the Authority.
It is important to emphasise that the purpose of imposing an
intensive treatment and supervision condition is primarily to
protect the community rather than to further punish the
offender. Such a condition aims to provide intensive
treatment to reduce an offender’s risk, to provide support and
case management to assist the offender in complying with
conditions, and to transition the offender from the facility to
the community. Being compelled to reside in a more secure
and structured environment for a therapeutic and
rehabilitative purpose does not unjustifiably limit rights,
provided that the risk to others is sufficient to justify that level
of supervision. The Bill ensures this by requiring that a court
be satisfied the condition is necessary to reduce the offender’s
risk, and that less restrictive means of managing the offender
have been tried and considered.
Reflecting that this condition will have a greater impact on an
offender’s rights, the Bill provides for additional safeguards
around the imposition of this condition to ensure
compatibility with the Charter. Importantly, the Bill allows
the court to consider the effect of such a supervision order on
the human rights of the offender, incorporating human rights
considerations into the court’s decision-making powers.
Before the condition is imposed, a court must consider a
treatment and supervision plan filed by the Secretary, which
must identify the treatment and services that will be offered to
the offender in the facility, the benefits of such services and
why they are required to help reduce the risk of the offender,
whether any less restrictive means have been tried and
considered, and a proposed process for transitioning the
offender out of the facility. This process, and these mandatory
considerations, reinforce the protective purpose of the
condition that residence in the facility must be for a
therapeutic purpose, and ensures that any interference with an
offender’s liberty go no further than is necessary to achieve
the relevant purposes.
Regular reviews by an independent body are required where a
person is deprived of liberty for a protective or rehabilitative
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purpose. The Bill provides that such a condition can only
remain in force for a period not exceeding 2 years. It can be
extended for an additional period not exceeding 12 months if
the court is satisfied that the condition remains necessary to
reduce risk, and such risk cannot be reduced by any less
restrictive means of supervision (clause 44). Any second or
subsequent extension can only be granted if the court is
satisfied that exceptional circumstances exist. The condition
must be reviewed by a court each year (clause 113), and a
court must revoke the condition unless it is satisfied that the
condition is necessary to reduce the risk of the offender
committing a serious sex offence or serious violent offence,
and that less restrictive means would not reduce the risk. The
court must consider whether the treatment and services set out
in the Treatment and Supervision Plan were offered to the
offender, the offender’s engagement with those services, and
whether any changes are required to the Plan. Such regular
reviews by a court strengthen compatibility with the Charter
by ensuring restrictions remain necessary in relation to any
changing circumstances of the offender.
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The framework has various checks and balances, including
providing for offender rights relating to access to medical
treatment, disability services, educational programs, visits,
unimpeded complaints to oversight bodies, letters, food
standards, open air, clothing and religious practice. The Bill
also provides for independent visitors to visit the facility. The
mandatory court reviews every 12 months ensures a court has
regular oversight and scrutiny of the manner in which an
offender is managed within a residential treatment facility.
Of relevance to the ‘intensive treatment’ nature of this
facility, I also note that an offender’s failure to comply with a
medical treatment condition is not an offence under the Bill
(by way of the exception in clause 169). This preserves an
offender’s right not to be subjected to medical treatment
without consent (s 10(c) of the Charter).
Accordingly, I am satisfied that these minimum guarantees
ensure that an offender’s right to humane treatment when
detained in a residential treatment facility will be preserved.

I further note that an offender may only be required to reside
in a residential treatment facility if a court decides to impose
an intensive treatment and supervision condition. The process
by which this condition will be imposed is consistent with
traditional judicial process, involving an application to the
court, notice to the offender concerned, provision of full
procedural fairness and a public hearing before a
determination is made. The condition can only be imposed by
a court, and the Authority’s emergency power of direction
(discussed below) cannot be exercised to require an offender
to reside at such a facility (clause 142(4)). As with all court
decisions under the Bill, an offender retains the right to appeal
the imposition of such a condition.

Management of offenders at other locations

Managing offenders at residential treatment facilities

Alcohol and drug testing of offenders

Division 2 of Part 13 of the Bill sets out the management of
offenders at residential treatment facility, and determine the
extent of the limitation on an offender’s rights when subject to
his condition. I note that the powers discussed about in
relation to Division 1 of Part 13 also apply to a residential
treatment facility, and the same justification analysis as above
also applies.

For completeness, I also note Division 4 of Part 13 contains
provisions empowering supervision officers, community
corrections officers and police to conduct alcohol and drug
testing of offenders, and compel an offender to submit to such
testing. This power applies only in respect of where the
offender’s order imposes a condition requiring the offender to
submit to testing. As these provisions facilitate the
enforcement of a court imposed condition following the
processes outlined above, I am satisfied that this Division is
compatible with the Charter.

The management of an individual offender in a residential
treatment facility will depend upon the conditions of the
offender’s supervision order, the terms of the treatment and
supervision order, any directions of the Authority and
instructions of relevant officers. While it is possible for an
offender to receive visitors and leave the facility, these
entitlements may be limited by way of the above restrictions
(clauses 199 and 205). The ability to limit an offender’s
liberty and freedom of movement within the facility is
relatively confined however (clause 198). The Bill provides
for offenders residing at a residential treatment facility to be
searched in specified circumstances (discussed below), and
for offenders to be subject to force to prevent death or serious
injury, or serious damage to property, or an authorised
instrument of restraint, but again only to prevent death or
serious injury (clause 197). Correspondence to external
complaint bodies is excluded from being subject to the power
to search. The Bill also provides a power of arrest to
supervision or specified officers, who may arrest an offender
in a residential treatment facility if there are reasonable
grounds to believe the offender has contravened certain core
restrictive conditions of their order, for the purpose of
delivering the offender to a police officer (clause 168).

Clause 209 provides powers of community corrections
officers to give binding instructions, use force or apply
instruments of restraint in certain circumstances, in relation to
offenders residing in the community under a supervision or
interim supervision order. These powers are the same in
scope and content as those used by supervision officers and
specified officers in relation to offenders residing in
residential facilities, and raise the same human rights issues.
Accordingly, I refer to my discussion above concerning
clauses 183 and 184 and conclude that in my view these
powers are also compatible with the Charter.

Police holding power
Clause 155 provides a power for police to apprehend and
detain an offender subject to a supervision order or interim
supervision order. Clauses 156 provides for a police search
power upon apprehension of the offender. Clause 157 allows
reasonable use of force in carrying out the above actions.
These powers are relevant to an offender’s rights not to not be
subject to arbitrary arrest of detention (s 21) or to have their
privacy arbitrarily interfered with (s 13). It is my view that
any exercise of these powers will not be arbitrary, and will not
limit these rights. The holding power can only be exercised in
relation to precise criteria, which is that the officer has
reasonable grounds to suspect that there is an imminent risk
that the offender will contravene a condition of their
supervision or interim supervision order. The requirement of
imminence limits the power to emergency situations where
there is an identifiable threat of a contravention of conditions
occurring. Further, police officers are public authorities
subject to s 38 of the Charter, and must give proper
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consideration to relevant rights and act compatibly with
human rights when apprehending and detaining an offender
under clause 155. This means that the exercise of this power
must be proportionate to the risk of harm from a
contravention of a condition, so that an offender may not be
detained under this provision if a less restrictive means is
reasonably available to address the risk, and police may only
hold an offender while there is an imminent risk of
contravention.
Once detained, there are number of procedural requirements
that must be adhered to, including restrictions on detaining
the offender in a police gaol, rights of the offender to
communicate with persons or legal practitioners and access to
interpreters, a prohibition on police questioning and a
maximum duration of 72 hours of detention.
The maximum duration of 72 hours specified in the Bill
serves a legitimate objective. The holding power is a last
resort to provide police with a mechanism to prevent
imminent breaches of a supervision order from occurring,
which, if not responded to immediately, may expose the
community to as serious risk of harm. The maximum period
of 72 hours is a necessary and appropriate period of time in
which to address and contain an offender’s imminent risk of
contravening the order, including allowing further forensic
assessments of the offender to be undertaking, making an
urgent application to the court for an interim detention order,
emergency detention order or a review of the existing
conditions of a supervision order, or the Post Sentence
Authority exercising its powers of direction. A shorter
maximum period would be insufficient for any of these
responses to occur and would accordingly prevent the
legislative purpose of the holding power from being realised.
In relation to the accompanying search power, an officer may
search an apprehended offender if they suspect on reasonable
grounds that the offender is in possession of an object that
may cause injury or damage or be used to effect an escape
from detention, including searching any vehicle in their
possession. This power is consistent with the common law
police power to search persons under arrest for items which
might cause harm to the offender or others, or be used to
effect escape — which arises from the duty of care of police
to ensure the safety of persons in their custody.
Accordingly, I am satisfied that the holding power and
accompanying provisions are compatible with the Charter.
Police power of arrest
Clause 162 provides a police officer with a power to arrest
without warrant an offender if the police officer reasonably
suspects that the offender has committed the offence of
contravening a condition of a supervision or interim supervision
order. The threshold test of ‘reasonable suspicion’ is a lower
standard than existing power arrest power in the Crimes Act
1958 to effect arrest on the basis of ‘reasonable belief’ that an
indictable offence has been committed. Clause 163 provides for
a power to enter and search premises in order to arrest the
offender, and seize any item in the possession or control of the
offender if certain grounds are met. These provisions will be
relevant to the protection against arbitrary arrest (s 21) and right
to privacy (s 13) in the Charter.
In my view, it is appropriate in these circumstances to provide
for an arrest power with a lower threshold of ‘reasonable
suspicion’, given the power is to be exercised in relation to an
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offender who has been made subject to a supervision or interim
supervision order on the basis of their unacceptable risk of
reoffending, and in relation to a suspected breach of conditions
which are considered the minimum necessary to address their
risk. As discussed above, an offender is made subject to an
order on the basis of the gravity of harm that may result from
their reoffending. It is consistent with the preventative purpose
of the scheme that police be provided with the necessary tools
to respond to an increase in risk of offending. I note that an
offender may only be detained for so long as the reason for
arrest continues, and must be released as soon as the reason for
arrest ceases, or conveyed to a bail justice or Magistrates’ Court
to be dealt with according to law.
The power to enter and search premises in order to effect an
arrest is necessary for the arrest power to be given practical
operation. While the exercise of this power may involve
unintended breaches of privacy of other persons not subject to
a supervision order who may be present at the same premises
as an offender who is being arrested, I am of the view that
there is no less restrictive means reasonably available to
achieve the purpose of these provisions.
I am consequently satisfied that these arrest and search
provisions are compatible with the Charter.
Entry, search and seizure
Part 14 of the Bill provides for a range of entry, search and
seizure powers of supervision officers, specified officers,
police officers and community corrections officers.
These powers can be summarised as:
a seizure and examination power of any thing in a
residential facility or residential treatment facility, or any
thing in the possession or control of offender, that
affords evidence of the commission of an indictable
offence (clause 219);
search and seizure powers outside of residential facility
or residential treatment facilities in relation to the
operation or possession of a remotely piloted aircraft or
helicopter (clause 223);
search and seizure powers over persons inside
residential facilities or residential treatment facilities
(clause 224);
search and seizure powers over offenders residing at
other places (clause 227); and
powers to compel access to computers and other devices
(Division 5).
These powers will be relevant to the rights to privacy (s 13),
property (s 20), protection against self-incrimination
(s 25(2)(k)) and fair hearing (s 24).
The right to privacy (s 13)
The range of search powers provided in the Bill are relevant
to a person’s right to privacy, as the powers involve an
interference with a person’s home, correspondence and bodily
integrity. It is arguable that, in the absence of a requirement to
seek a warrant, these searches have the potential to arbitrarily
intrude into the private and home spheres of persons. The
prohibition on arbitrariness requires that any interference with
privacy must be reasonable or proportionate to a law’s
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legitimate purpose. I am of the view that the interferences
with privacy provided by this power will not be arbitrary, for
the following reasons.
Search outside premises (residential facility or residential
treatment facility)
The Bill, through clause 190, provides for the offence of
relating to operation and possession of remotely piloted
aircraft and helicopters. Clause 223 empowers a supervision
officer or specified officer to conduct a search outside but
near a residential facility or residential treatment facility if the
officer believes on reasonable grounds that a person is
committing or has committed an offence under clause 190. In
conducting the search, the relevant officer may, among other
things, search and examine a person who is reasonably
believed to have committed the offence, including any thing
belonging to that person or in the person’s possession or
control (including a vehicle), or any person who is near a
facility and reasonably believed to have evidence of the
commission of the offence in their possession.
In my view, the power to search a person reasonably believed
of having committed an offence of this nature will not
constitute an arbitrary or unlawful interference with privacy.
The elements of the offence concern conduct that threatens or
is likely to threaten the good order or security of the facility or
any person in the facility. The search powers are directed at
addressing this threat and enforcing this offence provision.
The limited circumstances in which a search may be
conducted are clearly set out in the relevant acts and are
appropriately circumscribed. The search is only permitted to
continue for as long as necessary to achieve the purpose of the
search. With respect to concerns regarding bodily integrity, I
note that the search is limited to a garment or pat-down search
only, and any pat-down search must be conducted by a person
of the same sex as the person being searched.
Search inside premises (residential facility or residential
treatment facility)
Clause 224 empowers a supervision officer, specified officer
or police officer to search and examine any part of a
residential facility or residential treatment facility, including
any person (other than a judicial officer). To search an officer
must reasonably suspect the search is necessary for a
specified purpose, which includes for the good order of the
facility, for the safety and welfare of a person, to monitor an
offender’s compliance with an order, or in relation to an
offender’s behaviour or conduct associated with an increased
risk of a re-offending.
In relation to searches of offenders, as already discussed,
supervision orders with residential facility or residential
facility treatment conditions apply only to persons who are
determined by a court to be of unacceptable risk to the
community, and it is necessary that they reside in such
facilities to address this risk. It is critically important that
those charged with managing offenders in the community,
containing risk and preventing future offending be provided
with sufficient tools to monitor compliance of a serious sex
offender subject to a supervision order.
The management of serious sex offenders pose significant
challenges for the Secretary and Victoria Police, due to the
complex nature of factors which may contribute to a
particular offender’s level of risk and the large number of
conditions that an offender may be subject to which regulate
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behaviour in a number of contexts, such as employment,
curfew, social activities, drug and alcohol consumption,
internet use and supervision on outings. The availability of
immediately executable search powers where a reasonable
suspicion arises that a search is necessary for good order or
safety purposes, that an offender has failed to comply with a
supervision order or is behaving in manner associated with an
elevated level of risk provides a valuable tool to enforce
compliance with the scheme and respond to conduct or
behaviour which has a real likelihood to cause serious harm to
the community.
In relation to other persons such as visitors or staff, such
persons have voluntarily chosen to enter or work within an
appointed place where such search powers operate, and thus
have a reduced expectation of privacy.
In my view, the powers contain sufficient safeguards to
prevent the powers from being misused. For the powers to be
lawfully exercised, a relevant officer must possess the
requisite reasonable suspicion for the specified purposes.
Immediately before a search is carried out, an officer must
warn an offender that a search is to occur and that reasonably
force may be used to assist in the conduct of the search. As
above, the search is only permitted to continue for as long as
necessary to achieve the purpose of the search and is limited
to a garment or pat-down search only, with any pat-down
search conducted by a person of the same sex. I do not
consider there to be any less restrictive means reasonably
available to ensure the integrity and security of facilities, and
the safety of those people that visit, work or reside there.
Search of offenders at other places
Clause 227 provides powers for an officer other than a police
officer to search and examine an offender at a location and
search that part of the location occupied by the offender, and
any thing (including any vehicle) belonging to, in possession
of, or under control of the offender. A search under
clause 227 may only occur at the direction of the
Commissioner, who must reasonably suspect that the search
is necessary to monitor compliance with an offender’s order
or that the offender is behaving in a way that is associated
with an increased risk of re-offending or breaching
conditions. Clause 229 provides a similar power to a police
officer, if the police officer has that reasonable suspicion
regarding the necessity of the search, as well as the power to
enter premises where an offender is residing.
In relation to searches of offenders, my discussion above in
relation to clause 224 applies to these provisions. The powers
are reasonably necessary and appropriately circumscribed to
allow the monitoring of compliance with a court order that is
directed at preventing serious harm to the community.
Clause 234 provides further search powers on similar grounds
in relation to computers and other devices. The same
reasoning applies as above as to why such powers are not
considered arbitrary.
In relation to other persons, I note that these powers have the
potential to indirectly interfere with the privacy of other
persons who may reside with an offender in the community.
While these search provisions do not target a third party
residing in the same residence, a search of a residence may
inevitably lead to a limit with a third party’s privacy as a
consequence of their proximity to the offender. I am of the
view that there are no less restrictive means reasonably
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available to protect third party privacy rights in this situation,
and I am satisfied these search powers are compatible with
the Charter with regards to the strong protective and
preventative aims of the search power, which include
furthering the safety and protection of that third party.
Right to property (s 20)
Section 20 provides that a person must not be deprived of his
or her property other than in accordance with law. Under the
Charter, any interference with property rights only requires
justification in circumstances where the interest is ‘other than
in accordance with law’.
I note that Part 14 of the Bill specifies a range of prescribed
circumstances for seizure (and/or examination) of property
during a search, which include reasonable suspicion that the
item is evidence of an indictable offence and its seizure is
necessary to prevent its obstruction, that the item will
compromise the welfare or safety of a member of the public
or the offender’s compliance with the supervision order, or
that the item relates to behaviour or conduct associated with
an increased risk of the offender re-offending or breaching
conditions. Division 6 of Part 14 outlines the manner and
procedure for dealing with a seized item, including the
provision of a receipt and maintenance of a register of seized
items. The division prescribes criteria for the retention,
forfeiture, disposal and return of such items, including
providing for application to be made to the Magistrates’ Court
for the return of a seized item or for the disposal of that item. I
am satisfied that any deprivation of property under the Bill
will occur on the basis of transparent, accessible and
predictable criteria directed towards the legitimate objective
of preventing and investigating behaviour associated with the
risk of reoffending or breaching a supervision order, and thus
in ‘accordance with the law’.
The privilege against self-incrimination (section 25(2)(k))
Section 25(2)(k) of the Charter provides that a person who
has been charged with a criminal offence has the right not to
be compelled to testify against himself or herself or to
confess guilt.
This right has been interpreted broadly as encompassing the
common law privilege against self-incrimination, which
entitles a person to refuse to answer any question, or produce
any document, if the answer or the production would tend to
incriminate that person. The privilege is principally concerned
with preventing testimonial admissions extracted through
oppressive conduct or the inducement of confessions of
dubious reliability.
Clause 236 is relevant to this right as it empowers a relevant
officer to direct an offender, during the course of a search, to
provide information or other assistance that is reasonably
necessary to enable that officer to access data on a computer,
copy data or convert data into documentary form. I also note
that the provision also applies to any person being searched
under Part 14, which can include non-offenders who are
inside or near a residential facility or residential treatment
facility (such as staff members or visitors). It is an offence to
not comply with this direction without reasonable excuse.
I note that a person receiving such a direction in this situation
is only being compelled to assist an officer in accessing,
copying or converting existing data or electronic files, and
only if such assistance is reasonably necessary to enable the
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officer’s access to that data. For example, this may involve
the provision of relevant usernames and passwords to allow
an officer to be granted access to a person’s computer. The
person is not being compelled to answer any direct questions
relating to conduct or behaviour, nor bring into existence new
forms of data to comply with a request for information.
Further, the obligation only arises in the course of a search or
seizure, which to first occur requires the existence of
threshold grounds discussed above, such as reasonable
suspicion of a contravention of conditions or an elevated risk.
However, I acknowledge that there is potential for the
provision of such assistance or information to incriminate a
person or lead to the discovery of further evidence of an
incriminating nature. Accordingly, I accept that this
requirement may constitute a limit on the privilege against
self-incrimination in certain circumstances.
However, it is my view that this would be a reasonable limit
with regard to section 7 of the Charter. While the privilege in
section 25(2)(k) is considered a fundamental right of an
accused in relation to the criminal process, the privilege
accorded in relation to the compelled production of
pre-existing documents (or electronic data) is considerably
weaker than the privilege accorded to oral testimony or to
documents that are brought into existence to comply with a
request for information. This is because in relation to
pre-existing documents or data, the documents speak for
themselves and there is no concern that any incriminating
evidence discovered was produced under oppressive or
dubious circumstances.
Further, the compulsion of pre-existing documents or data, and
the secondary obligation to assist in providing access to this, is
considered reasonably necessary in contexts where such
information is required to be recorded and produced on
demand in order to demonstrate compliance with a regulatory
scheme. This reasoning also applies in the context of a
protective scheme, where an offender is subject to supervisory
or prohibitive conditions relating to use of computers and the
internet to contain their level of risk of reoffending, and is
expected to demonstrate compliance with these conditions.
The duty to provide assistance in this context is consistent with
the reasonable expectations of individuals subject to such
supervisory schemes. In relation to non-offenders, I note that a
residential facility or residential treatment facility has a special
status at law, in that it is area in which various powers of
compulsion attach, including restrictions on computers and
other devices. A non-offender who voluntarily enters such an
area will have a reduced expectation of protection in relation to
computers and other devices.
Further, the ability to require such information and assistance
to enable officers access to data is necessary for the overall
effectiveness of the post sentence scheme, in which a
significant proportion of sexual offending or behaviour related
to an increased risk of reoffending or beaching conditions is
connected to computer, internet or other technology use, and
can be subject to sophisticated methods of concealment. It is
essential to the effective monitoring of the post sentence
scheme that an officer’s access to monitor relevant data in the
course of a lawfully executed search is not hindered.
I am of the view that there are no less restrictive means
available to achieve the purpose of enabling officers to have
prompt access to relevant data, as allowing a person to not
comply with a direction to grant access to data or providing
that person with immunity from prosecution would
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unreasonably obstruct the aims of the scheme, as well as give
such persons a forensic advantage in relation to the
concealment of evidence of any contravention of a
supervision order, further sexual offending or offences against
the good order of a facility (such as piloting remote aircraft
and/or helicopters).
Accordingly, I consider this clause to be compatible with the
right not to be compelled to testify against oneself in the
Charter.
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Procedures and powers relating to the Authority
Part 20 of the Bill provides for the Post Sentence Authority’s
continued oversight of the post-sentence scheme. The
Authority is an independent statutory body (clause 290),
governed by a board of up to 10 members (clause 293).
Members are made up of retired judicial officers and
magistrates, Australian lawyers and community
representatives.
The Authority is a public authority under the Charter

Limitation of liability — Right to fair hearing (section 24) and
right to property (section 20)
A number of provisions in the Bill (such as clauses 137, 189,
248 and 327) provide that officers in various contexts,
including supervision officers, community corrections
officers, specified officers and police officers, are not liable
for injury or damage caused in the exercise of their powers
under the Bill, such as the use of force provisions, execution
of arrest warrants and powers to give directions. These
provisions may abolish or limit a right to bring legal
proceedings against such officers in certain circumstances,
which may constitute a limit on a person’s right to a fair
hearing under section 24 of the Charter, by impeding their
access to the courts of the State.
A legal right may also be considered to be ‘property’ for the
purposes of section 20 of the Charter, which has been
interpreted as requiring that a person must not be deprived of
property other than in accordance with clear, transparent and
precise criteria. In this case the provisions meet this criteria,
so any deprivation of property has occurred ‘in accordance’
with law.
However, to the extent that these immunities limit the right to
fair hearing, I consider the limit to be reasonably justified
under section 7(2) of the Charter. These immunities are
designed to maintain the effectiveness of relevant officers
under the Bill carrying out protective or investigative
functions directed to upholding community safety. It is
essential that a relevant officer be able to use authorised
reasonable force when necessary to exercise their lawful
powers without fear of tort liability, which may be especially
heightened when managing offenders with complex needs.
Without at least some degree of protection from litigation, an
officer may be reluctant to use reasonable force to conduct
duties essential to the security and safety of the community,
notwithstanding their statutory authorisation to do so. This
will ultimately facilitate the proper exercise of powers which
are in the public interest, and which the community expects
will be effectively exercised when necessary. Further, these
immunities only extend to cover use of reasonable force in
circumstances where it necessary to carry out specified
functions, and liability will still arise for any unreasonable or
unnecessary use of force that has not been exercised in
accordance with a relevant provision of the Bill. Accordingly,
officers will still remain accountable for any improper,
unreasonable or unauthorised use of force, and a cause of
action will remain for any person who has suffered injury or
damage in such circumstances.
Accordingly, I am satisfied that that the limitations of liability
in these contexts are compatible with the Charter.

The Authority is a public authority under the Charter, and is
obliged to comply with s 38 of the Charter, meaning that the
Authority must give proper consideration to relevant rights
when making decision, and to act compatibly with
human rights.
Conditions authorising the Authority to give directions
As part of empowering the court to impose conditions on
supervision orders, the Bill provides for the court to authorise
the Authority to give directions to an offender in relation to
certain conditions. This includes empowering the Authority to
give directions about:
where an offender can reside, including at a residential
facility;
the conditions upon which an offender can leave and/or
be absent from their residence (including being subject
to a curfew and accompaniment);
attendance and participation in treatment or
rehabilitation programs or activities;
abstinence from alcohol and drugs, and submission to
testing to detect use of these substances;
monitoring (including electronic monitoring) of the
offender’s whereabouts or alcohol use; and
limitations on use of technology (including mobile
telephones, computers and access to the internet).
The human rights that might be limited by these powers
include the rights to medical treatment without consent (s 10),
freedom of movement (s 12), privacy (s 13), freedom of
expression (s 15), freedom of assembly and association (s 16),
property (s 20) right to liberty (s 21) and humane treatment
when deprived of liberty (s 22).
It is my view that this feature of the scheme is compatible
with the Charter for the following reasons. A number of
threshold tests and procedural conditions must be satisfied for
an offender to be subject to the exercise of the Authority’s
powers, including that a court has imposed a supervision
order on an eligible offender after being satisfied of the
‘unacceptable risk’ test on the basis of cogent medical
evidence, and has imposed conditions that are proportionate
and appropriately tailored to an offender’s circumstances. The
Authority can only give directions or instructions about the
operation of a supervision order when specifically authorised
by the court (except for an emergency power, discussed
below).
Where the Authority is authorised to give directions or
instructions, the Authority is also obliged to ensure that any
direction it issues constitutes the minimum interference with
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an offender’s liberty, privacy or freedom of movement that is
necessary in the circumstances to ensure the purposes of
conditions are met, and is reasonably related to the gravity of
the risk of the offender re-offending. This ensures that the
protection against unjustifiable limits upon an individual’s
rights is preserved in relation to the Authority’s power of
direction.
While the Authority may also make an emergency direction
in circumstances where it is not authorised by a court, this
power can only be invoked for specified reasons relating to
situations of high risk, and in urgent circumstances where it is
not practicable to bring the matter before a court. Any such
emergency direction is limited to 72 hours of duration. If the
Authority is of the view that the direction should continue for
more than 72 hours, the Authority may recommend that the
Secretary apply to the court for an urgent court review of the
conditions of a supervision order.
Finally, the Bill also provides for a number of safeguards to
ensure any limitation on human rights remain proportional
and adapt to changing circumstances. They include regular
reviews at specified intervals, where the tests for making an
order and imposing conditions must be re-satisfied for the
order to be confirmed and for existing discretionary
conditions to continue. The parties to an order may also seek
leave in between periodic reviews to review an order or
conditions if new facts or circumstances have emerged or it is
justifiable to do so. Parties also retain rights to appeal any
orders or conditions to the Court of Appeal.
In my view, the above statutory preconditions and safeguards
ensure that any substantive limitations upon human rights
from the Authority’s exercise of power continue to be
necessary and relevant to achieving the stated community
protection purposes of the Bill.
Procedures of the Authority and exclusion of natural justice
The Bill provides that the Authority is not bound by the rules
of natural justice (clause 291). This is necessary to ensure that
the Authority can respond quickly and effectively when
performing its functions, including managing offenders
subject to a supervision order.
This does mean that the Authority is not bound by the rules of
natural justice when giving directions or instructions to an
offender that may limit an offender’s rights. This includes
when exercising powers to impose a limit on the offender’s
right to liberty in section 21 of the Charter, which may result
from giving directions to an offender on where they must
reside, their curfew and the conditions in which they may
leave their residence.
To balance the potential limitation on rights, the Bill includes
procedures in Part 11 (clauses 146 to 151) which the
Authority must follow when giving directions. In summary,
those provisions state that the Authority must notify an
offender of any directions or instructions that it gives in
relation to the offender (clause 146), the offender may make
submissions within 21 days of receiving notice (clause 147)
and is entitled to be heard at a meeting of the Authority
(clause 148), the offender may inspect documents relied on
by the Authority (clause 151), the Authority must take into
account the offender’s submissions (clause 149) and the
Authority must give reasons for the decision it made after
hearing from the offender or reasons for any other decision at
the offender’s request (section 150).
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Clauses 146 to 151 of the Bill do not require a hearing until
after a direction has been given by the Authority (and in all
likelihood, commenced operation). The rationale is that the
proper management of an offender of unacceptable risk to the
community is dynamic and complex, and can require the
giving of prompt directions in response to an offender’s
sudden change in circumstances or elevated level of risk. It is
critical that the Authority is able to make prompt directions
that have an immediate effect, as any delay in implementing a
direction may expose the community to unacceptable risk of
harm. For example, it would not be appropriate to notify an
offender before giving a direction if there is a risk that the
offender may abscond in order to avoid the direction being
given or the effect of the direction. It is also important that the
Authority is able to discharge its functions without being
impaired or frustrated by challenges to its procedures.
Section 24 of the Charter provides that a party to a civil
proceeding has the right to have that proceeding determined
by a competent, independent and impartial court or tribunal
after a fair and public hearing. While the authorities have
interpreted ‘civil proceeding’ in section 24(1) broadly, in my
view it does not extend to the kind of administrative
decision-making undertaken by the Authority. Accordingly, I
do not consider that the fair hearing right will be limited by
the exclusion of natural justice in this context.
However, the exclusion of natural justice may have
implications for other rights protected by the Charter. A
number of Charter rights include a protection against arbitrary
treatment, and according natural justice through the hearing
rule is an effective way of avoiding arbitrariness. Procedural
safeguards are especially important in relation to the right to
liberty, which requires that a person must not be arbitrarily
detained, and must not be deprived of liberty except on
grounds, and in accordance with procedures, established
by law.
Despite these concerns, I am satisfied that sufficient
safeguards exist to protect against an arbitrary exercise of
power by the Authority, which I will discuss in turn.
Specifically, the Bill:
contains procedures that provide an offender with
multiple opportunities to be heard; and
provides sufficient flexibility for the Authority to
consider whether, in particular cases, additional
procedural steps may be appropriate in order for it to
meet its statutory obligations, including ensuring that
directions are necessary and reasonable as required by
clause 139 of the Bill, and its obligations under
section 38(1) of the Charter.
Multiple opportunities to be heard
With respect to opportunities to be heard, the Authority can
only give a direction if the court making the supervision order
authorises the relevant condition, after being satisfied that a
condition constitutes the minimum interference with an
offender’s liberty. The offender has an opportunity to be
heard on the initial making of the condition by the court,
including whether the Authority should be authorised to make
directions on certain matters. An offender also has a right to
appeal against the making of a supervision order, and the
conditions imposed on the order.
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Further, after the direction or instruction has been issued (and
most likely has commenced operation), the offender is
afforded the procedures in clauses 146 to 151 of the Bill,
which includes being notified of the direction, being afforded
the opportunity to make written submissions and attend an
oral hearing, request reasons and respond to those reasons
(see later discussion on the implications of the public interest
exception at clause 150(7) which permits reasons not being
given in certain circumstances). This in effect allows a person
to submit reasons to the Authority as to why any direction
should be overturned or varied. The Authority must consider
these submissions and confirm or vary (including revoking)
the direction as soon as practicable. The Authority will again
be required when complying with clauses 146 to 151 to act in
accordance with the Charter and give proper consideration of
human rights when exercising discretion under these
provisions.
If, after these processes, the offender still has a grievance with
the operation of a direction, the offender may apply at any
time with the leave of the court to review any condition of the
supervision order (clause 110). A court may grant leave if it is
satisfied that new facts and circumstances have arisen that
would justify the review or that it would generally be in the
interests of justice to review the conditions. This is in addition
to the statutory reviews of the supervision order that occur at
mandated intervals. Accordingly, during either type of
review, an offender will have the opportunity to subject the
Authority’s exercise of powers to court scrutiny. The court
has the power to override the Authority’s exercise of power
through varying or removing conditions, including the power
to vary or remove entirely the Authority’s power to give
directions on conditions concerning residence, curfew,
accompaniment or monitoring (although the Authority will
always retain its emergency power of direction for the
duration of a supervision order).
Flexibility in procedures
The Bill sets out the minimum procedural requirements for
which the Authority must comply. It does not, however,
prevent the Authority from taking additional procedural steps
in the exercise of its statutory powers as appropriate in the
circumstances of the matter with which it is dealing.
Further, clause 139 of the Bill states that the Authority must
aim to ensure that any direction constitutes the minimum
interference with an offender’s liberty, privacy and freedom
of movement and is reasonably related to the gravity of
re-offending.
As noted above, the Authority will be a public authority under
the Charter. Section 38(1) of the Charter states that it is
unlawful for a public authority to act in a way that is
incompatible with a human right or, in making a decision, to
fail to give proper consideration to a relevant human right.
The Authority must comply with section 38(1) when
exercising or not exercising, or deciding to exercise or not
exercise, any power under the Bill (or any other Act).
Accordingly, when considered within the totality of the
scheme, I am satisfied that the Bill contains sufficient
procedural safeguards for the Authority to act compatibly
with human rights, although it will not be bound by the
common law rules of natural justice.
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Restrictions on the bringing of proceedings
Clauses 314 and 315 affect the circumstances in which a
person may bring legal proceedings in relation to particular
matters or against certain people.
Clause 314 provides for various protections and immunities
for participants at Authority meetings, such as Authority
members, employees assisting the Authority, legal
representatives and witnesses. The protection and immunity
granted is akin to that which would be granted to a similar
role in a proceeding before the Supreme Court.
Clause 315 provides that a member of the Authority is not
personally liable for anything done or omitted to be done in
good faith in the exercise of a power or the performance of a
function under this Bill or the regulations (or the belief that an
act was within the exercise of such a power), and that any
liability resulting attaches instead to the Authority.
Section 24(1) 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 or tribunal. In
other jurisdictions, it has been found that a broad statutory
immunity from liability which imposes a bar to access to the
courts for persons seeking redress against those who enjoy the
immunity may breach the fair hearing right.
In relation to new section clause 315, I note that this provision
does not remove available causes of action, but instead shifts
liability to the Authority, which in my view, does not result in
the imposition of a bar to bringing a proceeding and
consequently does not limit the right to fair hearing. I also
note that an individual could still initiate legal proceedings
against the Authority or against the member, if the member’s
actions were not taken in good faith.
While clause 314 may impose a bar on bringing legal action,
the implied right of access to the courts is not an absolute
right, and can be subject to reasonably justified limits under
section 7(2) of the Charter. The relevant immunities and
protections are appropriately granted in these circumstances,
with regard to the Authority’s role in supporting the
implementation of a court supervision order, and the need for
the finality of decisions and the maintenance of the
Authority’s independence. The decisions of members in
discharge of the Authority’s functions will affect the rights of
offenders, and it essential that members may make decisions
without fear of legal retribution. Similarly, it is in the public
interest that witnesses before the Authority are able to give
their evidence freely for the higher interest of enhancing
public protection, without fear of collateral proceedings
against them. Similarly, advocates’ immunity is necessary to
uphold finality of decisions and to safeguard the role of legal
representatives at meetings before the Authority.
I note that other oversight mechanisms are in place to ensure
that members of the Authority exercise an appropriate level of
care in the performance of their functions. For example, the
Authority will be required to comply with significant
reporting obligations and will be subject to a range of whole
of government legislation. For example, the Public
Administration Act 2004 (except Part 3) will apply to a
member of the Authority and the Authority. The Authority
will also be subject to the Charter, the Equal Opportunity Act
2010, Financial Management Act 1994, Public Records Act
1973, and the Protected Disclosure Act 2012. Further, the
Authority will be subject to oversight by the Auditor-General,
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the Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission
and the Ombudsman. Finally, the Authority’s decisions,
including their directions and instructions on the conditions of
supervision orders, will be subject to the scrutiny of courts
during the periodic reviews of the supervision order.
Accordingly, I am satisfied that these provisions are
compatible with the Charter.
Powers to compel documents and attendance of witnesses
Division 2 of Part 20 of the Bill provides the Authority with
the power to:
compel the production of documents and/or information
by issuing notices, which will be enforced by making it
an offence to fail to comply with a notice without
reasonable excuse;
direct a person to appear at an Authority meeting or
appear via audio-visual link; and
require a person to give evidence or answer questions
under oath or affirmation, which will be enforced by
making it an offence to fail to comply without a
reasonable excuse.
Right not to be compelled to testify against oneself or to
confess guilty (s 25(2)(k)
Section 25(2)(k) provides for the protection against
self-incrimination.
In my view, these provisions do not limit this protection. A
person can only be compelled to attend a meeting of the
Authority or produce documents subject to written notice.
The notice must be served in accordance with specified
procedural steps and must clearly outline how a person may
object to the notice, including giving reasonable excuse for
failing to comply. Reasonable excuse includes where the
information might tend to incriminate the person or make the
person liable to a penalty, and in such circumstances, a person
is not held liable for any failure to comply with a notice.
Accordingly, the protection against self-incrimination is not
interfered with by these provisions.
Security at Authority premises
For completeness, I note that Division 4 of Part 20 of the Bill
provides for various powers of security officers who provides
security at premises where the Authority meets, or where the
Authority’s staff are located. The Bill provides for similar
powers of management over offenders as supervision officers,
including powers of search and seizure, direction, use of
force, application of instruments of restraint and arrest
powers. I consider that the same Charter assessment applies to
these powers as to the powers contained in Parts 13 and 14 of
the Bill, and I adopt the same conclusions of compatibility.
Non-publication provisions
Clause 277 makes it an offence to publish certain information
unless authorised by the Court, including evidence given, or a
report put, before a court in a proceeding under the Bill, or
information that might identify a person giving evidence in a
proceeding under the Bill or a victim of a relevant offence
committed by the offender. Clause 279 also permits a court to
make an order restricting the publication of an offender’s
identify and/or whereabouts, and clause 281 makes it an
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offence to publish information in contravention of such an
order. These provisions are relevant to open justice rights in
the Charter, which comprises the right to court decisions
being made public (s 24(3)) and the right to freedom of
expression, which includes a right to seek public
information (s 15).
However, these rights are not absolute and are subject to
reasonable restrictions, including on the grounds of public
safety and public order. I am satisfied that these restrictions
on prohibiting publication are reasonable in this context and
are intended to be protective in their purpose. In making an
order under these provisions, a court must have regard to
whether publication or non-publication would endanger the
safety of any person, the interests of any victim, the protection
of children, families and the community, the offender’s
compliance with an order or the location of the offender’s
residential address. Matters of ensuring public safety,
rehabilitation, victim protection and facilitating the effective
discharge of statutory functions are accepted grounds for
justifying a departure from the principle of open justice.
Information sharing
Division 2 of Part 19 contains information sharing provisions
that regulate the use of information obtained by persons in
carrying out functions under the Bill or other Acts. These
provisions are relevant to an offender’s right to privacy,
which includes, in circumstances where information is
collected about a person, a right to control over how that
information is used or shared. It is my view that these
provisions are appropriately circumscribed so as not to
authorise any arbitrary interferences with privacy.
Appropriate information sharing is important to ensuring the
effective operation of the post-sentence scheme. It is
important that persons carrying out functions under the Bill
are not subject to any inappropriate barriers to the use or
disclosure of information required to administer the scheme,
provide rehabilitation and treatment services to offenders and
manage risk to the community. On the other hand, it is also
important that the personal information of offenders and
victims, which can contain extremely sensitive information, is
adequately protected from misuse. In my view, these
provisions strike an appropriate balance. Clause 284 provides
that sharing of information collected under the scheme can
only happen between ‘relevant persons’ and in relation to
functions under ‘relevant Acts’, which in subclause (6) sets
out a list of relevant roles, office holders and Acts. Clause 284
also sets out the purposes for which information can be
shared, which are consistent with whole of government
standards on disclosure of information as provided for in the
Information Privacy Principles in the Data and Privacy
Protection Act 2014.
The Bill also includes safeguards against misuse, such as
penalties for any unauthorised use or disclosure of
information (clause 284) and the requirement that relevant
persons operate guidelines in relation to accessing of
information to ensure that access is restricted to the greatest
extent that is possible without interfering with the purpose of
the legislation (clause 285). As a further safeguard, the
majority of ‘relevant persons’ who will be sharing
information under these provisions will be public authorities
under the Charter (such as the Secretary, DPP, the Authority
and multi-agency panels), and will be required to give proper
consideration to, and act compatibly with, the right to privacy
when making decisions regarding the nature and extent of any
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information shared. For these reasons, I consider that these
provisions will not limit the right to privacy.
Restrictions on freedom of information
Clause 289 prevents the Freedom of Information Act 1982 from
applying to grant access to specified kinds of information held
by the Authority, including details about supervision orders,
personal information of supervised offenders and victims and
the decisions made by the Authority.
Freedom of expression (s 15)
Section 15 of the Charter provides that every person has the
right to freedom of expression, which includes the freedom to
receive information and ideas of all kinds. This right has been
interpreted as including a right to seek information from public
authorities. However, freedom of expression is subject to an
internal limitation provision, and may be subject to lawful
restrictions reasonably necessary to respect the rights and
reputation of other persons, or for the protection of national
security, public order, public health or public morality.
It is not appropriate for certain types of information or
documents held by the Authority to be publicly released. Public
access to this specified information may endanger the safety
and rehabilitation of offenders subject to the scheme, prejudice
the interests of victims and their families, interfere with the
assessment, treatment and supervision of offenders, prejudice
the containment of an offender’s level of risk, and frustrate the
Authority’s ability to oversee the scheme and ensure
community protection. While the community may have an
interest in accessing such information, it is important that the
integrity of confidential and sensitive information be upheld, so
that assessment, treatment and supervision of complex
offenders is effective, and not frustrated or interfered with.
Reverse onus provisions
The Bill contains a number of provisions which impose an
evidential burden on an accused to make out a defence of
reasonable excuse. To escape liability on the basis of a
reasonable excuse, the accused must present or point to
evidence that suggests a reasonable possibility of the
existence of facts that, if they existed, would establish the
excuse. The relevant clauses are:
clause 169 — offence to contravene supervision order or
interim supervision order;
clause 190 — offences relating to operation or
possession of a remotely piloted aircraft or helicopter;
clause 236 — offence to fail comply with an officer’s
direction to provide assistance (computers and other
devices);
clause 266 — offence not to comply with a direction to
attend examination or assessment;
clause 312 — offence of failure to comply with notice to
produce or attend; and
clause 313 — offence of fail to take oath, make
affirmation or answer question.
These clauses are relevant to the right to be presumed
innocent in s 25(1) of the Charter, as the provisions shift the
burden of proof on to an accused in a criminal proceeding, so
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that in order to rely on the excuse, the accused is required to
raise evidence to suggest that they are not guilty of an
offence. Clauses 190, 312 and 313 are summary offences and
attract application of s 72 of the Criminal Procedure Act 2009
which requires an accused to present or point to evidence that
suggests a reasonable possibility of the existence of facts that,
if they existed, would establish the exception of ‘reasonable
excuse’. While clauses 169, 236 and 266 are indictable
offences and do not attract application of s 72, the provisions
will nonetheless, on the basis of recent Court of Appeal
authority, be interpreted compatibly with the right to be
presumed innocent to impose an evidential onus on an
accused to establish any ‘reasonable excuse.
In my view, these provisions do not transfer the legal burden
of proof, because once the defendant has adduced or pointed
to some evidence, the burden is on the prosecution to prove
the absence of the exception raised. Courts in other
jurisdictions have generally taken the approach that an
evidential onus on a defendant to raise a defence does not
limit the presumption of innocence. The exceptions that are
provided relate to matters within the knowledge of the
defendant (specifically, the excuse as to why they have
operated a piloted aircraft near a residential facility, or why
they have failed to comply with a notice to produce or attend,
to take oath, make affirmation or answer a question) and, if
the onus were placed on the prosecution, would involve the
proof of a negative which would be very difficult.
For these reasons, I consider that it is appropriate for an
evidential burden to be placed on a defendant in these
instances.
Hon. Lisa Neville, MP
Minister for Police

Second reading
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) (10:44) — I
move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
standing orders:
Community safety is paramount to the Andrews Labor
Government. This means, at times, we must continue the
detention and supervision of dangerous offenders who have
completed their custodial sentence if it is required to protect
the community.
The bill before the House overhauls and expands the existing
post-sentence scheme — the focus of which is protecting the
community. It does this by requiring serious offenders who
have completed their prison sentence but continue to present
an ongoing unacceptable risk of committing a further serious
offence to be further supervised or, if necessary, detained. The
reforms of this bill expand eligibility to the scheme to serious
violent offenders to protect the community from serious
interpersonal harm that is either of a violent or sexual nature.
It also significantly improves the way in which post-sentence
offenders are managed and treated.
In introducing these important reforms, I would like to
acknowledge the tragic death of Masa Vukotic and other
innocent victims who suffered serious injuries at the hands of
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a serious sex offender subject to a supervision order. Of
course these reforms cannot repair the immeasurable harm
done, but they do aim, as far as possible, to reduce risk.
In 2015, in response to these events, the Government
commissioned a panel of experts — former Court of Appeal
Judge the Honourable David Harper, AM, Professor Paul
Mullen and Professor Bernadette McSherry — to provide
advice on how to improve the legislative framework,
operational decision making and case management between
the criminal justice and mental health service systems in
relation to complex adult victim sex offenders.
The Harper Review (as this Panel’s report is known) made
35 recommendations for significant legislative, governance
and operational reforms. The Government accepted in
principle all of the recommendations of the Review and 24
have already been implemented through legislative and
operational reforms. As Justice Harper was at pains to
acknowledge, the eradication of risk is impossible. These
reforms, however, will strengthen community protection
against acts of serious interpersonal harm by a cohort of
dangerous offenders following completion of their sentence.
The first tranche of reforms began in 2016 with the passage of
the Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and Supervision)
Amendment (Community Safety) Act (the Community Safety
Act). This Act strengthened the existing post-sentence
scheme by providing stronger powers to support the
management of serious sex offenders.
Last year I brought before this House a second bill, to amend
the Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and Supervision) Act
2009, to implement recommendations of the Harper Review
addressing governance of the post sentence detention and
supervision scheme. This legislation, the Serious Sex
Offenders (Detention and Supervision) Amendment
(Governance) Act 2017 (Governance Act) established the
Post Sentence Authority to manage offenders on orders and
oversee the performance of the scheme, and a multi-agency
panel to improve coordination of service delivery to offenders
on orders by relevant departments and agencies.
The Post Sentence Authority commenced operation on
27 February 2018 and is chaired by former State Coroner and
Chief Magistrate, Judge Ian Gray. The Authority is
responsible for providing independent, rigorous monitoring of
serious offenders on post sentence orders, and oversight of
Victoria’s post sentence scheme. The Governance Act
represented the most significant reforms to the post sentence
scheme since the enactment of the Serious Sex Offenders
(Detention and Supervision) Act in 2009. It promoted shared
responsibility and a whole of government, coordinated
approach to the delivery of services required to reduce the
likelihood of reoffending and better protect the community.
The Serious Offenders Bill 2018 will repeal and replace the
Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and Supervision) Act 2009
and will re-enact many of the provisions of that Act, including
the amendments made by the Community Safety Act and the
Governance Act.
Government has invested $392 million to support these
reforms and strengthen the post-sentence system. Once the
bill currently before the house and the supporting operational
changes commence, the Government will have implemented
all of the recommendations of the Harper Review.
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Before turning to the reforms in the bill, I would like to thank
the members of the Panel and all those who contributed to the
Panel’s work for their invaluable contribution to creating a
safer Victoria.
A civil non-punitive scheme
As noted in the Harper Review, civil detention or supervision
for preventative purposes (not as punishment for criminal
conduct) is a significant departure from principles generally
held to be important in a democratic society. However, the
broader community agrees that these preventative measures
are necessary to keep the community safe and are a justifiable
departure from usual democratic principles.
The primary purpose of the Serious Offenders Bill, and the
post-sentence scheme it will establish, is to enhance
protection of the community, by enabling the supervision or
detention of offenders who have served custodial sentences
for certain serious sex and violence offences but pose an
unacceptable risk of harm to the community. The secondary
purpose is to facilitate the treatment and rehabilitation of
those offenders.
Decisions made under the bill must give paramount
consideration to the safety and protection of the community.
This principle will be applied by the Secretary to the
Department of Justice and Regulation and the Director of
Public Prosecutions when applying for supervision or
detention orders; the courts when making orders; the Post
Sentence Authority when performing its functions; and the
agencies involved in the management of offenders subject to
detention or supervision orders — including Corrections
Victoria, Victoria Police and disability and mental
health services.
Eligibility criteria
A critical finding of the Harper Review was that the existing
legislation, which targets offenders who commit sex offences
against children or adults, should be expanded to protect the
community against acts of serious interpersonal harm,
regardless of whether the offending is sexual or violent
in nature.
The Harper Review warned against adopting a broad
approach to eligibility. The Review noted that the correct
balance is critical to achieving the aim of protecting the
community while also minimising undue restrictions on the
rights of individuals. It noted that if the list of eligible
offences is too broad, there is a danger that those who do not
pose a sufficiently significant risk to the community will be
captured within the scheme. In the opinion of the Review’s
authors, this would amount to a failure to preserve a vital
element of the post-sentence scheme, that is, that the scheme
be confined to those offenders who present an unacceptable
risk of causing serious interpersonal harm. It would also be
inconsistent with the principle that civil detention and
supervision should only be used as a last resort.
To ensure that the right balance was struck, the Harper
Review recommended that an audit be undertaken to
understand the implications of any proposed criteria and to
ensure the eligibility criteria selected was appropriately
confined to those offenders who present the greatest
likelihood of causing serious interpersonal harm.
Drawing on the findings of this audit, which was conducted in
2016, the bill provides that offenders convicted and sentenced
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in the higher courts — the Supreme Court or the County
Court — to a custodial sentence for a serious sex offence or a
serious violence offence are eligible for the scheme. The
chosen offences target criminal conduct where the motivation
or result of the offending is serious interpersonal harm, that is,
harm inflicted by a person upon another person. Murder,
manslaughter (except culpable driving), child homicide,
defensive homicide, arson causing death, causing serious
injury offences and kidnapping are deemed to be serious
violence offences. In terms of serious sex offences, the bill
adopts the existing list of relevant offences under the Serious
Sex Offenders (Detention and Supervision) Act but excludes
any summary offences. Incomplete instances of these
offences (such as attempts and conspiracies to commit) and
interstate equivalent offences will also be captured.
Focusing on sentences imposed by the higher courts ensures
that post-sentence scheme targets the most serious offending.
With this change, two summary offences listed as a relevant
offences under the Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and
Supervision) Act will no longer be eligible offences under the
bill. However, it will remain a condition of a supervision
order not to commit those offences.
Early notification, assessment and treatment of eligible
offenders in custody
Once eligible offenders are identified, resources will be
directed towards managing and treating the most serious
offenders who pose the greatest likelihood of causing serious
interpersonal harm or where the consequences of their
reoffending would result in serious interpersonal harm.
The Harper Review made a number of recommendations
relating to notification, assessment and treatment of eligible
offenders in custody. The Department of Justice and
Regulation is implementing these recommendations to
support legislative reform.
Importantly, processes are being implemented to ensure that
all eligible offenders in custody are notified and assessment
and treatment for these offenders occurs as early as possible.
This approach puts offenders on notice and provides an
incentive to engage with treatment and rehabilitation
pathways. It is important to provide eligible offenders with
opportunities to engage in treatment and rehabilitation so that
they can attempt to address the issues contributing to their
offending behaviour and ultimately reduce their risk of
reoffending. If the offender successfully engages in treatment
their risk of reoffending may have reduced to the point where
it is unlikely that a court would find them to be an
unacceptable risk.
Overall, these strengthened notification, assessment and
treatment processes aim to reduce the numbers of offenders
who require detention or supervision once their custodial
sentence comes to an end, in the context that some offenders
will, despite this, still pose an unacceptable risk to the
community.
Applications for detention orders and supervision orders
The procedures for applying for orders under the bill are
largely consistent with the existing Serious Sex Offenders
(Detention and Supervision) Act procedures which the Harper
Review recommended should be retained. The courts will
continue to have the power to make orders in accordance with
usual judicial processes.
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The Secretary has discretion to apply for supervision orders to
the Supreme Court or County Court. Applications are made
to the court that imposed the custodial sentence which made
the offender eligible. If the Secretary considers that an
application for a detention order should be made, the
Secretary will refer that question to the Director of Public
Prosecutions. The Director of Public Prosecutions then has
discretion to decide whether or not to apply to the Supreme
Court for a detention order.
The decision to apply for an order is informed by an
assessment report (prepared by a medical expert) and any
other relevant information. An assessment report addresses a
number of matters including propensity for future offending,
pattern of previous offending, the likely nature of any further
offending, and efforts made by the offender to address the
causes of their offending behaviour. These assessments are
based on a combination of actuarial risk assessment (which
looks at the statistical probability of reoffending) and
empirically guided clinical judgement by the clinical expert
(which takes into account an individual’s circumstances).
An assessment report must be filed with an application for a
detention or supervision order and forms part of the evidence
considered by the court in determining whether the offender
poses an unacceptable risk.
The courts will continue to apply the unacceptable risk test
when deciding whether or not to impose an order. This
threshold test is well-tested and has been applied by the courts
making detention and supervision orders. A similar test was
upheld by the High Court in Fardon v Attorney-General for
the State of Queensland [2004] HCA 46.
While some drafting improvements have been made, the same
two-stage test will continue to apply to courts determining a
detention order application. The bill also clarifies that the means
of managing an offender’s risk can continue to be considered in
the second stage of the detention order test. No substantive
changes are intended as a result of the readability and
modernisation exercise reflected in the bill.
A key difference under the bill will be that a court may
consider whether an offender poses an unacceptable risk of
committing a serious sex offence or a serious violence offence
or both. This risk assessment is not linked to the type of
offending which made the offender eligible for the scheme.
For example, a court may find that a person who is an eligible
offender because they were sentenced by a higher court for a
serious sex offence should be subject to a post-sentence order
because they pose an unacceptable risk of committing a
serious violence offence. Similarly, a court could find an
eligible serious violent offender to be an unacceptable risk of
committing a serious sex offence. This approach recognises
that in some cases it is difficult to clearly delineate between
violence and sexual offending and reflects that some offenders
pose a risk of engaging in both ‘types’ of criminal conduct.
Importantly, it avoids any artificial distinction between types
of serious offences that result in interpersonal harm, as such
distinctions may hinder the protection of the community.
The bill clarifies the evidentiary threshold. It provides that a
court must be satisfied by acceptable cogent evidence to a
high degree of probability that the offender poses an
unacceptable risk. This is consistent with the Court of
Appeal’s interpretation of the existing Serious Sex Offenders
(Detention and Supervision) Act provision in Nigro v
Secretary to the Department of Justice (2013) 41 VR 359.

SERIOUS OFFENDERS BILL 2018
1226

ASSEMBLY

The court may determine that the offender poses an
unacceptable risk even if the likelihood that the offender will
commit a serious sex offence or serious violence offence is
less than more likely than not. There may be cases where a
small likelihood of reoffending is an unacceptable risk
because of the gravity and nature of the offending in question
and its potential impacts on victims and the community.
Courts may make orders regardless of whether the offender is
serving a custodial sentence or is remanded in custody.
As the bill makes clear, the courts have discretion as to
whether or not to make an order even if the threshold tests are
satisfied. This is important in preserving the independence of
the judiciary.
Length and period of operation of orders
Courts will have discretion to determine the length of a
detention order or supervision order. The bill does not change
the maximum length of orders. Detention orders can be
imposed for a maximum of three years and supervision orders
for a maximum of 15 years.
Both orders can be renewed indefinitely provided that the
thresholds for imposing the orders are satisfied. These
arrangements reflect the need to balance the ongoing
protection of the community against the challenges of
accurately predicting future risks of reoffending and the
significant impact of detention and supervision orders on the
rights of the individual.
Management of detention order offenders
Under the bill, the effect of a detention order is that the offender
is detained in prison and they are managed under the
Corrections Act 1986. The Bill re-enacts the provisions
requiring detention order offenders to be treated in a way that is
appropriate to their status as an unconvicted prisoner. For
example, they must be accommodated or detained in a separate
area to the general prison population with only limited
exceptions to this rule. These arrangements are consistent with
the Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and Supervision) Act and
reflect the civil nature of a detention order.
Offenders subject to detention orders will generally be
detained separately to prisoners. Whilst detained, offenders
will be provided with opportunities to engage in rehabilitation
and treatment programs to reduce their risk of reoffending.
Management of supervision order offenders
An offender subject to a supervision order must be managed
consistently with the conditions of their supervision order.
These conditions are critical in managing the offender’s
unacceptable risk of committing a serious sex offence or
serious violence offence or both.
Consistent with the Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and
Supervision) Act, under the bill, supervision orders will have
core conditions that are automatically attached to every
supervision order, and discretionary conditions, which are
other conditions imposed by the court that are tailored to the
particular risks posed by each offender.
The primary purpose of the conditions is to reduce the risk of
the offender reoffending by committing a serious sex offence,
a serious violence offence or both or an offence listed in
Schedule 3 of the bill. The secondary purpose of the
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conditions is to provide for the reasonable concerns of any
victims of the offender in relation to their own safety and
welfare. To preserve the non-punitive purpose of the scheme,
the bill provides that any conditions must constitute the
minimum interference with the offender’s liberty, privacy or
freedom of movement that is necessary to ensure the purposes
of the conditions, and are reasonably related to the gravity of
the risk of reoffending.
Consistent with the Harper Review recommendations, the bill
expands the core conditions of supervision orders to include
clear prohibitions on serious sex offending, serious violence
offending and other offending that results in interpersonal
harm. If an offender commits one of these offences, they will
breach their order. This reform also ensures more flexibility to
manage the risk of reoffending, whether that risk is sexual or
violent. The other existing core conditions in the Serious Sex
Offenders (Detention and Supervision) Act have been
re-enacted.
Under the bill, the court must consider imposing a specified list
of suggested conditions and may pick conditions from that list
according to the particular risks posed by each offender. The
bill re-enacts the suggested conditions listed in the Serious Sex
Offenders (Detention and Supervision) Act including residence
related restrictions, treatment and rehabilitation requirements,
curfews, no-go zones, non-contact requirements and electronic
monitoring. The bill includes a new power for the courts to
cancel a firearms authority or revoke a weapons approval or
exemption. While it is anticipated that most offenders will
already be prohibited persons under the Firearms Act 1996 or
the Control of Weapons Act 1990, these provisions provide a
safety net and prompt consideration of weapon and firearm
issues. Further, the court has discretion to impose any other
conditions consistent with the purposes for which conditions
may be imposed.
The courts may also impose a condition on a supervision
order authorising the Authority to give directions to an
offender in relation to any condition of a supervision order,
with the exception that the court may not authorise the
Authority to direct that an offender reside at a residential
treatment facility.
As recommended by the Harper Review, the Department of
Justice and Regulation has completed work to streamline and
simplify, wherever possible and in accordance with
established case law, the discretionary conditions that are
sought to be imposed.
In recognition of the added complexity of managing serious
violent offenders, the bill provides that a court must not
impose discretionary supervision order conditions that are
inconsistent with other orders focused on safety. These orders
include family violence orders, personal safety orders and
child protection orders. To ensure there is flexibility,
however, the court may impose an inconsistent condition if it
is necessary to reduce the risk of serious reoffending or to
address a victim’s concerns.
Accommodation options
Generally, the court imposing the supervision order will order
the offender to reside at a particular location. The Harper
Review acknowledged that accommodation is an integral part
of the approach to managing offenders on post-sentence
supervision orders. Finding suitable accommodation requires
balancing community protection with the need to supervise
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the offender in the community in a non-punitive way that
seeks to reduce their risk of reoffending.
In 2017, in response to the Harper Review, the Government
announced the construction of the Rivergum Residential
Treatment Centre adjacent to the Hopkins Correctional
Centre in Ararat. Rivergum will be appointed a ‘residential
treatment facility’ under the bill and will provide intensive
treatment and interventions to up to 20 supervision order
offenders in a secure therapeutic environment. Rivergum will
be a step-up from existing residential facilities such as Corella
Place. The new facility will have with added security features,
such as a perimeter wall, and more intensive treatment and
case management. Further, it will be a step-down from prison
or detention into a secure, but non-punitive, therapeutic
environment.
Under the bill, only a court can require an offender who is
subject to a supervision order to reside at a residential
treatment facility by adding an intensive treatment and
supervision condition to the order. The court can impose the
condition if it is satisfied that the condition is necessary to
reduce the risk of the offender committing a serious sex
offence, serious violence offence or both, and less restrictive
means of reducing this risk have been tried or considered.
Before imposing the condition, the court must consider a
Treatment and Supervision Plan, prepared by the Secretary,
Department of Justice and Regulation, that explains how the
treatment and services to be delivered in the facility are
necessary to reduce the risk of the offender reoffending, and
the proposed process for the offender to transition to a
residential facility or another location in the community once
their risk has been reduced. Each offender will have a
Treatment and Supervision Plan that is tailored to their
particular circumstances.
Under the bill, if a court requires an offender to reside at the
residential treatment facility, it must also impose a range of
other conditions requiring the offender to engage in treatment
and rehabilitation, requiring that the offender not leave the
facility other than under the circumstances described in the
order, and requiring the offender to submit to monitoring
within the facility. This ensures clarity and consistency in the
range of obligations that offenders must comply with when
living at a residential facility.
An intensive treatment and supervision condition can operate
for up to two years. It can be renewed once for up to
12 months if the threshold criteria are met. On further
occasions the court can only renew the condition if satisfied
that exceptional circumstances exist. This provides flexibility
to manage the offender in the most appropriate environment,
but mitigates the risk of the facility permanently housing
offenders who are not engaging with treatment.
To ensure that residence in the facility remains for a
therapeutic and non-punitive purpose, the bill includes
safeguards such as yearly court reviews, a legislative
statement of offender rights and provisions facilitating visits
by judges and independent visitors.
To avoid any doubt about the lawfulness of the arrangements,
the bill provides that offenders residing in the facility are in
the legal custody of the Commissioner. The bill sets out when
and how offenders may enter and exit that custody.
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The bill also re-enacts the existing provisions relating to
residential facilities, such as Corella Place. These residences
will continue to operate as community accommodation for
serious sex offenders. Under the bill, neither the courts nor the
Authority will have power to order serious violent offenders
to reside at these facilities. This recognises the potential risks
of co-locating serious violent offenders with serious sex
offenders in community based accommodation.
Offenders residing in a residential facility or the residential
treatment facility will continue to be required to report under
the Sex Offenders Registration Act 2004, if applicable.
Powers to manage offenders
Consistent with the Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and
Supervision) Act, a court may authorise the Authority to give
directions to offenders in relation to conditions. In emergency
situations, the Authority may direct that an offender be
managed in a way that is inconsistent with the conditions of
their order for up to 72 hours. To preserve the non-punitive
nature of the scheme, the Authority must ensure that any
directions constitute the minimum interference with the
offender’s liberty, privacy or freedom of movement that is
necessary to ensure the purposes of the conditions, and that
directions are reasonably related to the gravity of the risk of
reoffending. Further, the Authority may seek information
from any person and may inquire into suspected breaches of
supervision orders.
In addition, the bill re-enacts the existing powers that apply to
the management of supervision order offenders at different
locations. This includes powers to give instructions, to search
and seize, and to use reasonable force that can be exercised by
corrections staff and police officers. These powers are
essential to ensure that offenders comply with the conditions
of their orders or the directions of the Authority, and to
maintain the safety of the community, and the good order and
safety of facilities accommodating offenders.
Under the bill, community corrections officers managing
offenders residing in the community will have broader
powers to give instructions. In addition to instructions that are
necessary for compliance with the conditions of the order,
directions of the Authority, or a rehabilitation and treatment
plan, officers can give instructions that are necessary to
ensure the safety and welfare of any person.
The reforms introduced by the Governance Act will apply to
all offenders under the bill. A Coordinated Services Plan will
be prepared and agreed by a multi-agency panel of
representatives from the Department of Justice and
Regulation, the Department of Health and Human Services
and Victoria Police. These reforms ensure there is a
coordinated approach to delivering services to offenders.
Emergency powers to manage risk
The Harper Review made three recommendations to increase
the options for managing and responding to an offender’s
imminent risk of causing serious interpersonal harm. Two of
the recommendations have already been implemented in the
Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and Supervision) Act and
will be re-enacted under the bill. The power to give
emergency directions lasting up to 72 hours was transferred to
the Authority and the power for a police officer to apprehend
and detain an offender who poses imminent risk was
extended from 10 to 72 hours.
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In addition, the bill creates a new emergency detention order
that enables the Secretary, Department of Justice and
Regulation, to apply to the Supreme Court for an order in
relation to an offender who is subject to a supervision order or
interim supervision order detaining them in prison for up to
seven days. These provisions, set out in Part 7 of the bill, are
broadly similar to provisions in New South Wales
post-sentence legislation establishing emergency
detention orders.
The bill provides that the Supreme Court may make an
emergency detention order if it appears that the matters in
support of the application would, if proved, establish that
because of altered circumstances, the offender poses an
imminent risk of committing a serious sex offence or a serious
violence offence or both if an order is not made. This threshold
balances risks to the community, the urgent nature of the
application and the rights of the offender. Consistent with the
purposes of the emergency detention order to manage an
offender’s escalating risk, the Secretary will need to
demonstrate that the circumstances that formed the basis for
the court’s decision that the offender poses an unacceptable
risk have altered so that there is an additional element to the
offender’s risk — an imminent risk of reoffending.
An emergency detention order may operate for a period of up
to seven days or the time reasonably required to enable action
to be taken under the Act, including to ensure the offender is
adequately supervised or to enable an application for a
detention order to be made, whichever is shorter.
To ensure imminent risks can be quickly managed, the bill
allows the Supreme Court to decide whether an application
for an emergency detention order can be heard and
determined in the absence of the offender. This may be
necessary in circumstances where an offender has or is likely
to abscond. In making its decision, the Court will consider all
relevant matters including the risk to the community and the
right of the offender to a fair hearing.
Both the offender and the Secretary, Department of Justice
and Regulation, can appeal a decision to make or not make an
emergency detention order, and the duration of the
emergency detention order. In relation to appeals by the
Secretary regarding a decision to not make an emergency
detention order, the court must be satisfied that there is an
error in the original decision, and that an emergency detention
order should be made. Given the urgent circumstances, the
bill gives the Court of Appeal the power to impose an
emergency detention order, in addition to the power to remit
to the Court that made the decision in the first instance. The
existing Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and Supervision)
Act thresholds for appeals apply to all other types of appeals
with respect to emergency detention orders.
As indicated in the Review, it is anticipated that expanding
the scheme to clearly allow the risks of violent offending to
be managed will mean that these strengthened emergency
powers will only be exercised when necessary to protect the
community. These legislative powers will be supported by
additional training for staff managing offenders to improve
their capacity to conduct formal threat assessments and
determine appropriate responses. The reforms will also be
supported by the expansion of the existing joint Victoria
Police and Corrections Victoria Sex Offender Specialist
Response Unit.
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Contraventions of a supervision order
Consistent with the Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and
Supervision) Act, it will be an indictable offence punishable
by a maximum of 5 years’ imprisonment to fail to comply
with a condition of a supervision order. A breach of a
restrictive condition will attract a mandatory minimum
sentence of 12 months’ imprisonment. Restrictive conditions
are the core conditions prohibiting further offending and
unsafe behaviour, and any other conditions specified by
the Court.
While the drafting of the procedural provisions has been
improved, charges of contravening a supervision order will be
prosecuted in the same way as under the Serious Sex
Offenders (Detention and Supervision) Act. Charges will
continue to be heard and determined by the court that
imposed the supervision order and that court may choose to
apply summary procedures. Further, any summary offences
related to a contravention of a supervision order may be
uplifted and dealt with by the court hearing and determining
the contravention offence.
The Secretary, Department of Justice and Regulation,
Victoria Police and Director of Public Prosecutions will
continue to share responsibility for prosecuting
contraventions of supervision orders. The cooperation and
coordination between these agencies, and consistency of
decision making between agencies, has been improved
through the development of prosecution guidelines, which
implements a recommendation of the Harper Review.
Applications for interim orders
Interim detention or supervision orders help to ensure there
are no gaps in community protection while an application for
a detention order or supervision order is being determined.
The bill re-enacts the existing provisions relating to interim
orders. The Director of Public Prosecutions and the Secretary,
Department of Justice and Regulation, can continue to apply
for an interim detention or supervision order if an application
for a detention or supervision order has been made, but the
offender will be released from custody or the offender’s
previous supervision orders has expired or will expire before
the application can be determined. The thresholds and
procedures for seeking interim orders remain largely
unchanged from those operating under the Serious Sex
Offenders (Detention and Supervision) Act.
Reviews of detention orders and supervision orders
Reviews of detention orders and supervision orders help to
ensure that only offenders who pose an unacceptable risk are
subject to orders. For supervision orders, reviews also provide
an opportunity to consider whether the conditions are
appropriate or should be varied in response to a change in the
offender’s risk level or circumstances. More broadly, these
provisions also promote court oversight and control over
post-sentence orders.
The bill requires post-sentence orders to be regularly
reviewed by a court. The Director of Public Prosecutions
must apply for a review of a detention order at least every
12 months and the Secretary, Department of Justice and
Regulation, must apply for a review of supervision orders at
least every three years. In addition, the court that imposed the
order, the Secretary, the Director of Public Prosecutions, or
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the offender may seek additional reviews in accordance with
the thresholds and procedures set out in the bill.
These provisions are generally consistent with the existing
Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and Supervision) Act
provisions. There is one change. Currently, if an offender who
is subject to a supervision order is in custody, an application
for a mandatory review of their order can only be made once
they have left custody. The bill will allow applications for
reviews to be made before or after an offender exits custody.
This provides flexibility to deal with the particular
circumstances of each offender.
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Accordingly, the Bill provides that the Chair or Deputy Chair
can be chosen from among former magistrates or judges or
from a group of eligible experienced legal experts similar to that
from which judicial appointments are made — although setting
an even higher bar of experience. The Bill expands eligibility to
the positions of Chair and Deputy Chair to include a former
judge or former magistrate, or an Australian lawyer of 10 years’
experience. For the avoidance of doubt and to support the
appointment of candidates from the retired judicial officer pool,
the Bill makes clear that the Chair and Deputy Chair can be
appointed on a full time or sessional basis.
Conclusion

Publication restrictions and information sharing
The publication restrictions and information sharing
provisions of the Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and
Supervision) Act will be re-enacted in the bill, as the Harper
Review did not recommend any changes to these provisions. I
note, however, the recently released review of the Open
Courts Act 2013, undertaken by the Hon Frank Vincent AO
QC, did recommend some changes to suppression provisions
contained in the Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and
Supervision) Act. The government will consider these
recommendations in the implementation of the Open Courts
Act review.
Review of the legislation
The Harper Review stated that it will be important to review
the operation of the reformed scheme to allow the
government to assess whether the reforms are operating as
intended and consider whether any amendments are required.
The authors of the Review report were conscious of the
danger that the reformed scheme may expand beyond the
boundaries that were originally contemplated.
As recommended by the Harper Review, the bill provides that
the Minister must cause a review of the legislation to be
conducted within five years of its operation. The Minister
must table a report of the review within 14 sitting days after
receiving the report.
The Post Sentence Authority
Finally, I turn to Part 20 of the bill which re-enacts provisions
introduced by the Governance Act to establish the Post
Sentence Authority.
In particular, I refer to the qualification requirements for
members of the Authority.
House amendments made to the Serious Sex Offenders
(Detention and Supervision) Amendment (Governance) Act
last year limited the field of who can be appointed to the
positions of Chair and Deputy Chair to a sitting or retired
judge. Since then, it has proved extremely difficult to fill
these appointments from such a narrow field.
It is vital that the very best appointments can be made to the
Authority from a larger pool of eligible and highly qualified
candidates. In Victoria, the qualifications required to become
a judge of the Supreme or County Court or to become a
Magistrate require at least 5 years’ experience as an
Australian lawyer. These are minimum qualifications and, of
course, appointments reflect the experience and suitability of
qualified individuals to fill such important posts.

The recommendations of the comprehensive review by Judge
Harper and the review Panel touched on almost every aspect
of the post-sentence scheme.
I would again like to thank the Review members for their
hard work and expert advice.
In response to these recommendations, the entire
post-sentence scheme has been overhauled. These are
complex reforms. They are being supported by new
legislation, a new governance model, and extensive
operational changes across a range of government and service
system areas. The model finely balances constitutional and
Charter requirements to ensure that while the first and
foremost priority is the protection of the community, the
scheme does not overreach beyond the safeguards required to
manage risk and support community safety.
With this final tranche of legislation we acquit the last of the
Harper Review’s recommendations. These reforms are about
intervening early to cut rates of reoffending, getting offenders
back on track and helping to create a safer Victoria.
I commend this Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 23 May.

NATIONAL REDRESS SCHEME FOR
INSTITUTIONAL CHILD SEXUAL ABUSE
(COMMONWEALTH POWERS) 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 National
Redress Scheme for Institutional Child Sexual Abuse
(Commonwealth Powers) Bill 2018.
In my opinion, the National Redress Scheme for Institutional
Child Sexual Abuse (Commonwealth Powers) Bill 2018 (the
Bill), as introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is
compatible with human rights as set out in the Charter. I base
my opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
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Overview of the Bill
The Bill will refer powers to the extent necessary for Victoria
to participate in the National Redress Scheme for Institutional
Child Sexual Abuse, on behalf of the Victorian Government.
The National Redress Scheme for Institutional Child Sexual
Abuse Bill 2018 (National Bill) establishes the National
Redress Scheme for Institutional Child Sexual Abuse (the
Scheme), and is scheduled to the Bill.
Human Rights Issues
The precise application of the Charter to national schemes
remains unclear. Section 51(xxxvii) of the Australian
Constitution allows the Australian Parliament to make laws
relating to ‘matters referred’ by the States that are otherwise
outside of the scope of Commonwealth legislative power.
This model allows the Commonwealth to make a single law
extending to all participating jurisdictions, which then link in
to the broader federal system. When legislative power is
referred to the Australian Parliament, any resulting legislation
is a law of the Commonwealth. The Charter does not apply to
Commonwealth laws. Nonetheless, I consider that
consideration of compatibility with human rights should be an
integral part of the development of any national scheme.
The following rights under the Charter are relevant to the Bill,
and therefore the National Bill: equality before the law
(section 8), privacy (section 13), freedom of expression
(section 15), protection of families and children (section 17),
property rights (section 20), fair hearing (section 24),
presumption of innocence (section 25(1)), double jeopardy
(section 26) and freedom of imposition of retrospective
penalties (section 27(2)).
For the reasons outlined below, I am of the view that the Bill
is compatible with the Charter because, to the extent that
some provisions may limit human rights, those limitations are
reasonable and justified in a free and democratic society.
Equality before the law (section 8) and protection of
families and children (section 17)
Age
Section 8(3) of the Charter provides that every person is equal
before the law and is entitled to equal protection of the law
without discrimination. Discrimination in relation to a person
means discrimination within the meaning of the Equal
Opportunity Act 2010 on the basis of an attribute protected by
that Act. Section 8 of that Act provides that direct
discrimination occurs if a person treats, or proposes to treat, a
person with an attribute unfavourably because of that
attribute. Section 9 of that Act provides that indirect
discrimination occurs if a person imposes, or proposes to
impose, a requirement, condition or practice that is, or is
likely to have, the effect of disadvantaging persons with an
attribute; and that is not reasonable.
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.
Clause 20(1)(c) of the National Bill provides that a person
cannot make an application for redress under the Scheme if
the person is a child who will not turn 18 years before the
Scheme sunset day. The Scheme will commence on 1 July
2018 and sunset on 1 July 2028, however applications for the

Wednesday, 9 May 2018

Scheme will close on 1 July 2027. Persons who will be under
8 years old when the Scheme commences will be
permanently ineligible to apply for redress under the Scheme.
Clause 21 provides for a special process for child applicants
who will turn 18 years old before the Scheme sunset day, to
prevent unfairness. Together, these provisions directly
discriminate against people by reason of their age, and
accordingly are a limit on the right to equality. However, in
my view this limitation is reasonably justified to protect the
best interests of children.
As outlined in clause 42 of the National Bill, accepting an
offer of redress results in a number of significant legal
consequences for a person. This includes releasing forever all
relevant institutions and officials from future civil liability in
relation to abuse of the person that is within the scope of the
Scheme, forgoing the entitlement to be paid damages by a
released institution or official if joined as a party in civil
proceedings, and preventing the person from bringing or
continuing any civil claim against a released institution or
official. If the Scheme Operator approves a person’s
application for redress, clause 39(l) of the National Bill also
requires the Scheme Operator to give the person a written
offer of redress that gives information about the opportunity
for the person to access legal services under the Scheme for
the purposes of obtaining legal advice about whether to
accept the offer.
A decision by a person whether to apply for redress is
complex. There would be considerable and inherent
difficulties in establishing sufficient safeguards for child
applicants to ensure that they understand the long term and
irreversible legal consequences of accepting a redress offer.
Victorian law uses the age of 18 years to clearly identify the
point at which people are generally deemed to have
developed the necessary capacity to make important decisions
about their life. This requirement also balances the rights of
children under section 17(2) of the Charter, and their right to a
fair hearing under section 24, by protecting young people
who do not have the appropriate level of maturity to make
irreversible decisions with future implications.
Betrayal of Trust and the Royal Commission into Institutional
Responses to Child Sexual Abuse (Royal Commission)
highlighted that the devastating impacts of child abuse may
not be apparent for a significant period of time following the
abuse. Survivors of child abuse face particular difficulties, as
due to the injury inflicted on them by their abusers, survivors
often take decades to fully understand and act upon the harm
arising from their abuse. If the redress Scheme were open to
child applicants, there would be a substantial risk that
survivors may be subsequently limited in their future ability
to seek appropriate recompense through the justice system.
While recognising the degree of generalisation in setting an
age limit, in my opinion, requiring a person to be at least 18
years old to access the redress Scheme represents an
appropriate safeguard to ensure that applicants have the
sufficient maturity to make decisions of this nature.
In addition, future generations will have significantly more
protections against child abuse built into institutional
processes. The Victorian Government has committed to
implementing all recommendations made by Betrayal of
Trust. In 2017, the Victorian Parliament amended the Child
Wellbeing and Safety Act 2005 to establish a new Reportable
Conduct Scheme headed by the Commissioner for Children
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and Young People. This includes overseeing and monitoring
the handling of allegations of child abuse by relevant
government departments, religious and non-government
organisations; undertaking independent investigations;
scrutinising and auditing systems and processes for handling
allegations; monitoring and reporting on trends; and building
the capacity of organisations to respond to allegations of
abuse. In conjunction with a suite of recent legislative reforms
to improve the ability for child abuse survivors to bring civil
proceedings against responsible institutions, there will be
clearer duties owed by organisations in future to protect
against child abuse, and fewer barriers to child abuse
survivors pursuing justice.
Criminal convictions
Section 20(1)(d) of the National Bill excludes a person in gaol
(within the meaning of subsection 23(5) of the Social Security
Act 1991 (Cth)) from making an application for redress under
the Scheme. This includes a person being lawfully detained
while under sentence for conviction of an offence and not on
release on parole or licence, or a person undergoing a period
of custody pending trial or sentencing for an offence. In
addition, Part 3-2 of Chapter 3 outlines special rules in
relation to applicants with serious criminal convictions, and
also prevents entitlement to redress while a security notice is
in force.
I note that these provisions propose to treat certain claimants
unfavourably on the basis of lawful detention, criminal
convictions or being subject to a security notice. However, the
provisions do not constitute direct discrimination under the
Charter because the attributes set out in section 6 of the Equal
Opportunity Act do not include a person’s criminal record,
criminal history, or criminal activity, incarceration or being
subject to a security notice.
To the extent that the provision would indirectly discriminate
against people on the basis of any protected attributes, such as
race or nationality, I consider that any limitation of equality
under the Charter is reasonable and justifiable due to the
importance of maintaining the integrity of the Scheme.
The National Bill provides discretion to the Scheme Operator
to prevent unjust or unfair outcomes. Clause 20(2) allows the
Scheme Operator to consider a redress application from a
person in gaol if he or she determines that there are
exceptional circumstances. Similarly, subclause 63(5) allows
the Scheme Operator to determine a person is entitled to
redress despite a serious criminal conviction if providing
redress would not bring the Scheme into disrepute, or
adversely affect public confidence in, or support for, the
Scheme. Subclause 63(6) outlines a list of factors that the
Scheme Operator must take into account when making this
determination, including advice given by an
Attorney-General, the nature of the offence, the length of the
sentence of imprisonment, the length of time since the person
committed the offence, and any rehabilitation of the person.
Privacy (section 13) and freedom of expression
(section 15)
Use of personal information
Section 13(a) of the Charter provides that a person has the
right not to have his or her privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with. The
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National Bill requires and permits the collection, use and
disclosure of personal information. Division 3 of Part 2-3
allows the Scheme Operator to request a person, or a
participating institution, to give information that may be
relevant to determining a redress application. This may
include information about a person’s criminal history. A
security notice may also contain personal information about a
person (see Division 3 of Part 3-2 of the National Bill). While
these provisions are relevant to a person’s right to privacy,
they will not constitute a limitation because they are
reasonable with respect to the purposes of the Scheme.
Where a person has made an application for redress,
information relevant to assessing the person’s eligibility will
be solely within that person’s knowledge and capacity to
provide. The National Bill provides clear parameters
specifying the circumstances in which the information may be
requested, and how it may be used. Clause 24 specifies that
the request must be made by written notice and specify the
nature of the information requested to be given. The National
Bill provides for the Scheme Operator to grant an extension,
either on their own initiative or on a request made by a
person, if the person does not provide the requested
information within the time frames specified in the National
Bill. Clause 26(1) provides that the Scheme Operator is not
required to make a determination on the application until the
information is provided.
Similar requirements pertain to requesting information from
institutions under clause 25. However, where an institution
does not provide information within the requested period,
clause 26(2)(b) allows the Scheme Operator to progress the
application and make a determination on the basis of
information that has been provided to the Scheme Operator.
This ensures that a person is not disadvantaged for applying
for redress where an institution does not comply with an
information request under the National Bill.
The National Bill also specifies clear parameters in Chapter 4,
Part 4-3, Division 2 around the use and disclosure of
protected information about a person. ‘Protected information’
includes information about a person or an institution that was
provided for the purposes of the Scheme. Clause 93
authorises the use and disclosure of protected information
only for the purposes of the Scheme, with express or implied
consent of the person to whom the information relates, for
preventing or lessening a serious threat to a person’s life,
health or safety, or for use in an aggregated form that does not
disclose information about a particular person.
Clauses 94–96 provide that disclosure of protected
information by the Scheme Operator is additionally
authorised in certain, limited and justifiable circumstances.
These include:
disclosure to a nominee of the person;
where the disclosure is necessary in the public interest;
and
where the disclosure is reasonably necessary for the
purposes of criminal law enforcement or child safety or
wellbeing.
Clause 97 of the National Bill also authorises disclosure of
protected information to a government institution by persons
other than the Scheme Operator for the purposes of criminal
law enforcement, the safety or wellbeing of children; or a
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prescribed purpose. This provision authorises the disclosure
of protected information for the purposes of complying with
Victoria’s reportable conduct scheme under the Child
Wellbeing and Safety Act 2005 (Vic). It also authorises the
disclosure of protected information for investigatory,
disciplinary or employment purposes, for example, to the
Victorian Institution of Teaching. Clause 98 authorises
disclosure by a person engaged by a participating institution
for clear purposes related to the Scheme as outlined in the
clause. In addition, clauses 96(3) 98(3) of the National Bill
provide that before disclosing protected information that
relates to a person who has applied for redress, even where
disclosure is permitted under the Bill, the Scheme Operator
(or any other relevant person) must have regard to the impact
the disclosure might have on the person.
The National Bill provides additional safeguards in the form
of offence provisions to protect against misuse of protected
information. Clauses 99–101 of the National Bill outline
maximum penalties of two years imprisonment or 120
penalty units for unauthorised use of information. This
includes unauthorised access, recording, disclosure or use of
protected information, soliciting disclosure of protected
information, or offering to supply protected information.
I am satisfied that these provisions in the National Bill ensure
that any interference with privacy is precise and circumscribed,
and made in clearly defined circumstances in accordance with
law. The National Bill provides for appropriate protections for
the privacy of persons applying for redress under the Scheme,
while balancing the importance of ensuring disclosure is
permitted in matters of public interest, and for the purpose of
child safety and well-being. This also takes into account other
Charter rights, such as the protection of families and children
(section 17), because it ensures that any disclosure of personal
information in such circumstances may enable early
intervention where a child may be at risk of harm.
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This includes the freedom to seek, receive and impart
information and ideas of all kinds, whether within or outside
Victoria, and in any form. Freedom of expression is also the
freedom from being compelled to say certain things or
provide certain information. In this respect, I consider that
clause 42(4) promotes freedom of expression, by respecting
survivors’ personal choices in whether to discuss their redress
determination.
Clause 10 of the Bill permits information sharing by State
institutions to the Scheme Operator, and within State
agencies, for the purposes of providing information in relation
to an application for redress under the National Bill. As
outlined above, the National Bill provides clear parameters
around the use and disclosure of protected information about
a person, which I believe do not constitute an arbitrary
interference or limitation on the right to privacy.
For these reasons, I am satisfied that the provisions of the Bill
do not limit the right to privacy under section 13 of the Charter.
Property rights (section 20)
Section 20 of the Charter provides that a person must not be
deprived of his or her property other than in accordance with
law. This right is not limited where there is a law which
authorises a deprivation of property, and that law is
adequately accessible, clear and certain, and sufficiently
precise to enable a person to regulate their conduct.
Clause 191 of the National Bill renders the Commonwealth
liable to pay a reasonable amount of compensation if the
operation of the National Bill would result in an acquisition of
property from a person otherwise than on just terms. To the
extent that this engages property rights under the Charter, I
consider that the right to reasonable compensation in these
circumstances ensures that section 20 is not limited.

Confidentiality agreement

Fair hearing (section 24)

Clause 42 of the National Bill outlines the process for a
person to accept an offer of redress, and provides that a
person must give the Scheme Operator an acceptance
document that complies with the requirements of clause
42(2)(a)–(j). These requirements include acknowledgement of
release of specified institutions and officials from civil
liability, civil proceedings and related claims, the components
of redress that the person wishes to receive, and an
acknowledgement that the person understands the effect of
accepting the offer.

Section 24(1) of the Charter relevantly provides that ‘a party to
a civil proceeding has the right to have the … proceeding
decided by a competent, independent and impartial court or
tribunal after a fair and public hearing.’ This right is concerned
with procedural fairness (i.e. the right of a party to be heard and
to respond to any allegations made against them) rather than the
substantive fairness of a decision or judgment.

Clause 42(2)(j) of the National Bill requires the acceptance
document to comply with any requirements prescribed by the
rules, but clause 42(4) specifies that these rules must not
require the person to enter into a confidentiality agreement. A
confidentiality agreement would otherwise operate to prevent
a person from disclosing the terms of their acceptance
documents. This could engage the right to privacy under the
Charter, because there is a possibility that the acceptance
documents could contain personal information about
individuals associated with the person’s institutional abuse.
However, given that the sanctions against disclosure in
clauses 99–101 of the National Bill extend to protected
information included in the acceptance documents, I consider
that this to be a reasonable safeguard to mitigate the risk of
disclosure and any potential for the limitation of the right.
Clause 42(4) of the National Bill could also engage the right
to freedom of expression under section 15(2) of the Charter.

Clause 42 of the National Bill outlines the requirements for
accepting an offer of redress, by providing the Scheme
Operator with an acceptance document containing the criteria
in subclauses 42(2)(a)-(j). Subclauses 42(2)(c)–(e) provide
that accepting an offer of redress requires the person to
release and forever discharge relevant institutions and
officials from all civil liability, damages in civil proceedings,
and current and future claims, for abuse of the person that is
within the scope of the Scheme. Clause 43 of the National
Bill gives effect to acceptance of redress on civil liability.
These provisions will limit the right to a fair hearing, because
the person will be permanently prevented from commencing
future court proceedings relating to the institutional child
abuse they suffered. They will also be unable to make another
application for redress under the Scheme, whether or not the
offer is accepted. However, I consider that the limitation is
reasonable and justifiable having regard to the factors in 7(2)
of the Charter.
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Applying for, and accepting, an offer of redress is voluntary,
and is subject to safeguards contained in the National Bill to
ensure that survivors are able to make an informed decision in
relation to their individual circumstances. An offer of redress,
as per clause 39(l) of the National Bill, requires the Scheme
Operator to give information about the opportunity for the
person to access legal services under the Scheme for the
purposes of obtaining legal advice about whether to accept
the offer. Legal Support Services will be provided by the
Scheme to survivors, to ensure survivors seeking access to
redress are provided with quality, trauma informed advice on
their legal options and at key steps in the redress process.
Clause 40(1) of the National Bill provides that the acceptance
period, from the date of the offer, must be at least six months.
In exceptional circumstances, clause 40(2) provides that the
Scheme Operator may extend the acceptance period. This will
provide sufficient time for a survivor to consider their options
and obtain legal advice as to whether the offer should be
accepted, including whether they should otherwise elect to
commence civil proceedings through the courts.
Division 2 of Part 4-1 provides for a process around internal
review of determinations. Where the Scheme Operator has
made a determination on a redress application, the person
may apply to the Scheme Operator for review. The Scheme
Operator must either review the original determination or
cause it to be reviewed by an independent decision-maker to
whom the Scheme Operator’s power is delegated and who
was not involved in the making of the determination. The
Scheme does not provide an external review process. The
Scheme is intended to operate as an alternative to the
adversarial court process, and I also consider that there are
important public policy reasons for ensuring that finality is
provided with respect to decisions made under the Scheme.
Presumption of innocence (section 25(1))
Section 25(1) of the Charter provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence has the right to be presumed innocent
until proven guilty according to law. Ordinarily, the
presumption of innocence requires that the prosecution prove
all matters beyond reasonable doubt. Section 25(1) is relevant
where a statutory provision shifts the burden of proof onto an
accused in a criminal proceeding, so that the accused is
required to prove matters to establish, or raise evidence to
suggest, that he or she is not guilty of an offence.
Evidential onus of proof
Clause 99(1) of the National Bill makes it an offence to
obtain, record, disclose or use protected information without
authorisation. Clause 99(2) provides an exception to this
offence, stating that it does not apply if the person did not
obtain the information in relation to the Scheme, or if the
person had already obtained the information prior to having
obtained the information in relation to the Scheme. The note
in clause 99(2) specifies that a defendant bears an evidential
burden of proof in relation to this exception.
Evidential burdens are not considered to limit the right to be
presumed innocent. The exception relates to matters that are
peculiarly within the accused’s knowledge, which would be
unduly onerous on a prosecution to investigate and disprove
at first instance. Once the accused has pointed to evidence of
the excuse, the burden shifts back to the prosecution to prove
the essential elements of the offence to a legal standard.
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Whether a person had not obtained protected information for
the purposes of the Scheme, or whether a person had already
obtained the protected information prior to obtaining it in
relation to the Scheme, would be information solely within
the knowledge of that person. Once raised, the burden would
then revert back to the prosecution to prove the elements of
the offence.
Accordingly, I do not consider that clause 99 operates to limit
the presumption of innocence.
Legal onus of proof
Clause 171 of the National Bill concerns the recovery of
amounts from financial institutions. It applies if an amount is
an amount paid under the Act to a financial institution for the
credit of an account kept with the financial institution, and the
Scheme Operator is satisfied that the payment was intended to
be made to someone who was not the person(s) in whose
name(s) the account was kept. The Scheme Operator may
give the financial institution a written notice under clause
171(2) requiring the institution to repay the specified amount
to the Commonwealth within a reasonable period. Clause
171(3) is an offence provision requiring the financial
institution to comply with the notice in 171(2).
Clause 171(4) provides for a defence where a financial
institution fails to comply with a notice in 171(2), if the
financial institution proves that it was incapable of complying
with the notice. The note in clause 171(4) specifies that a
defendant bears a legal burden of proof when raising this
defence.
To the extent that this section may apply to individuals that
are subject to the protections of the Charter, I consider that it
is reasonable and justifiable to create a legal burden of proof
in these circumstances. Proving that a financial institution was
incapable of complying with a notice is a matter peculiarly
within the knowledge of that financial institution. The
financial institution would be best placed to prove why it was
incapable of complying, based on its internal system, records
processes, and policies and procedures. Conversely, it would
be significantly more difficult and costly for the prosecution
to disprove the matter, than for the financial institution to
establish the matter. There would be no less restrictive means
reasonably available to achieve the intended purpose that the
legal burden seeks to achieve.
I am therefore satisfied that the limitation on the presumption
of innocence occasioned by these defences is demonstrably
justified in accordance with section 7(2) of the Bill.
Double jeopardy (section 26) and freedom from
imposition of retrospective penalties (section 27(2))
Section 26 of the Charter provides that a person must not be
tried or punished more than once for an offence in respect of
which he or she has already been finally convicted or
acquitted in accordance with law.
Section 27(2) of the Charter provides that a penalty must not
be imposed on any person for a criminal offence that is
greater than the penalty that applied to the offence when it
was committed.
Clause 20(1)(d) of the National Bill excludes a person in gaol
(within the meaning of subsection 23(5) of the Social Security
Act 1991 (Cth)) from applying for redress under the Scheme.
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Division 2 of Part 3-2 of the National Bill requires special
assessment of applicants with serious criminal convictions,
defined as a sentence of imprisonment for five years or longer.
Imposition of a penalty
There is no relevant definition of ‘penalty’ under the Charter
or other Victorian legislation. The ordinary meaning of the
term is a sanction or punishment imposed in consequence or
as a result of wrongdoing.
The European Court has favoured broad factors to be taken
into account in assessing whether a measure is a penalty,
including:
the nature and purpose of the measure,
its characterisation under law;
the procedures involved in the making and
implementation of the measure; and
its severity.
On one view, which is my preferred view, preventing a person
in gaol from applying for redress, and setting parameters
around the application of persons with serious convictions,
would not constitute a penalty imposed for an offence, but
would be a further consequence of conviction for an offence.
However, it could also be argued that the Bill imposes a
‘penalty’ for the offence for the purposes of the Charter
because a person may be unable to apply for redress as a
direct result of the person’s criminal conviction, which could
be seen as constituting additional punishment.
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will generally be unable to apply for redress under the
Scheme, clause 20(2) allows the Scheme Operator to accept
applications if he or she determines there are exceptional
circumstances justifying the application being made, on a
case-by-case basis. Persons in gaol are only excluded from
applying for redress under the Scheme during their period of
incarceration. Upon release, they will be eligible to apply
(subject to the provisions in the National Bill in relation to
serious criminal convictions).
Clause 63 of the National Bill outlines a special assessment
process of applicants with serious criminal convictions. The
Scheme Operator may determine that such an applicant is
entitled to redress if satisfied that providing redress would not
bring the Scheme into disrepute, or adversely affect public
confidence in, or support for, the Scheme. In making this
determination, the Scheme Operator must take into account a
number of relevant factors including any advice given by an
Attorney-General, the nature of the offence, the length of the
sentence of imprisonment, the length of time since the person
committed the offence, any rehabilitation of the person, and
any other matter that the Scheme Operator considers relevant.
These provisions are sufficiently targeted to ensure that
decision-making by the Scheme Operator is tailored to
individual circumstances and do not operate in an arbitrary
manner, while balancing public policy considerations and
community expectations. For these reasons, I do not consider
that there would be any less restrictive means reasonably
available to achieve these purposes.
The Hon. Martin Pakula, MP
Attorney-General

Second reading

Imposition of punishment
‘Punishment’ is variously defined as a sanction or penalty
assessed against a person who has violated the law. There is
disagreement between courts and tribunals in different
jurisdictions as to whether to adopt a broad or narrow
interpretation of ‘punishment’.
For example, Canadian courts have generally favoured a
narrow interpretation of ‘punishment’, and have restricted
application of the double jeopardy right to ‘criminal and penal
matters’. By contrast, the European Court has favoured a broad
interpretation of the protection against double jeopardy, and has
focused on the following criteria in determining whether or not
there is a criminal charge or criminal proceedings:
the legal classification of the proceeding;
the nature of the proceeding;

Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) (10:46) — I
move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
standing orders:
The Royal Commission into Institutional Responses to Child
Sexual Abuse bore witness to the evidence of thousands of
Australians who, as children, were subject to horrific sexual
abuse in institutions across Australia.
In September 2015, the Royal Commission released the
‘Redress and Civil Litigation Report’ which recommended
that a national redress scheme be established to recognise the
harm suffered by, and enable some reparation for, survivors
of abuse.

the repressive or deterrent character of the penalty; and
the nature and severity of the applicable penalty.
In light of this disagreement, it could be argued that
preventing a person from accessing redress during a period of
incarceration, or on the basis of a serious criminal conviction,
would constitute ‘punishment’ for the purposes of section 26
of the Charter. If a broader interpretation is adopted, and the
rights in both sections 26 and 27 are considered to be limited,
then I consider that any limitation is reasonable and justifiable
under section 7(2) of the Charter, in order to uphold public
confidence and support for the Scheme. While people in gaol

This echoed the findings of the report by the Family and
Community Development Committee of this Parliament into
the Handling of Child Abuse by Religious and Other
Non-Government Organisations, titled Betrayal of Trust,
which was delivered on 13 November 2013. That report also
proposed the establishment of a redress scheme for survivors
of institutional child abuse, as an alternative to traditional
avenues of litigation. The Victorian Government committed
to implementing all the recommendations contained in the
Betrayal of Trust report.
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Victoria has long supported a National Redress Scheme as the
best option to provide survivors with one entry point in
Australia to apply for redress and to ensure that there is
consistency in outcomes for survivors, regardless of which
state or territory they reside in.
On 9 March 2018, the Victorian Premier announced the
Victorian Government’s in-principle agreement, alongside the
NSW Government, to join the National Redress Scheme.
The Victorian Government believes that participating in the
National Redress Scheme will provide critical support to
those who have suffered institutional child sexual abuse and
weren’t listened to, believed or acknowledged.
The Commonwealth Parliament does not have legislative
power to enact legislation to facilitate the National Redress
Scheme beyond its own institutions. In order to bring states,
and state based institutions, into the Scheme a referral of
powers to the Commonwealth Parliament is needed. Under
section 51(xxxvii) of the Commonwealth Constitution,
headed ‘Powers of the Parliament’, the Commonwealth
Parliament has the power to make laws with respect to:
matters referred to the Parliament of the Commonwealth
by the Parliament or Parliaments of any State or States,
but so that the law shall extend only to States by whose
Parliaments the matter is referred, or which afterwards
adopt the law.
The Bill will refer powers to the Commonwealth Parliament
to the extent necessary for Victoria to participate in the
Scheme, in the terms set out in the National Redress Scheme
for Institutional Child Sexual Abuse Bill 2018 (the National
Bill), which is scheduled to the Bill and, once passed by
Federal Parliament, will be the National Redress Act. Once a
State introduces referral of powers legislation, the
Commonwealth intends to introduce the National Bill in the
Federal Parliament.
The Bill refers two types of matters to the Commonwealth —
a text reference and an amendment reference.
The text reference is in line with the practice of the states
referring matters to the Commonwealth by reference of
matters set out in scheduled text. The text reference refers, as
a matter, power to the Commonwealth to make laws by
enacting the National Bill, which once enacted would be the
National Redress Act, in the same, or substantially the same,
terms as the National Bill as scheduled. The scheduled
National Bill is referred to in the Bill as the ‘initial referred
provisions.’ Substantial amendment by the Commonwealth
Parliament of the National Bill would render the referrals, if
passed, invalid, as Victoria will have only referred powers
consistent with the scheduled National Bill as scheduled to
the Bill.
The amendment reference refers matters relating to a redress
scheme for institutional child sexual abuse to the extent of
making laws by express amendment of the, to be passed,
National Redress Act. The amendment reference is to enable
the Commonwealth to ensure the adaptability of the scheme
by making limited amendments to the National Redress Act,
as needed. There are some matters which are expressly
excluded from the amendment reference. State redress
mechanisms are excluded so as to prevent Commonwealth
interference in the operation, or establishment, of any current,
or future, Victorian redress mechanism or scheme. Also
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excluded is the making of any laws that substantively remove,
or override, a provision of the National Redress Act that
requires the agreement of Victoria.
Amendments to the National Redress Act will only be made
with the agreement of the participating jurisdictions in
accordance with the provisions of the Intergovernmental
Agreement on the National Redress Scheme for Institutional
Child Sexual Abuse (IGA), which all participating state
jurisdictions will sign, and which Victoria has already signed.
Protection for Victoria is built into the Bill as the Governor
may, by proclamation, terminate one, or both, references in
order for Victoria to cease participating in the National
Redress Scheme.
Under the National Bill, a Victorian state institution must be
declared in order to be a participating state institution,
following agreement by the Victorian Government.
The National Bill establishes the National Redress Scheme
and outlines the entitlement to redress under the scheme. The
Scheme will run for 10 years. Eligible survivors will be
eligible for a monetary payment, access to counselling and
psychosocial services, and a direct personal response such as
an apology from the responsible institution, or institutions.
Applications for redress by survivors will be assessed by
independent decision makers on a case-by-case basis by
reference to an assessment framework. Survivors will be able
to access independent legal advice which will be funded
under the Scheme, before accepting the offer of redress and
signing a deed of release. The Commonwealth Department of
Social Services will be the Operator of the Scheme. The
National Bill includes internal review mechanisms and
protection governing the use, and disclosure, of information
provided under the Scheme.
The Bill will refer powers to the extent necessary for
Victorian state institutions to participate in the Scheme. It will
also pave the way for churches, charities and other
non-government institutions operating in Victoria to
participate in the Scheme.
I commend the Bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr PESUTTO
(Hawthorn).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 23 May.

APPROPRIATION (2018–2019) BILL 2018
Second reading
Debate resumed from 8 May; motion of
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer).
Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) (10:46) — So what
we have here is a government that is extremely high
taxing, as I have reflected on earlier in my speech
which started yesterday. The Labor government, if we
have a look at what is going on locally, have been
giving a ridiculous amount of money to institutions
like, for example, the AFL, with Etihad Stadium —
$225 million has been earmarked for Etihad Stadium
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and a nice bit of waterfront land as a bit of a gift as
well — but nothing for local sporting clubs. I have a
look at the sporting clubs in my local area, and there is
not a red cent for them — not a black cent either, I have
got to say, or a blue cent. There are no cents at all for
our local sporting clubs.
There are so many things that we have missed out on. It
is not only the sporting clubs; major road projects also
need to be done for the sake of safety. There is the
Bedford and Canterbury roads intersection and the
pedestrian crossing for The Basin. There is no funding
for our local Bayswater scouts, nothing for the
Heathmont bridge safety upgrade, nothing for Miller
Park or Guy Turner Reserve. In fact there is nothing at
all for Bayswater; we have been very much forgotten
and underappreciated out in our area. We also see —
there was a mention of it in the budget — the
Canterbury Road upgrade from Dorset Road in
Bayswater North, but this is where it really is important
to read the footnotes in the state budget: that is being
funded fully by the federal government. I think that is
great. They have done really well, and thanks to
Michael Sukkar, our federal member, for advocating
for that. There has also been some funding for the
improvement of access to the Heathmont shops —
again, we have had some accidents there — but that too
has federal government assistance. So the only real
level of funding in my electorate is for one particular
school. It is a school that I had been talking about for
years, and it has just taken far too long and in fact an
election to shake this government into actually listening
to the pleas of the Heathmont community.
As far as sporting clubs go, obviously there are lots of
sporting clubs and I have mentioned a few of them. But
why is it that $225 million is going towards Etihad
Stadium, a privately owned facility and obviously a
great place to hold the Brownlow Medal count, when
the government says that local clubs, comprising
hardworking men and women who volunteer for the
sake of our communities on the weekends, will be able
to apply for a loan to do upgrades at their facilities but
they will have to repay those funds with interest? That
is just not fair, and this is a government that has the
mantra all the time about being fair. If your taxes are up
by over 35 per cent, where is that money going? Good
question. If you have got $6.2 billion in extra income
with all those extra taxes, why can’t some of that be
spent on upgrading local sporting clubs? The answer is
really easy: there is a more than $7 billion increase in
public sector wages. How is that fair? You have had a
35 per cent increase in income — and I do not know
anybody who has had a 35 per cent increase in their
wages; I certainly have not — but you go and then give
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it to bodies like the AFL. I love my footy, but not at the
expense of grassroots organisations.
So let us have a look at some of the portfolio areas that
I am responsible for. Consumer affairs — lots of
reviews and of course no real outcomes as yet. The
Residential Tenancies Act 1997 underwent a review in
2015, and we are still waiting to hear about any
legislative changes that will come about from that. Of
course there was that thought bubble that is now called
rent fair leading up to the by-election in Northcote — it
did not make them win — there was a statement and it
talked about smaller bonds, fewer rent increases, more
flexibility for alterations, pets and giving renters more
security. We have not seen anything on that; there are
no legislative changes before the house. All it has done
is create uncertainty for the rental market. We all want
a fair and balanced system for renters, but also for
landlords; without them there is no housing stock. If
you do not look after the landlords there will be an
even worse impact on housing affordability than all of
the cost-of-living pressures that this particular
government has brought upon Victorians. Again, I ask:
how is that fair?
We are still waiting for any real legislative changes on
retirement villages. Again, there was an inquiry into
that in the upper house. We have seen no definite
legislative changes on compliance for cladding reform.
Our sex workers advisory board continues to remain
dormant. There is just so much in that area. This
government obviously thinks so much of tourism that
the minister, when on his feet yesterday in his budget
reply, mentioned tourism — and I counted — for
27 seconds out of a 15-minute speech. He did mention
sport a lot — I will give him that — but tourism is an
absolutely huge driver of the Victorian economy, as it
should be, because we have got such an amazing,
diverse and abundant offering here in our state. The
Minister for Sport, who happens to also be the Minister
for Tourism and Major Events, mentioned this
high-yielding source of income for our state for just
27 seconds out of 15 minutes. It is not good enough.
We are still playing catch-up from the budget cuts that
they made in the 2015–16 budget, which allowed us to
fall behind other states. The government has seriously
dropped the ball on such an important industry, and all
of the hardworking men and women who rely on
tourism as their bread and butter, whether it be in the
CBD or metropolitan Melbourne as a whole or out in
the regional areas, can consider that a slap in the face.
We continue to lose major events to other states, and
there are plenty of examples of that. That is why we
have said that we are going to bring back a revised
Victorian Major Events Company (VMEC). We cannot
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afford to lose any more of the major events that we
have. VMEC was fantastic at securing events like the
Australian Formula One Grand Prix. They also brought
us the beautiful White Night — and there was an
incarnation of it when we were in government — and
the Melbourne Winter Masterpieces.
The proof is in the pudding that VMEC actually works,
so we are going to bring back a body that is focused on
driving economic benefits by securing major events.
We are going to be aggressive in our approach to
bringing those events to Melbourne and not allowing
them to go off to the other states which just throw a
slightly bigger cheque at them. That is not good at all.
We are still behind in terms of growth in the national
averages, and although we are growing — nobody can
deny that — we are growing at a much slower pace.
We have dropped the ball on tourism, and that will
change if the government changes in November.
In the creative industries, or the arts, it is interesting.
The very part-time minister in his speech yesterday —
which again was 15 minutes — only mentioned the
creative industries in his second-last sentence. He said:
There are many, many important investments, whether it be
in the equality area or the creative industries area.

That is it — he mentioned creative industries once.
There were no initiatives. He did not speak about
anything relating to creative industries. You cannot
have a part-time arts minister in the state. The arts are a
huge economic driver that employ tens of thousands of
people and bring so much money into this state, but
they are also good for the state — and they are
mentioned in one sentence by the minister that has a
throwaway line in it. That is not good enough.
Maybe this government needs to have a good look at its
ministers and say, ‘Okay, if you’re not busy rorting and
you’re not busy being thrown out because you are not
toeing the line, you actually need to know about your
portfolios. You actually need to earn your keep. You
need to earn the respect of the industries that you are
working with, but you also need to actually be able to
put something back in for the sake of the Victorian
public’. The taxpayer deserves so much more than what
is in this budget.
There are delays upon delays in the creative industries.
Do not even get me started on film. We have got one
year in the budget for which the funding is adequate,
and then it drops away to $50 000 or $100 000,
depending on whether you believe the budget papers or
the press release. There is $50 000 to $100 000 a year
in the forward estimates. I do not even want to go there
because the industry itself is screaming at this, saying,
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‘Why don’t they understand how much money screen
production, whether it be small or large screen and
whether it be streaming content or games, costs? Why
are they not treating us seriously? We are a serious
economic driver in this state, and we have been taken
for fools. We have been treated like a joke, and we are
not a joke’.
What I want to do is make sure that when these
portfolios come back into the hands of the
Liberal-Nationals coalition government at the end of
this year all of these portfolios and the people of
Bayswater are given the respect they not only demand
but deserve. This government is not playing fair. I do
not know how they can say that this budget is fair in
any way, shape or form. They have received over
$6 billion in extra taxes since coming to power. They
have spent $7 billion of that plus more on public sector
wages, and they have dropped the ball by not helping
out good, hardworking people in areas like Bayswater
and not helping out those working in the industries I
have spoken about. It is not good enough, and it is very
simply not fair.
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) (10:57) — In the
short time available to me before we are interrupted by
question time, I rise with great pride to speak on the
Appropriation (2018–2019) Bill 2018, because this is
yet another budget that delivers for all Victorians,
including the great people of Dandenong. This is a
Labor budget, true to our values of equity and
inclusion. It includes strong investment in the vital
health, transport and education infrastructure and
services that so many in our community rely on. It is
about giving all kids the best start in life and giving
adults the ability to carve out new opportunities and
create new and prosperous beginnings. It is about
giving everyone the opportunity to gain the skills and
knowledge they need to get the jobs they want. It is also
about relieving the pressure on our roads and about
expanding the capacity of our public transport. It is
about getting things done right and making things
fair — a catchcry that actually means something for
real people in the community. Through this budget we
are consolidating our successes and securing a bright
future for Victoria.
I would like to focus on some of the investments
relevant to my electorate, and I will get an opportunity
to continue with those after the break. Headlining this
budget for my community is something I have spent a
lot of time talking about in this place, and that is
congestion in Dandenong South. Dandenong South is
the largest manufacturing precinct in the country, with
over 45 000 road users accessing the precinct every
day, most of them local workers.
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When I was elected in 2014 a number of key
stakeholders, including the Committee for Dandenong,
the City of Greater Dandenong and many local
manufacturers, spoke to me about the desperate need
for another road crossing over the Cranbourne railway
line in Dandenong South, and they identified in
particular the need for an overpass to connect
Remington Drive and Pound Road West. This has been
on their wish list for many, many years, and I was more
than happy to assist in making it a reality.
Through many discussions with the Premier, the
Treasurer and the Minister for Roads and Road Safety,
I am very proud to say that in this budget we will be
funding that overpass, news of which has been received
very well indeed by the industrial community and the
workforce they employ. This is more than just a road
and it is more than just a bridge; it is all about jobs. It is
about enhancing productivity, it is about attracting more
businesses to the area and it is about attracting workers
and reducing their commute times so they can spend
less time on the road and more time with their families.
The Remington Drive project is just one part of a
$2.2 billion package of investment in suburban roads.
We are doing this to reduce congestion and provide a
smoother, safer commute for everybody. We are
also continuing our massive effort to widen the
Monash Freeway.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

ABSENCE OF MINISTER
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (11:01) — I rise to
advise that the Minister for Women will be absent from
question time today. The Minister for Roads and Road
Safety will answer any questions in the industrial
relations and Aboriginal affairs portfolios, and the
Minister for Health will answer any questions in the
women and prevention of family violence portfolios.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Public sector funding and employment
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) (11:01) — My
question is to the Treasurer. Treasurer, in your costings
document at the 2014 election you promised to reduce
public service executive officer wage costs by
$39.9 million. The Victorian Public Sector
Commission’s annual report showed that you have in
fact increased executive numbers in the Victorian
public service by 207 since the election, with 162 of
these new positions created in the last year alone.
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Treasurer, why is breaking your promise and hiring
more bureaucrats a higher priority for your government
than providing financial support to children orphaned
by violent crime?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the House
and the member for Gembrook will come to order. I ask
the Minister for Police to also cooperate with the
smooth running of the house.
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) (11:03) — I thank the
member for Malvern for his question, and I also thank
him for the opportunity to demonstrate that this is a
government that grows our economy, that invests in our
people and that makes sure that we have appropriately
resourced people, whether they be employees
delivering services or executive officers overseeing the
effective delivery of those services. We make no
apology for delivering the biggest infrastructure
program this state has ever seen, and yes, we need
executives to oversee it. But in order to assuage any
concerns that the member for Malvern may have, let
me be clear that as a proportion of general government
expenditure employee expenses are consistent with the
long-term average of 42 per cent of budget expenditure.
Mr M. O’Brien — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Treasurer is debating the question. Labor’s Financial
Statement 2014 under ‘Savings & efficiencies’ has the
line item ‘Reduce the number of executive officers’,
$39.9 million. I ask you to bring the Treasurer back to
answering why he broke that promise.
The SPEAKER — I understand the point of order,
but the —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for Roads
and Road Safety is warned. I do not uphold the point of
order.
Mr PALLAS — As I was saying, this government
is continuing to make the vital investments to keep our
community safe. As you would know, since the turn of
this century, 7000 additional police officers — all
funded by Labor administrations. Do you want to know
what keeping the community safe looks like? It is feet
on the ground — all paid for by Labor governments.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hastings is warned.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Wednesday, 9 May 2018

ASSEMBLY

Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, on the
question of relevance, this was a question about
executive officers. The Treasurer is not addressing that
issue. I ask you to bring him back to answering the
question as asked.
Mr Pakula — On the point of order, Speaker, the
question specifically went to the question of executives
vis-a-vis the government’s capacity to keep the
community safe from crime, and the Treasurer is well
within his rights in addressing that to go to the
government’s investment in police.
The SPEAKER — Order! The question did invite
the Treasurer to compare his promise with other
actions. I rule the point of order out of order.
Mr PALLAS — Continuing the comparison, this
government has employed in this year, to June 2017,
3000 extra public health workers. We have employed
1500 extra teachers and school staff.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, I renew
the point about relevance. The comparison that you
referred to in your ruling was in relation to funding for
children orphaned as a result of crime. If the Treasurer
wants to make comparisons between an increase in
executive officers and not funding support for children
orphaned by crime, then that is a valid comparison, but
if he is talking about health or other staff, that is not
relevant. I ask you to bring him back to the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer had
referred earlier in his answer to the coverage of
executive officers across government in relation to the
provision of services. The Treasurer is entitled to
address that issue.
Mr PALLAS — You do not employ those direct
services into the community, including in this budget
1000 police and emergency services staff, without
having appropriate executive oversight. Might I say that
the continued commitment in our community goes on:
community corrections and prison staff, police custody
officers and the staff at the Level Crossing Removal
Authority, the Melbourne Metro Rail Authority and the
Western Distributor Authority.
Mr M. O’Brien — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Treasurer has not addressed the clear promise that was
made in Labor’s Financial Statement. I seek to make it
available to the house, even though clearly it is not
worth the paper it is written on.
The SPEAKER — The member for Malvern has
made that document available to the house.
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Mr PALLAS — We inherited a moribund
economy, and we made investments to make sure that
we now have the best-performing economy in the
nation. Why is that? Because we invest in the delivery
of services and infrastructure, and either you need
high-quality executives to do it or you contract it out,
like those opposite, for what little they ever got up to.
To hear from the former finance minister, who brought
in the sustainable finance initiative — the 10 per cent
cut on public services right across the board — we are
proud of what we have done. We are delivering to
Victorians and we will continue to deliver for
Victorians, because growing the economy is exactly
what benefits each and every Victorian.
Supplementary question
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) (11:08) — Treasurer,
with public service executives now earning an average
of more than $213 000, if you had kept your promise to
reduce executive numbers in the Victorian public
service instead of expanding them, Victorian taxpayers
would be $105 million better off. Why does your
government put the interests of bureaucratic fat cats
before the interests of Victorians who are worried about
rising crime, worsening congestion and skyrocketing
costs of living?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) (11:09) — Well, if by ‘fat
cats’ the member for Malvern means those who are
removing our level crossings, building schools and
keeping our community safe, I will tell you that I am on
the side of the fat cat if that is what you define as a fat
cat. This state was running lean under you — lean and
miserable. You compromised this state’s opportunity to
grow and you disinvested in the state’s future, and we
will not copy you.

Ministers statements: TAFE funding
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (11:10) — I am
saddened to have to inform honourable members that
last night the Prime Minister confirmed that the federal
government will take the axe to TAFE — that is what it
will do. Just a week after our government proudly
brought down a budget making TAFE free for those
30 priority courses, last night’s federal budget — sadly,
inexplicably and in a mean-spirited decision — has cut
$200 million from TAFE skills and training across the
country, meaning $60 million will be cut from
Victorian students.
On this side of the house we know that jobs start with
skills. If you are going to keep on building the road and
rail projects that are so important to the future, then you
need skilled workers to do it. That is why we are
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investing in 30 000 additional TAFE places, free TAFE
for the 30 priority courses, free preapprenticeships for
those 18 leading preapprenticeship courses —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — The member for Ripon is
warned.
Mr ANDREWS — and substantial reform to senior
secondary schooling so that our high school graduates
can leave with a Victorian certificate of education or a
Victorian certificate of applied learning in one hand and
a trade certificate in the other. This is about values,
choices and priorities, and we will always put first the
people who need a good government to support TAFE
so that they can get the skills they want — the skills
they need and want — for the jobs that we as an
economy and a community need them to undertake.
I am pleased that Mr Turnbull has suddenly — as the
great explorer he is — found Victoria, and we welcome
those additional capital works dollars to add to our
record road and rail agenda. But the question to the
Prime Minister is this: if you cut TAFE, who will build
that road and rail agenda? We would never do this. We
have saved TAFE, and we are making it better than it
has ever been.

Public sector funding and employment
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) (11:12) — My
question is again to the Treasurer. The proportion of
executives to non-executives in the Victorian public
sector is now at the highest level in recent history,
according to the Victorian Public Sector Commission.
The commission noted:
The increase in public service executive numbers has
followed removal during the 2016–17 year of longstanding
controls that limited the number of executives that could be
employed.

Treasurer, given that the commission notes it was a
deliberate government decision to change the policy to
bloat the number of public service executives, why
should Victorian taxpayers have to pick up the bill for
your broken election promise?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) (11:13) — Every time the
member for Malvern gets up and asks me a question he
gives me the opportunity to remind the Victorian
people that we are very, very different from them. They
presided over a moribund economy, and they thought
the way to fix the problem was to cut, cut, cut. And
exactly how did that work, by the way? When we came
into government, we inherited a moribund economy
with next to no capital works.
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What are executive officers doing? I will tell you what
they are doing: they are oversighting the delivery of the
biggest infrastructure program in this nation and
certainly in this state’s history. We are proud of the
executive officers who oversight this program. We are
proud of the growth and opportunity that these people
are delivering to Victoria. Victoria has never been
busier, and consumer confidence has never
been stronger.
Mr M. O’Brien — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Treasurer has been on his feet for 2 minutes. He has not
once referred to the clear promise he made before the
election and why that promise has not been met. I ask
you to bring him back to the question.
The SPEAKER — The question did reference
executive officers and non-executive officers, and the
Treasurer was relevant to that part of the question.
Mr PALLAS — We promised that we would create
jobs in Victoria, and guess what we did? We delivered
in spades — $330 000 of them and still counting. That
is the biggest jobs growth in this nation, not in
percentage terms but in absolute terms. If we have to
prioritise the delivery of our agenda, the number one
thing is jobs, jobs, jobs. What follows from that is
growth, opportunity and wealth for all Victorians. We
are not turning our back on Victorians. We are getting
things done, and we are doing it in a way that
demonstrates to Victorians that our priorities are a
world apart from yours, because you were happy just to
snooze away and think the greatest opportunity
available to you was to cut staff, cut executives and cut
opportunity.
Supplementary question
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) (11:15) — They are
shocked that I am asking a supplementary question.
Unbelievable!
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Through the Chair.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — It is only Wednesday,
Speaker. My supplementary is to the Treasurer.
Treasurer, the Productivity Commission reports that
over the past 12 months per capita police numbers in
Victoria have fallen while public service executive
numbers blew out by 23.4 per cent. Treasurer, why are
you more committed to putting the interests of fat cats
ahead of keeping Victorians safe?
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Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) (11:16) — I dispute the
observations of the member for Malvern, and I make
the obvious point: the police commissioner only
recently, watching a new flotilla of graduates come out
of the police academy, said the police academy was so
big, had so many police graduates coming through, that
it needed its own postcode. He said we could not push
more people —
Mr M. O’Brien — On a point of order, Speaker,
can I just ask the Treasurer to clarify. Is he saying the
Productivity Commission lied? Because the
Productivity Commission said per capita police
numbers had fallen. Is he saying they lied?
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Mr PALLAS — Just to confirm for the member for
Malvern, we have more operational police in Victoria
than New South Wales and we are above the national
average and growing. Our police budget is growing
faster than any other state. Of course on the law and
order side we have got great leadership from the
Attorney-General and the Minister for Police. We are
putting in place sentencing for youth, presumption
against bail —
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer’s time has
concluded.

Ministers statements: federal education funding
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) (11:18) —
I rise to join the Premier in condemning the Turnbull
Liberal government for its cuts to our TAFE system
and to our schools. I will start with TAFE. As the
Premier said, there has been at least a $60 million cut to
Victorian students in our TAFE and training sector.
What is it with the Liberal Party and cuts to TAFE?
Why do the Tories hate our TAFE system? Every time,
whether it is state government or federal government —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Deputy Premier is debating the issue, he is not
informing the house. If he wants to inform the house,
he should inform the house why his government has cut
student numbers at TAFE since coming to office.
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members to keep their shouting to a minimum. There is
no point of order. The Deputy Premier had strayed from
making a ministers statement. I ask him to come back
to making it.
Mr MERLINO — Please keep talking about
TAFE; keep talking. There was a $60 million cut last
night by the Turnbull government. On this side of the
house we are reopening TAFEs, offering free
courses — 30 courses and 18 preapprenticeships — and
opening up 30 000 new training places.
In schools, last night the Turnbull government
confirmed that they will not fund the final year of the
original Gonski agreement. For Victorian schools — all
schools, government and non-government — that
means a $700 million cut, funding that should be going
to additional teachers, additional education support staff
and education programs. In stark contrast, last week
under the Andrews Labor government’s budget we
have gone above and beyond what were our obligations
for the final year of the Gonski agreement. As always it
is the Victorian Labor government and Labor
governments federally that do the heavy lifting when it
comes to education. Those opposite hate TAFE. They
cut funding to schools. They cut $1 billion out of our
TAFE system in their last term. If they had the
opportunity again, they would do the same.

Supervised injecting facility
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) (11:21) — My
question is to the Premier. Following the January
Rainbow Serpent festival Victoria Police issued a
statement reading, and I quote:
We also saw far too many people making dangerous and
illegal choices by getting behind the wheel when they were
either drug or alcohol affected.
This kind of behaviour puts the whole community at risk and
is completely unacceptable.
…
Police were testing those leaving the festival to detect drug
drivers and get them off the roads.

Premier, how will you ensure that none of the users
taking ice at your Richmond injecting facility are
getting behind the wheel drug affected?
Honourable members interjecting.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Members, it has been a
robust question time. I am prepared to allow that to
continue, but the level of shouting has increased to a
level which I am not prepared to tolerate, so I ask

The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member for
Warrandyte and the member for Buninyong to come to
order. The Minister for Police!
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Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (11:22) — I thank the
Leader of the Opposition for his question. I would
direct the Leader of the Opposition to the advice from
the expert panel and to the consistent position of
Victoria Police, which I had confirmed to me
personally on a recent visit to the police academy —
and I can confirm it is full; it is absolutely full out at the
police academy. They confirmed for me that this is a
position that they fully support —
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance. I know it is early, but with respect, I did not
ask the Premier about the facility and who does or does
not support the facility. I asked the Premier a question
about ice injectors at that facility and what the Premier
has done to ensure that people coming out of that
facility are not getting behind the wheel drug affected.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The members for
Williamstown and Warrandyte! The Premier has only
been answering the question for a short period of time. I
ask the Premier to continue answering the question.
Mr ANDREWS — I was referring directly to this
element of the policy, and that is that polysubstance
abuse is a reality in our Victorian community and
Victoria Police fully support the replication in the
supervised injecting facility in North Richmond of the
policy settings and the practical effect — the way the
facility is run — in Kings Cross, Sydney, New South
Wales. That is a policy that is fully supported by
Victoria Police and by medical experts. We are in what
the Leader of the Opposition should not fail to forget is
a trial, and it is being based, with strong support from
Victorian stakeholders, including Victoria Police, on
the New South Wales model.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, again on
relevance, the question was very straightforward: how
will you ensure that none of the users taking ice are
getting behind the wheel drug affected? It was a very
simple question. It is the Premier’s policy, therefore I
ask you to bring him back to answering a
straightforward question about it.
The SPEAKER — Order! I understand the point of
order. The Premier is complying with the sessional and
standing orders in answering this question.
Mr ANDREWS — It is very important that there be
no sense that Victoria Police do not support the
arrangements that have been put in place at North
Richmond, because they do. In relation to roadside drug
testing and the illegal behaviour of driving whilst under
the influence, the Leader of the Opposition may have
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missed the fact that there is funding for 50 000 extra
such tests in this year’s budget as part of a record boost,
yet another one, to Victoria Police.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) (11:25) —
Given the Transport Accident Commission’s own
website states that ‘Methamphetamine … can lead to
overconfidence, rash decision-making and risk-taking’
and ‘Insomnia caused from ice and cocaine use can
affect a driver’s reflex and concentration’, I ask: what
legal advice has the government received about
whether the government would be liable for any death
or serious injury as a result of a car or pedestrian crash
from an ice-affected driver who has just exited the
North Richmond ice injecting facility?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (11:25) — As I said in
the answer to the principal question, this is based on the
way the New South Wales supervised injecting facility
operates. It is no different. Victoria Police, who I think
would have a far superior understanding than, say, the
member for Warrandyte, might I humbly submit to
him, are fully supportive of the replication in North
Richmond of processes that exist in Kings Cross.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Warrandyte!
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance. With respect, I did not ask the Premier about
Kings Cross. I asked about what legal advice the
government has received about whether they would be
liable for any death or serious injury as a result of
someone taking ice at that facility, then getting behind
the wheel and causing a crash. That is not what the
Premier is now answering.
The SPEAKER — I ask the Premier to come back
to answering the question.
Mr ANDREWS — The advice that the government
has followed consistently is that of experts and indeed
Victoria Police. In terms of legal advice on the issue
that the Leader of the Opposition has asked about, I will
have to come back to him on that issue, but I can say
that the advice of Victoria Police is to roll it out the way
we are. The advice of medical experts and addiction
experts is to do exactly as we are. It is a trial, and it is
certainly better than people dying in gutters and
laneways or in the grounds of the school next door. You
are opposed to it and we are not.
Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER — Order! I have warned members
about shouting across the chamber. The level of noise
in this chamber is excessive. I will remove members
from the chamber without warning.

Ministers statements: federal health funding
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) (11:27) — I
rise to update the house on the commonwealth budget
handed down by the Turnbull government last night
and the repercussions that that will have for health care
in this state. True to form, some of the biggest losers
from last night’s commonwealth budget will be
Victorian patients and Victorian public hospitals. We
know that when it comes to health the Liberal Party
cannot help but cut and attack the public hospital sector.
Whilst you will not see it in the press releases, and it
certainly was not highlighted by the Treasurer in last
night’s speech, it is a fact that this year’s
commonwealth budget has taken a $6.3 billion axe to
the health sector overall. On a population basis, that has
about a $1.63 billion impact on Victorian public
hospitals over the five-year period. This includes cuts to
medicines in the order of $5.4 billion. I have got no
problem with trying to seek greater efficiencies as long
as those efficiencies are reinvested back into the public
healthcare system, but that is not the case. Those
efficiencies are going to be reinvested back into tax cuts
for big business.
This budget also locks in a $104 million cut to our
Victorian hospitals for services that we have already
been delivering, from as far back as 2015. It locks in an
inferior hospital funding deal, which will cut funding to
Victorian hospitals by $2.1 billion. As I have already
reported to this house on many occasions, all we are
seeking is the deal that we have had in the past, and that
is a 50-50 partnership with the federal government. We
know that we have got extraordinary growth in
Victoria’s population, we know we have an ageing
population, and for them to cap funding at 6.5 per cent
will mean that Victorian patients wait longer for health
care. We see that when it comes to health care, true to
form, the Liberal Party cannot help but cut health care
while we continue to invest.

Retirement housing sector
Ms THORPE (Northcote) (11:29) — My question
is for the Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and
Liquor Regulation. In March last year the inquiry into
the retirement housing sector recommended the
government establish a retirement housing ombudsman
to resolve disputes in retirement housing. It has now
been more than a year and we have seen no action from
this government but elders in our communities continue
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to be ripped off and unfairly treated. Minister, when
will this government finally introduce an ombudsman
for retirement housing?
Ms KAIROUZ (Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation) (11:30) — I thank the
member for Northcote for her question. The
government is aware of stakeholder views that the
Retirement Villages Act 1986 has not kept pace with
changes in the sector. The government has responded to
the inquiry report into the retirement villages sector
made by the Legislative Council Legal and Social
Issues Committee, and the government is supporting
key recommendations that clarify and improve the
rights of residents of retirement villages. Work is well
and truly underway or has been completed on a number
of the inquiry’s recommendations, with key aspects of
the Retirement Villages Act having recently been
reviewed or currently under review, including through
the consumer property law review.
The Andrews Labor government supports a review into
the Retirement Villages Act 1986, undertaken in order
to improve consumer protections while allowing for
growth and innovation in the sector. The review will
pick up many of the discrete recommendations for
reform made by the inquiry, which are supported by our
government. A number of the inquiry’s
recommendations require substantial additional
investigation and analysis and actions, which the
government has committed to. The government
appreciates that there is significant concern about
dispute resolution in the retirement housing sector, and
is undertaking further investigation into the inquiry’s
recommendation that it introduce a new alternative,
low-cost dispute resolution body for the retirement
housing sector.
Supplementary question
Ms THORPE (Northcote) (11:32) — Minister,
people right across our community are facing housing
stress. Not only are retirees being ripped off but rents
are going up while renters are still waiting for the rental
changes you promised during the Northcote
by-election. Minister, can the community expect an
ombudsman or your promised rental reforms before the
election, or were they just hollow promises?
Ms KAIROUZ (Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation) (11:33) — I thank the
member for her very important question. The Andrews
Labor government’s plan for fairer, safer housing
outlines a vision for ensuring everybody has access to
safe, secure and affordable housing, and this is part of
our vision. In relation to the promises that we have
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made during the Northcote by-election, we stick to our
promises. We have committed to them, and we will
honour each and every one of our commitments. We
will be making further announcements later on this
year, and I will not pre-empt the time in which we will
introduce legislation.

Ministers statements: Geelong city deal
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) (11:33) — I rise to update
the house on the progress of the Geelong city deal. Like
a Dickensian novel, it is a tale of two budgets. In
Victoria it is the best of times. The Victorian budget of
2018–19 invests $153.2 million towards the deal. It is
an investment towards building the convention centre,
progressing the Shipwreck Coast Master Plan and of
course advancing the strategy to revitalise Geelong. So
these are critical investments that will transform
Geelong and the Shipwreck Coast. It is going to mean
more investment, more visitors and more jobs. A big
shout-out to the members for Bellarine, Geelong and
Lara for their continued advocacy for this vital
investment.
These investments are investments in the Geelong
community, and they are ones that they have been
calling out for for quite some time. Recently the
Committee for Geelong had this to say: they saw the
funding that we had put in our budget as funding
towards strategically important projects. They went on
to say that of course what is needed is a federal
government investment, which brings me to the second
part of this tale: the worst of times. Last night the
Turnbull government again failed the people of
Geelong and the south-west by not funding their share
of the city deal. This comes at a time when the
commonwealth have indicated their support for a city
deal for Geelong, but it is a support in principle only.
On 17 January we had the Prime Minister sign up to a
city deal. They have been able to do one for Sydney,
Townsville and Launceston, but of course they have let
down the people of Geelong. We will not give up until
this matter is resolved.

Supervised injecting facility
Mr T. SMITH (Kew) (11:35) — My question is to
the Minister for Education. As Deputy Premier and
Minister for Education, what steps, if any, did you
bother to take to stop an injecting facility that will allow
ice and methamphetamines right next door to
Richmond West Primary School?
Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Richmond! The member for Bentleigh is warned.
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) (11:36) —
It has taken 982 days for a shadow education minister
to ask me a question about education, so well done.
Well done to the member for Kew, well done. He said
recently that he does not want to overthink education.
He is true to form with his question, so well done.
On the —
The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Premier will
resume his seat.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, this is a question about an ice injecting
facility next to a primary school. This minister has a
duty of care to protect those children, and if this
minister thinks it is a joke to ask a question —
Mr J. Bull interjected.
The SPEAKER (11:37) — Order! The member for
Sunbury will leave the chamber for the period of
1 hour.
Honourable member for Sunbury withdrew from
chamber.
The SPEAKER — The Leader of the Opposition is
entitled to make a point of order. I would ask him not
to shout.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, it is not a joke to ask a question about the
placement of an ice and methamphetamine clinic next
door to a primary school. The minister has a duty of
care to protect those kids. I ask you to make him come
back to answering the question with some seriousness
and respect for the families involved in this school.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Buninyong has already been warned. I do ask the
Minister for Education to come back to answering the
question.
Mr MERLINO — The joke is the Liberal Party of
Victoria, but I am happy to answer the question from
the member —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Box
Hill is raising point of order.
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Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister has immediately defied your ruling to come
back to answering this very serious question. I again
ask you to direct him to come back to answering the
question as asked.
The SPEAKER — I uphold the point of order. I ask
the Deputy Premier to come back to answering the
question.
Mr MERLINO — In answering the question from
the member for Kew, there has been deep engagement
between the school and the school community with
Victoria Police, with the Department of Health and
Human Services and with the Department of Education
and Training. I will answer the question by giving the
member for Kew direct quotes from the school leaders
and the community that live with this each and every
day. Jim Castles is the school council president. He said:
In interests of creating a safe place for our children, I support
this evidence-based safe injecting room trial.

‘In interests of creating a safe place for our children’,
the school council, the parent community —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER (11:39) — Order! The member for
Ringwood and the Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing will leave the chamber for the period of 1 hour.
Honourable member for Ringwood and Minister
for Housing, Disability and Ageing withdrew from
chamber.
The SPEAKER — It is an important issue — an
important question — and the minister is answering
that question. I ask the minister to continue answering
the question.
Mr MERLINO — I will repeat school council
president Jim Castles’s quote:
In interests of creating a safe place for our children, I support
this evidence-based safe injecting room trial.

This was re-endorsed by the school council last week.
The principal at the time, Paul Ledwidge, said:
We anticipate this new facility will significantly reduce the
visibility and impact of drug use in our local area.
We have a longstanding partnership with the neighbouring
health service and are confident they will implement this trial
with minimal effect …

The current acting principal stated:
We remain confident that the new facility will have a positive
impact —
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a positive impact —
on our school and the surrounding area by reducing the
visibility of drug use and associated antisocial behaviours.
We have a great relationship with the operators of the local
health service …

What is the alternative that the member for Kew is
suggesting: people dying in the schoolyard?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER (11:41) — Order! The member for
Forest Hill will leave the chamber for the period of
1 hour. I warn the member for Kew as well.
Honourable member for Forest Hill withdrew from
chamber.
Supplementary question
Mr T. SMITH (Kew) (11:41) — Have you
provided any added security measures for Richmond
West Primary School now that teachers and students of
that school are located right next door to an injecting
facility that will allow ice and methamphetamines?
Mr Wynne interjected.
The SPEAKER — I warn the Minister for
Planning.
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) (11:42) —
As acknowledged by the school council, the school
community and the principal, it is about getting rid of
the needles from the playground, getting help for
people who need it, having security arrangements
around the safe injecting facility and stopping people
dying in the playground. That is what those opposite
are suggesting.
Mr T. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, the question was very direct: what added
security measures is the Minister for Education putting
in place at Richmond West Primary School because
there is now an ice injecting room next door?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Footscray! I ask the minister to come back to answering
the question.
Mr MERLINO — In answering the question, the
improvements to safety are removing the needles from
the school grounds, removing the antisocial behaviour
from the school grounds and providing added
security — both physical security and CCTV — around
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the safe injecting facility. The alternative that the
member for Kew is suggesting is that people continue
to shoot up in the playgrounds, that they continue to
overdose in the playgrounds and that they continue to
die in the playgrounds.

Ministers statements: TAFE funding
Mr CARROLL (Minister for Industry and
Employment) (11:44) — I rise to update the house on
how the federal government’s cuts to TAFE will once
again mean the Andrews government has to pick up the
slack on job creation right across Victoria. One in every
10 jobs in our economy was created under the Andrews
Labor government over the past three and a half years.
It shows the strength of the Victorian economy under
the Andrews Labor government. We know that right
across Victoria, right now, we need to make sure we
invest in the skilled workers in demand, because the
historical average infrastructure spend over the last
10 years has been about $4.9 billion but in the coming
financial year it will be over $13 billion. That is why
we are responding by investing over $700 million in
our TAFE sector, giving it the biggest overhaul in a
generation.
Just this morning I had the pleasure to pop into the
social enterprise cafe Ways and Means and sit down
with young James and see how vocational training has
made a difference to his life. Doing a certificate III in
cooking, he has gone on to get a qualification and hopes
one day to run his own cafe. On the back of our
investments in TAFE we want to see more investments
and more jobs created for people just like James.
The Turnbull government last night took an axe to
TAFE, slashing over $200 million, which would mean
a $60 million cut to schools and school students and
TAFE students right across Victoria. It was Henry Ford
who said, ‘You can’t build a reputation on what you’re
going to do’, and the federal government’s budget last
night was all about what is going to happen in 2025.
Can you imagine where the B-graders that Marcus
Bastiaan is pushing out will be in 2025, or how many
positions on north-east link the opposition leader may
have in 2025? Unlike those opposite, unlike the federal
budget, the Andrews Labor government budget kicks in
in seven weeks, not seven years, and we are making
sure there will be skills and jobs for the future.
Mr Burgess — On a point of order, Speaker, I am
still waiting on an answer to my constituency
question 13 930, asked of the Minister for Health on
7 February this year and seeking information on behalf
of the Pearcedale community about what can be
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provided to attract GPs to work in the Pearcedale
Medical Centre. It remains unanswered.
The SPEAKER — We will follow that matter up.
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Speaker, on
28 March I asked a question of the Minister for
Housing, Disability and Ageing. It was specifically
around a constituent who has a 30-year-old autistic,
incontinent, intellectually disabled, epileptic, non-verbal
son. I quoted the constituent and her question; I did not
try to rephrase the question. I have spoken to the
minister personally about this matter outside of the
robust debate in the chamber. It is a very serious
question that I would like an answer to and I know my
constituent would like an answer to. It is overdue. It is
constituency question 14 190, and I would ask that you
chase it up with the Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing to ask him to actually answer the question.
The SPEAKER — I thank the member for that
point of order.
Mr Watt — On a further point of order, Speaker —
The SPEAKER — A further item — I ask the
member for Burwood to raise any issues he has in one
point of order, please.
Mr Watt — I raise an issue with regard to question
on notice 14 166. This was a question to the Minister
for Health. This month is Crohn’s and Colitis
Awareness Month. I would ask that the minister answer
my question. A constituent came to me about his issues
with Crohn’s disease. Given that it is Crohn’s and
Colitis Awareness Month I would hope that the
minister would actually answer the question in a very
genuine manner. It is overdue by a couple of weeks,
and I would ask for you to chase that up with the
Minister for Health.
I have a question on notice to the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety — 14 162. I would also ask that you
chase that up. That was due to be answered on 25 April,
so once again that is more than a couple of weeks
overdue.
I have a question on notice, 14 161, to the Minister for
Police, and that too has been left unanswered for some
weeks. It was supposed to be answered on 25 April, and
I would ask you once again to chase that up with the
Minister for Police so that I can receive an answer for a
question that was asked of me by a constituent who was
very genuine in their want for an answer.
The SPEAKER — I thank the member of Burwood
for that point of order.
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CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Caulfield electorate
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) (11:49) — (14 321)
My question is to the Minister for Public Transport.
Minister, why have Caulfield residents been kept in the
dark as to details regarding the Yarra Trams network
upgrade along Balaclava Road and Carlisle Street?
Caulfield residents are angry that they were not
properly consulted about the project and that there has
been no provision for car parking or access to local
streets and no traffic management, especially during
peak periods, which causes a safety risk. It appears tram
works along Balaclava Road and Carlisle Street will
now occur for the fourth time in five years, including
closure of the road from 30 November to 12 December
2015 for similar works. I have contacted you, Minister,
Yarra Trams and Public Transport Victoria and have
heard absolutely nothing. Residents deserve answers as
to why this was not done properly the first time and
how much it will now cost as a result of a poorly
managed project.

Narre Warren South electorate
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) (11:50) —
(14 322) My question is to the Minister for Education
and concerns the construction of the fabulous Casey
Tech School in my electorate. I ask the minister: when
will the students be able to start using the facilities at
Casey Tech School? Last week I visited the Chisholm
Institute in Berwick to talk about the record investment
in TAFE — our free TAFE policy, which was
announced in the state budget — and I could not help
but notice the progress of the construction of the Casey
Tech School. This new facility will allow secondary
school students to have access to a high-tech learning
environment, and its innovative education programs will
link with local industry to deliver real-world learning. It
is great to have both the TAFE and the science,
technology, engineering and mathematics facilities on
the campus, allowing every student to learn and to
succeed in life. Both I and the 21 000 students who will
use this facility are eager to see the new facilities.

Mildura electorate
Mr CRISP (Mildura) (11:51) — (14 323) My
question is to the Minister for Public Transport. I ask
the minister for information on the progress of and
contracting arrangements for the standardisation of the
Ouyen to Murrayville railway line as part of the Murray
Basin rail project. Constituents along the line are
concerned at the lack of work on the line and rumours
that the contractor who started the job is no longer
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working on the job. There is a significant amount of
grain produced and stored on the Murrayville line that
is best moved to port by rail. The main Mildura line is
also now open. Minister, can you provide information
on the current status of the works and when and how
they will be completed?

Essendon electorate
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (11:52) — (14 324) I
direct my constituency question to the Minister for
Public Transport. I ask: what is the latest information
about the creation of permanent 2-hour car parking
places in the vicinity of the Rose Street shops in
Essendon to support the local traders following the
removal of the Buckley Street level crossing?

Burwood electorate
Mr WATT (Burwood) (11:52) — (14 325) I rise to
ask a constituency question of the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing. I note on page 108 of budget
paper 4, ‘State Capital Program’, under ‘Director of
housing’ the total estimated investment in the Markham
estate redevelopment project is $2.5 million. I compare
that to last year’s total investment, listed on page 93 of
last year’s budget paper 4 under ‘Director of housing,
new projects’, which was $23.38 million. I note that
there is a $20.88 million funding cut to that particular
proposal. I also note that I have been calling on the
minister to consult heavily. What I would like to know
is what the $20.88 million funding cut means for the
future of the site at the Markham housing estate.

Broadmeadows electorate
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) (11:53) —
(14 326) My constituency question is to the Minister for
Training and Skills. The information I seek is how free
TAFE priority courses can be used by students at
Kangan Institute in Broadmeadows. More than ever,
the skills we need to build our state are going to be
learned in TAFE institutes, and the free priority courses
will reduce the financial barrier for students who want
to train in these courses that will lead to the jobs that are
in demand from Victorian employers.
An initial 20 priority non-apprenticeship courses will be
offered statewide. A further 10 priority courses will be
confirmed following consultation with industry. This
will be in time for students to enrol for next year. Some
of these courses are really important for building our
infrastructure projects, preventing family violence and
rolling out the national disability insurance scheme in
Victoria. These are life-changing opportunities that are
particularly relevant to the people I represent.
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Bass electorate
Mr PAYNTER (Bass) (11:54) — (14 327) My
question is for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety.
Minister, when will the speed zone signs out the front
of the Bass Valley Primary School and the Bass Valley
Children’s Centre be changed? The Premier’s recent
announcement of $80 000 for a new electronic speed
sign in between the two centres is a bad joke. Firstly,
the area already has electronic speed signs. Secondly,
why would you install the signs between the two
centres? Send VicRoads out tomorrow and change the
electronic speed sign from 60 kilometres per hour to
40 kilometres per hour and the fixed speed signs from
80 kilometres per hour to 60 kilometres per hour. We
need no more studies, no more promises and no more
schedule of works. The Bass Valley school
communities deserve more respect and certainly
deserve a safe road environment. No more talk — just
change the signs.

Williamstown electorate
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) (11:55) — (14 328)
My question today is for the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing. I was really pleased to see that
Williamstown’s two high-rise public housing towers
will share in a $22.4 million statewide program to
install smoke detectors, sprinklers and smoke
separation barriers in common areas. Given the
importance of this particular investment and the interest
of the member for Burwood, I would be most grateful if
the minister could provide further information
regarding the full scope of works to be done under that
valuable program.

Polwarth electorate
Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) (11:55) — (14 329) My
question is to the Minister for Roads and Road Safety.
Can the minister tell my electorate how he is measuring
the success of the hundreds of millions being spent on
road safety measures in my electorate when the rural
road toll continues to climb?
Despite hundreds of millions being spent on wire rope
barriers, millions more being spent on advertising wire
rope barriers and reports yesterday that the speed
camera on the Great Ocean Road at Skenes Creek
generated $2.5 million in speeding fines — a staggering
one fine every 1.5 minutes — it is becoming
increasingly clear that none of these measures are
lowering the road toll on rural roads. While official
Transport Accident Commission data shows a
significant decline in the number of road deaths in our
towns and cities, this government continues to use our
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roads to raise revenue and waste money on ideological
follies like the wire rope barrier rollout while dangerous
intersections, poor surfaces and roadside vegetation
remain unchecked.

Macedon electorate
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) (11:56) — (14 330) My
question is to the Deputy Premier, the Minister for
Education. Minister, in the 2018–19 Victorian budget
the Andrews Labor government announced
$49.8 million to implement the Head Start
apprenticeships and traineeships program. Can you
please advise me when it will be known which schools
will be taking part?
I am thrilled to see this program get underway. It is the
reform young people and employers alike have been
waiting for. It will give secondary school students the
opportunity to complete a trade qualification and
traineeship at school and enter the workforce fully
qualified and ready to work. My electorate is home to
many tradespeople, small businesses and families who
understand the real benefits of quality vocational
education. I hope you will consider selecting a school in
the Macedon electorate for the first tranche of the Head
Start program.

APPROPRIATION (2018–2019) BILL 2018
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) (11:57) — Before I
was interrupted by question time I was talking about the
great initiative in the funding of the Remington Drive
overpass. I also referenced the fact that we are
continuing our massive effort to widen the Monash
Freeway. With 30 kilometres of new lanes opening this
week — ahead of schedule and under budget, I should
add — we are powering ahead with stage 2 and have
been given a head start as a result of the massive
savings we achieved out of stage 1.
The Andrews Labor government is also continuing its
commitment to building the Education State — a
commitment to investing in the education of all
Victorians, regardless of their income, their background
or their postcode. We have consistently delivered on
this commitment over all four of our budgets, and of
that I am rightly proud, as are all of us on this side of
the house.
Dandenong is an area with over 60 per cent of residents
born overseas, hailing from about 157 different
countries. We have a high population of newly arrived
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migrants and refugees. This great diversity means that
education plays a crucial role in building stronger
communities, creating new and prosperous beginnings
and fostering greater social harmony across our
community. We are doing this through investment in
programs and capital.
I will start with our capital investments, and there is no
greater example of this than Lyndale Secondary
College in Dandenong North. Lyndale had not received
any significant capital works funding since 1961, when
it was built. The school’s buildings were crumbling,
classrooms were barely habitable and most spaces
simply were not fit for purpose anymore. Much like the
previous government, the school was in a state of
disrepair. It was beyond any quick fix and needed to be
replaced. Lyndale had submitted its master plan in 2010
prior to the election. Unsurprisingly upon the election
of the Baillieu-Napthine Liberal government the plans
for the school’s redevelopment were shelved and left to
gather dust for four long years.
During the 2014 election campaign I committed to
rebuilding the school, and we have been delivering on
that promise ever since. This budget continues to make
amends for the contempt shown for Lyndale and for my
community by those opposite and includes a further
$3.8 million of capital to continue the desperately needed
rebuild of Lyndale Secondary College. This will bring
the government’s total investment in Lyndale to
$16.8 million since 2015. This funding is already having
an impact, with a brand-new school rising gradually
from the rubble. So far that includes a new science,
technology, engineering and maths building and a
performing arts theatre, and it is really looking fantastic.
But we have not just stopped at Lyndale Greens
Primary School. This year we announced that
Dandenong West Primary School will also have
facilities that they can be proud of. Dandenong West
Primary School received $5.1 million in the budget to
upgrade and modernise its facilities. This will allow
construction of a new learning community area that will
provide five new classrooms, an administration area
and staff workspaces. Funding will also be allocated to
the construction of a new multipurpose room and
canteen. Works will also address reappropriation of the
west side of the heritage building to accommodate
administration and staff space.
These latest funding announcements add to the list of
schools that we have invested in since coming to
government in 2014. These include Dandenong High
School, Wooranna Park Primary School, Dandenong
Primary School, and new teaching spaces for
Dandenong North Primary School. These are schools
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that would not get a look-in under a Liberal
government, and that is a fact.
This is also a budget that ensures that Victorian
students living with disability or special needs get the
opportunities they deserve and do not get left behind.
Whether in a mainstream government school or a
specialist school, Victorian students with disability or
high needs will get the support they deserve. They will
feel included and connected to their school and to their
community. For Dandenong that means full master plan
funding for Emerson School, and we are keeping up
with demand by funding planning for a new Endeavour
Hills special school.
I am proud to be a member of a government that is
determined to become a leader in inclusive education
and a government that funds scholarships for teachers
to undertake postgraduate courses in special education,
equipment boosts for local schools, supported student
transport and of course the Inclusive Schools Fund as
well. Only Labor governments understand that schools
are not just about academics; they are about
community, and they are in themselves communities.
They are a conduit between families and the broader
community, and it is through better education that we
offer future generations the best shot at carving out the
best life for themselves. Places like Dandenong
highlight how valuable and valued education can be in
transforming lives.
Of course, we know that formal learning does not have
to stop in secondary school, but sadly for some
students, for a variety of social and financial reasons, it
does. We are about to change that. Cost should not be a
barrier to education, and education should be a pathway
to jobs. On this side of the chamber we all intuitively
know that. Labor’s record investment in road and rail
projects, new schools and hospitals and its support for
Victorians living with a disability and a range of other
initiatives, including our family violence initiatives,
have created a massive demand for skilled workers.
More than ever the skills required for these
high-demand jobs are learned in TAFE. This
government is showing our confidence in our TAFE
system by connecting key growth sectors in our
economy with free TAFE courses.
Dandenong is home to the largest manufacturing
precinct in the country. We are also the proud home to
a world-class training facility in Chisholm Institute.
One of the key factors in the success of our industrial
hub, and also key to sustaining prosperity across the
region, is ensuring local workers are properly skilled
and trained to meet the requirements of local
employers. This government’s $172 million investment
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to make priority TAFE courses free will ensure that
more Dandenong residents, regardless of their
background, can learn the skills that they need to get the
job that they want in the industries where we need
them. That is key, and it is in stark contrast to what we
just saw the federal government hand down yesterday,
where as we have seen countless times before with
Liberal governments, there is yet another cut, this time
to the tune of $200 million. This will have a very
meaningful impact on the ground in terms of
opportunity but also in terms of fuelling skill shortages.
Our investments in critical infrastructure were the
cornerstone of our previous budgets, and unlike those
opposite, this government is committed to ongoing
investment in transport infrastructure projects that
Victorians need. My constituents are thrilled about the
major upgrade to the Cranbourne-Pakenham rail
corridor announced as part of the budget. This is part of
the largest rail corridor upgrade in Victoria’s history,
and these investments will increase capacity on the line
and allow more trains to run more often. For
Dandenong commuters that means a train every
10 minutes. Whether you are going to work, coming
home or heading to the footy, you will be able to get
there sooner and more safely. This effectively means
there is no need to study the timetable anymore; a train
service will always be only a few minutes away, and
that is a massive achievement.
I also want to talk about diversity. I used to be able to
say that multiculturalism was a bipartisan issue in
Victoria. Indeed, in my inaugural speech I commended
the Leader of the Opposition for taking a stand against
the proposed changes to section 18C of the Racial
Discrimination Act 1975, but sadly I fear he has
changed his tune in recent years. Perhaps it is pressure
from the hard right in his party, who are in the
ascendancy, as has been recently reported, or perhaps it
is just who he is. He has been more willing to play the
politics of race in recent years, and it has been
incredibly damaging to the communities on the ground.
It has fuelled hate and hostility, and quite frankly it has
been utterly reckless.
Thankfully, Labor remains committed to
multiculturalism and to supporting our diverse
communities so that they can continue to contribute to
our economic prosperity, to our strong social fabric and
to the vibrant cultural landscape that defines areas like
Dandenong. Our state is strong, it is diverse and it is, on
the whole, harmonious. We are proud of Victoria’s
cultural diversity, and Labor governments always want
to ensure every Victorian, including those who have
recently joined us, can proudly contribute and belong to
our state. Celebrating different cultures, traditions and
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experiences enables us to better understand ourselves
and each other, and by celebrating our similarities and
our differences we build close bonds and forge new
beginnings. This is why I am pleased that the Andrews
Labor government is supporting cultural celebrations
with an additional $1.4 million to grow Victoria’s
calendar of multicultural events and festivals. I know
other members in this place will speak to the initiatives
targeting our African communities out of the Victorian
African Communities Action Plan. I know that the
member for Essendon will talk to that, so I will defer to
his contribution.
In health, we have continued to build and expand
hospitals across the state. We have invested even more
in our ambulance services to ensure that we meet
growing demand and that we further improve
ambulance response times. We are increasing support
for emergency departments and continuing to cut
elective surgery waiting lists, and we have a record
investment in mental health to ensure that Victorians
facing mental illness and addiction get the treatment
they need.
We have also provided support for young people and
young carers in schools through a range of initiatives. I
want to focus on those supports for young people,
particularly through the lens of what that means for
young carers. For those who are not aware, there are
about 71 600 young carers in Victoria. They include
kids who may have siblings or parents with special
needs. The fact is that their lives and their opportunities
often look very different to those of their peers. They
usually have additional responsibilities at home. They
are forced to grow up faster and deal with levels of
stress that most of us would prefer any young person
did not have to deal with. They are not always
recognised as they should be in education settings.
Young carers are more likely to be socially isolated.
They are more likely to experience health and mental
health challenges themselves, and they are more likely
to fall out of the education system, meaning their
employment outcomes and financial security can be
heavily and negatively impacted throughout their lives.
This is why in-school education and social support is so
very important. Young carers at schools across Victoria
will have greater access to primary health care at
school, with funding from the Doctors in Secondary
Schools program.
They will also benefit from the $65.5 million student
health and wellbeing reform, which enhances funding
for school nurses and allied health services, including
speech pathology, physiotherapy and occupational
therapy services for students. Funding will also deliver
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additional mental health support for students, which is
particularly important for young carers. Young carers
who are at risk of disengaging from school will be
supported to stay in school with the expansion of the
Navigator program. This statewide expansion will link
young carers with support and intervention services to
provide them with the assistance they need to remain in
education, which is so very important, as we know, to
their life outcomes.
The Andrews Labor government is also investing
$288 million to make Victoria a leader in inclusive
education for students with a disability or with
additional learning needs. Increasing a school’s
capacity to support students with high needs, including
outside school hours care, will relieve some of the
pressure on parents and young carer siblings of students
with disabilities. In that way it has a much broader
impact than just on the individual. It has a significant
impact across our caring community, and today I
wanted to acknowledge that that is in the budget.
On that note, I would like to thank the Premier and the
Treasurer for delivering a true Labor budget that
maintains the confidence of all Victorians in their
elected representatives. I commend this bill to the
house. It is one that delivers not just for marginal seats
but also delivers across our community. It is one that
delivers to the communities that need it most. I am
exceptionally proud to be standing here after four
budgets have been delivered in such a strong way for
my community in Dandenong. I know my community
is very pleased by these initiatives too.
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) (12:09) — Indeed, I
think there is probably one sentiment in the previous
speech that I would agree with, and that is, this is a
typical Labor budget. It is a budget that is all headlines
and no substance. It is a budget that is riddled with what
I consider to be heroic assumptions, and assumptions
that are entirely out of sync with the forecasts of
credible economists. It is a budget intended to create a
false picture of economic growth and a false picture of
responsible financial management, but in fact nothing
could be further from the truth once you look beneath
the cover.
As we have come to expect from this government, the
reality of the budget that was presented to the house
does not in any way reflect the Treasurer’s rhetoric, if
indeed rhetoric it was. The usual definition of rhetoric
is ‘effective or persuasive’. In fact the Treasurer’s
speech was neither. Rather it probably reflected better
the second definition of rhetoric, ‘language insincere or
meaningless’. The example in the Oxford English
Dictionary compact edition was particularly apt: ‘I was
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sick of empty rhetoric’. That is exactly what we have
come to expect from this Treasurer. That is exactly
what we have come to expect from this government —
insincere, meaningless language and empty rhetoric.
That is no surprise to anyone on this side of the house
nor, I am sure, is it a surprise to many Victorians,
because after all this is the government that said the east–
west link contract was not worth the paper it was written
on. So far tearing up that contract has cost Victorian
taxpayers $1.3 billion and counting. This is the
government that told us that the West Gate distributor
was shovel-ready and would cost the state $500 million.
Three and a half years after election day the project has
barely started, and the cost has grown from $500 million
to an eye-watering $6.7 billion — more than 13 times
what we were told it would cost in 2014.
Then of course there is the level crossing removal
program. In Labor’s words, it was a plan to remove the
50 most dangerous and congested level crossings — we
have heard that again and again — at a total cost of
between $5 billion and $6 billion. Of course the
Auditor-General had a look at this one. The project
started early in 2015 yet the business case was not
finalised until April 2017 — two years into the project.
Interestingly the Victorian Auditor-General’s Office
(VAGO) report tells us that four sites that the
government claims are part of this scheme — the
crossings at Blackburn Road, Main Road, Burke Road
and North Road — did have completed business cases.
Perhaps they had completed business cases because
they were in fact funded by the coalition government,
planned by the coalition government and commenced
under the coalition government. By the end of 2017 this
supposed $5 billion to $6 billion project was set to cost
$8.3 billion, which according to VAGO was a blowout
of more than 38 per cent.
Then of course remember the claims about these being
the most 50 congested and dangerous level crossings. It
turns out that is not true either. All you need to do is
look at the report to see that there are number of
crossings identified that are way down the Australian
level crossing assessment model (ALCAM) list and
indeed one that is very high on the ALCAM list — the
Union Road, Surrey Hills, crossing — simply does not
appear in the report.
Finally, on the question of credibility, who can forget the
promises that were made in 2014, in fact by the minister
at the table, the Attorney-General, to increase scrutiny of
the estimates process and to improve the operation of the
estimates process, which Labor claimed was in drastic
need of repair. There is some flowery language in the
media release that I was going to quote, but I think time

APPROPRIATION (2018–2019) BILL 2018
1252

ASSEMBLY

will probably prevent me from doing so. But let us not
forget the context in which the commitment to apparent
reform was made. In the 57th Parliament the budget was
brought down on a Tuesday in each of the four
consecutive years. The opposition response was
scheduled for the following Thursday. Then the
Parliament adjourned for two weeks to allow the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee to do its work, and
then the budget was debated.
What have Labor done to allow this Parliament to — in
their words — hold the government to account? They
have decided that the appropriate course of action is to
bring down the budget and then send the Parliament
home. A week after that the opposition was allowed to
respond, and a week after that the public hearings
begin. Instead of the committee being able to sit down
with the Treasurer within a matter of days of the budget
being brought down and instead of the committee being
able to provide advice to the house before the budget
bills are considered, the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee now gets to question the Treasurer 14 days
after the budget has been brought down and indeed four
or five days after the house has considered and voted on
the budget. So by the time the committee report
actually comes back to this house the budget is just a
distant memory. I guess that is holding the government
to account Labor style: manipulate the sitting schedule
and effectively eliminate any scrutiny whatsoever. But
that is Labor; that is this budget — insincere,
meaningless language and empty rhetoric.
One of the most critical factors in the preparation of any
budget are the anticipated economic outcomes. It is
worth remembering that under the Liberals and
Nationals between 2010 and 2014 more jobs were
created in Victoria than in any other state in Australia.
Unfortunately under this government the situation is
very different. We have got more than
180 000 Victorians unemployed. The unemployment
rate seems to be stuck at 5.7 per cent, while the national
figure is 5.5 per cent. But if we look at perhaps our
biggest competitor and certainly our closest neighbour,
New South Wales, they are at 4.8 per cent. If we are not
performing well compared with New South Wales,
how are we performing compared with the rest of the
world? Unfortunately the answer is: not particularly
well. According to the budget papers, in the year to
September 2017 the state’s population grew by 2.4 per
cent. The forecast for the coming financial year
anticipates growth of 2.2 per cent — so down a little,
but still a very high figure.
It is instructive to compare the experience in Victoria
with that in the United States. In the year to 1 May
2018 the US population grew from 325.3 million
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persons to 327.6 million persons; that is an increase of
0.7 per cent. Indeed the government’s own budget
papers contain an International Monetary Fund forecast
for the United States in this calendar year of economic
growth of 2.9 per cent. So the population of the United
States increased by a mere 0.7 per cent, but the
economy is expected to grow by 2.9 per cent. In this
state the population will grow more than three times as
fast, at a rate of 2.2 per cent, yet our economic growth
is in fact going to be less. It does seem to me that there
is something seriously wrong with this government’s
economic management. There is something seriously
wrong in the failure of this government to take
advantage of the opportunities that should come with
population growth. Their failure to capitalise on those
opportunities will cost Victorians dearly, because that
failure adds directly to the taxation burden for every
man, woman and child in this state.
The government has also been a beneficiary of an
enormous windfall from our state’s share of GST. If we
look at the four financial years in the 57th Parliament,
receipts totalled $44.86 billion. In the four financial
years of this Parliament the state coffers will receive a
total $55.867 billion — so $11 000 000 000 more in
GST receipts in this period to deliver initiatives and to
build infrastructure. But despite that massive windfall,
and despite the Premier’s solemn promise and indeed
now infamous promise to Channel 7’s Peter Mitchell
that there would be no new taxes, we now have 12 new
taxes on the statute books. I will not go through them; I
know many people on this side of the house have listed
them. The bottom line is that Victoria now has the
dubious distinction of being the highest-taxing state in
the federation. In Tasmania, Queensland and Western
Australia the rate is just 4 per cent; in South Australia it
is 4.7 per cent and in New South Wales it is 5.2 per
cent. You cannot claim to be managing the economy
well — you cannot claim to be making the most of the
economic opportunities that are presenting
themselves — when you are the highest taxing state in
the federation; you simply cannot sensibly make that
claim. We are a geographically compact state and we
have — or we at least should have — some advantage
when it comes to delivering services efficiently. In
other words it should be less expensive to deliver
services in Victoria, but somehow under this
government it costs more.
We also have a government whose energy policies have
driven up electricity prices and gas prices. They have
sat by and watched as water prices have moved up.
They have made it that much harder for households
across the state to pay their bills. The refusal of the
government to consider the impact of its taxing
decisions has a direct impact on the cost of living in this

APPROPRIATION (2018–2019) BILL 2018
Wednesday, 9 May 2018

ASSEMBLY

state; the fire services property levy is an excellent
example of that. With typical Labor sleight of hand the
government has capped the levy until after the budget
and until after the election, but then all bets are off.
Across the forward estimates the levy will jump by
$96 million a year and indeed an extra $230 million
will be collected between now and June 2022 simply to
appease the United Firefighters Union. What is fair
about that?
The second tax is the growth areas infrastructure
contribution (GAIC) charge. I understand the
justification for it, but whether you like it or not, the
charge is effectively a tax on homebuyers, and very
often it is a tax on first home buyers because it is a tax
that is passed on directly and finds its way into the final
cost of land on the urban fringe. No matter what the
money is used for, it is a direct cost to homebuyers and
it is a direct cost to housing affordability. This year the
budget forecasts $238 million will be raised; over the
forward estimates the tax amounts to a total of
$1.149 billion. The Minister for Planning in The
Australian yesterday defended the levy, and he was
reported as saying that the government has committed
to spend $205 million across the forward estimates. I
would say, ‘Big deal’. That is a $944 million spread. If
you take in $1.149 billion and you spend $205 million,
you are $944 million better off.
Then there is our old friend, stamp duty. In 2014–15 the
budget anticipated stamp duty receipts at $4.4 billion.
In the coming financial year the government expects to
raise $7 billion, rising to $7.77 billion across the
forward estimates, so since 2014–15 stamp duty
receipts have soared by 75 per cent. Every single one of
those taxes — the energy taxes, the fire services
property levy, the GAIC and stamp duty — add to the
burden of the cost of living. They make it more
expensive to live in our state.
Perhaps the biggest rip-off of all, particularly given the
Treasurer’s protestations about cutting business costs,
are the government’s plans for payroll tax. Payroll tax
is a necessary evil, and I think every member of the
house — or at least every responsible member —
would acknowledge that. But it is also a direct tax on
employment, and as I said earlier we can certainly do a
lot better when it comes to employment. This year the
payroll tax take amounts to $5.951 billion. In the year
ahead, despite the Treasurer’s claims that he is cutting
payroll tax, he will actually collect an additional
$242 million in payroll tax, and across the forward
estimates the payroll tax take jumps by almost
$3 billion — $2.991 billion, to be precise. That is not a
tax cut, Treasurer. Victorian families are struggling to
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pay their weekly bills, yet the government refuses to
consider any serious tax relief.
In the minute remaining, with regard to the Mornington
electorate the story is pretty simple. There is no new
money for any project apart from some very minor
sewer upgrades to be undertaken by the water authority.
There is no money for school upgrades, no money for
road upgrades and no money to deal with congestion
problems — and we do have them on the metropolitan
fringe. There is no money for public transport upgrades
and no money for any environmental initiatives — not
a cent for the Mornington electorate and virtually no
money for the Mornington Peninsula itself.
This is a budget that is built on a series of dubious
economic assumptions, it is a budget that fails to deliver
any real economic growth and it is a budget in which
debt soars, taxes go through the roof and we maintain
our position as the highest taxing state in the nation. It
contains no initiatives to tackle the cost of living
pressures facing Victorian families, and it is a budget
that fails to deliver for the people of this state.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (12:24) — I am
delighted to make a contribution on the Appropriation
(2018–2019) Bill 2018, which is before the house. This
is a fantastic budget, and it is one I am extremely proud
of. I did listen with interest to the member for
Mornington’s contribution when he referred to the link
between population growth and economic output in the
United States of America compared to Australia. I think
the supposition that the member was making in his
contribution was that therefore on a per capita basis
America appears to be operating in a far more efficient
way than Victoria.
Mr Morris — Real economic growth, not
population growth.
Mr PEARSON — Real economic growth rather
than population growth. It is interesting though: how
much of that is actually stimulated by the private sector
and how much is simulated by the public sector? The
member did not indicate to the house the fact that the
federal budget deficit in the United States of America is
projected to be US$985 billion in 2019, nor did the
member indicate that the debt that was allocated to the
US federal government as of 26 January 2016 was
US$13.62 trillion, or 75 per cent of the previous
12 months of GDP.
I will give the member for Mornington his due. He does
come to this place well prepared and he argues well, but
there is something missing in his logic here. If we were
to run up significant budget deficits and if we were to
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ratchet up the level of debt to 75 per cent of gross state
product — and we are currently below 5 per cent of
gross state product — then I am sure we might be able to
invest in more efficient economic infrastructure that
might increase productivity on a per capita basis. But at
what cost? Would it be worth having debt at 75 per cent
of gross state product? Would it be worth having a
budget deficit in the billions of dollars? I do not think so.
So if you are going to come in here and make these
points, I do think it is important that you try to bring with
you the whole picture.
I have listened with interest to the comments made by
those opposite, and I was here yesterday when the
member for Malvern gave his reply. The member said,
and I am quoting from Hansard:
We are the highest taxing state in the country.

That is an interesting statement — ‘the highest taxing
state in the country’. What is tax? It is not clear to me
when the member made that statement whether he was
factoring in the royalty payments that the state
governments of Western Australia and Queensland get
as a consequence of having very large mining
resources. If you regard a royalty payment as a tax, I
think you would find that Victoria would not be the
highest taxing state in the country. I think we would
probably be in the middle of the pack. That would be
my guess. I am happy to stand corrected, but if you are
BHP Billiton or if you are Rio Tinto and you are paying
royalty payments to the state governments of Western
Australia and Queensland, I think you would regard
that as a taxation payment. I do not think you would be
turning around and saying, ‘It’s a royalty, so it’s not
some form of payment’.
The member for Malvern also said:
This government’s record on jobs is absolutely nothing to be
proud of.

I find that an incredibly curious statement. We have
created over 300 000 jobs since we were elected, yet in
the world of the member for Malvern that is nothing to
be proud of. What a very curious statement.
The member for Malvern also asked in his contribution:
… how many fewer students are enrolled in
government-funded courses since the Premier came to office?

I think this goes to his point that there has been a fall in
the number of students who are engaged in some
vocational training courses and that that is somehow a
failure of this government. Again it is a curious
statement because I would have thought that the
member for Malvern would know, as many of us do,
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that when we came to office there were a number of
dodgy registered training providers that were operating
in the state of Victoria which were decreasing the
quality of those courses. One of our single largest
exports in the state of Victoria is education, so if the
member for Malvern is saying that the measure of
success is quantity — the number of people studying in
vocational education and training courses rather than
the quality of those said courses — then I think that is
an erroneous view. I think that they are some
concerning attitudes, because if that is the measure of
success then clearly we are going to undermine the
power of our exports because the reason why students
from overseas want to come to Victoria is the quality of
those courses. The government has taken real steps, real
action, to try to improve the quality of those courses. Of
course you will see a reduction in the number of people
participating in those courses because we are shutting
down the dodgy providers. That is exactly what you
would do.
In the budget itself, if we look at the broad metrics, the
forward capital expenditure across the forward
estimates is $9.3 billion in the coming financial year
and it averages out to be $10.1 billion across the
forward estimates. I think this is a really good initiative.
The long-term average from 2006 to 2014 was
$4.9 billion. Because of the fact that every three years
we are adding to Melbourne the population of a city the
size of Canberra, we need to make sure that we have
got those investments occurring to support that level of
population growth, which is underpinning some of the
great economic wealth that is being created in our
community.
The member for Malvern, the member for Mornington
and others opposite have talked about the level of debt
that the state is taking on in order to accommodate this
level of population growth. I listened to the member for
Forest Hill’s contribution yesterday, when he was
talking about this worrisome pile of debt that the
government is accumulating. There is good debt and
there is bad debt, and I think that when you are
investing in essential economic infrastructure it can
only be described as good debt.
The other point to make is that it is not so much the
quantum of the debt itself; it comes down to your
capacity to service that debt and to pay it back. If we
look at the debt profile in the general government
sector, the GGS, we are looking at around about 4.6 per
cent of gross state product (GSP). Again I refer to my
earlier comments about the United States of America.
They are at 75 per cent as of 2016. We are looking at
4.6 per cent and we will be trending up to 6 per cent of
gross state product, so it is a modest level of debt.
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I know those opposite will be fixated on the nominal
figures — I think the member for Forest Hill was
getting quite agitated about the figure of $25 billion in
2021 — but it will be around about 6 per cent of the
gross state product. When the Secretary of the
Department of Treasury and Finance appeared before
the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee in
February of this year I asked him how that stacks up
with the long-term average. The general government
sector as an entity was constituted, I believe, around the
1970s. When Premier Bolte was embarking upon his
great capital works binge of the 1950s and 1960s, the
general government sector did not exist as an entity.
The long-term average debt in the general government
sector in the 1970s and 1980s was around about 18 per
cent of GSP, so even at the high point in the out years,
we are looking at one-third of the long-term average for
the 1970s and 1980s.
I think it is really important that people focus on that.
People should not be fixated on the nominal figure;
they should be focused on the capacity to service that
level of debt. When you have got a level of debt within
that range, that is entirely reasonable. Let us be honest:
if Scott Morrison had handed down a budget last night
which had federal government debt in the general
government sector at around 6 per cent of gross
domestic product, he would be beside himself with
relief and joy.
I have listened to those opposite talking about the fact
that Labor cannot handle money. I find that a quite
curious statement because to the best of my knowledge
the last Labor Treasurer of this state to hand down a
budget deficit was Tony Sheehan in 1992. We have
been in power in this state for 11 years of the
Bracks-Brumby period and now the four years of this
government, so around about 15 years. We have
handed down about 15 budgets in the course of that
time, and every single budget has been one with a
surplus. Those surpluses have usually been quite
sizeable; they have been significant budget surpluses,
so I am not quite sure where those opposite have been
for the past 20 years. I would have thought they might
have paid a bit more attention to the state of the
accounts and know that at a state level in Victoria we
have been very strident, prudent financial managers.
And this budget demonstrates those credentials over
and over and over again.
We need to make the sorts of investments that I have
outlined because of the fact that we have got population
growth. Ross Gittins in the Age has talked about the
concept of capital widening. The reality is that we need
to make the essential investments in infrastructure to
enable that broadening population base, and he talks
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about that as being capital widening. Gittins is critical
on population growth because, he says, you spend your
money on capital widening rather than capital
deepening. His point of difference is that capital
widening relates to keeping pace with population
growth and the labour force, whereas capital deepening
is investments in improving the productivity and the
efficiency of an economy on a per capita basis. I would
argue that if we look at where we stand at the moment
as an economy, we are investing in capital widening,
but there are those opportunities to look at capital
deepening as well.
I am conscious of time and the hour is getting late, but I
do want to talk about Thomas Piketty and his fantastic
book Capital in the Twenty-First Century, where he
refers to the fact that r > g — that is, the return on
capital is greater than the growth of output. He goes
right back to ancient Rome, which I know you, Acting
Speaker Ward, will be pleased about. The long-term
average return on capital is 5 per cent and the long-term
growth in terms of wages is around 1.5 per cent. What
happened prior to the First World War was you had
intense stratification in Western liberal democracies,
where it became increasingly inequitable. What
occurred over the course of the 20th century as a
consequence of war, population growth and
government regulation was that that gap reduced. What
Piketty argues is that we are now returning to the norm;
we are seeing a set of circumstances where the returns
on capital will outstrip those on wages.
I am indebted to the work of Danielle Wood from the
Grattan Institute, who has produced a paper on
intergenerational inequality. One of the challenges we
have as a community is that younger Victorians are
locked out of the housing market; they are locked into
jobs which do not pay as well as we, Acting Speaker,
experienced in our youth; and they are experiencing
wage stagnation.
The importance of the announcement in the budget in
relation to TAFE is that not only are we addressing the
skills gap in our economy but we are finding ways in
which we can try to increase the capacity of the
individual to end up getting a highly skilled, well-paid
job. This will ensure that we can try to lift the wage
stagnation that is currently afflicting young people. This
is important because if you understand the concept of
compound interest, you know that every dollar that
goes into your superannuation when you are in your
20s will be significantly greater in value than a dollar
that you put in when you are in your 50s or 60s. One of
the great tragedies of wage stagnation in the economy
in more recent times is the fact that younger workers
are being locked out. They are not getting the wage
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rises, they are not getting the advancements from a
career perspective, and they are struggling to try to
really break through. With people of my generation, in
your 20s and 30s you rapidly went through the ranks,
you were promoted, you started earning more money
and your superannuation returns started increasing.
That provided you with a greater nest egg and you were
able to access the housing market earlier. Now that is
not the case.
Government has to take action now because I believe
that Thomas Piketty is right. I think we are returning to
the long-term average of r being greater than g, and
unless we start taking action now we will be leaving
this state in a far worse place than we found it in. It is
important that we do the right thing by young people.
I am really pleased that this week I have a young work
experience gentleman with me, Hugo Forbes from
Strathmore Secondary College, who is in the gallery
today and has been hanging around the office. These
changes are really important for Hugo’s generation. We
are making these sorts of investments now so that he
can have some of the great successes that we as
members have experienced in our lives: being able to
get a good education and understanding that if you
worked hard and you applied yourself there would be a
good job, you could access real wealth and you could
do very well for yourself. This budget is the cornerstone
of those values, this budget speaks to Labor values, and
I commend the bill to the house.
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school, but since then we have had just $3.5 million
from the Premier and progress has been slowed
considerably. The sceptic in me would say that it has
been slowed so that perhaps they will be cutting the
ribbon on the project — largely funded by us — right
before the November election but also to give
themselves an excuse not to provide any more funding
to that school.
Seymour College has also been underfunded. It
received almost $7 million, but again that is a long way
short of the $15 million to which we committed at the
2014 election. I spoke earlier today about the great
disparity that exists between city educational outcomes
and those of country Victoria. First-class modern
facilities should be a basic tenet of trying to close that
gap. Benalla P–12 College are working in classrooms
that are mouldy and full of asbestos although we know
the government made a commitment to a removing
asbestos in every school. That has quite simply not
happened. It is greatly disappointing to me that the full
funding needs of both Benalla and Seymour have again
been overlooked.
A lot of sports clubs across my electorate are greatly
disappointed by this budget. We have a $225 million
sweetheart deal with Labor — and I see the sports
minister is at the table. Labor is providing $225 million
to the AFL to renovate Etihad Stadium when country
sporting clubs right across regional Victoria are crying
out for funding.
Mr Eren interjected.

Ms RYAN (Euroa) (12:39) — It is a pleasure to rise
today to give my contribution on the Appropriation
(2018–2019) Bill 2018. I have to say from the outset
that I think this budget presents a very, very raw deal
for country Victoria and rural communities right across
the state. It is of course the fourth budget handed down
by the Andrews Labor government — a government
which I think has become increasingly city-centric and
focused on Melbourne.

Ms RYAN — The Minister for Sport interjects that
we will lose the AFL Grand Final if we do not fund
Etihad Stadium. That is a pretty extraordinary thing,
given that the grand final is held at the MCG, not at
Etihad Stadium. The AFL is a cashed-up organisation
that does not need the money, while grassroots football
and netball clubs out there are desperate for funding.

As we heard the Leader of The Nationals say yesterday,
the Premier does not open his chequebook beyond the
tram tracks of Melbourne. The Euroa electorate is
certainly no exception, regrettably. We know that the
government has proudly trumpeted a $1.3 billion cash
splash on schools, but in my own electorate Benalla
P–12 College has been overlooked again. I was there a
couple of weeks ago with the federal Deputy Leader of
The Nationals, the Honourable Bridget McKenzie, to
have a look at the beginning of construction of their
senior secondary centre, for which the bulk of the
funding was provided by The Nationals and the
Liberals when we were in government. We made a
$15 million commitment in 2014 to complete that

I was speaking — and the Minister for Sport might be
interested in this — to the Broadford Football Netball
Club a few weeks ago, and I am concerned they are
quite close to folding because they are being slapped
with fine after fine by the Riddell District Football
League, whose power base exists a long way from
Broadford where they get little representation and where
they are unable to field teams. As a consequence, they
are getting hit with fine after fine. They said to me,
‘Why does the AFL get all of this money when we as a
community club continue to find it difficult to fundraise
and find it difficult to field a team?’. Those clubs like
Broadford deserve this support. They are looking for
lighting upgrades. Their netball club does not have any
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female change rooms. They have nowhere to get
changed after a game, which ruins the club environment.
They are the kind of projects that are worthy of
support — not $225 million to the AFL, which is
already flush with cash.
I would also like to mention the Kilmore Football
Netball Club where you have got the junior footy club
and the senior footy club keen to build new
clubrooms — again, another very worthy project.
Kilmore Tennis Club has been in contact with me just
today. Kings Park in Seymour is a fantastic facility —
one of the premier facilities in the Shire of Mitchell.
This sporting and events facility needs funding for
works right around that park. I am very proud to make a
$760 000 election commitment there, if we are elected
to government, which unfortunately those opposite
have done nothing about in the last four years.
Seymour Football Netball Club have a magnificent
ground, but they have some of the worst change
facilities in the entire Goulburn Valley Football League.
Mr Eren interjected.
Ms RYAN — I am glad that the Minister for Sport
is at the table. The Ken Hall Pavilion is in desperate
need of an upgrade. The Eastern Hill Cricket Club
needs new nets. These are all incredibly worthy projects
which the government should be funding over Etihad
Stadium. Raise the Roof in Benalla is a fantastic project
backed by the entire Benalla community to build a new
indoor equestrian centre. I have been very pleased to
meet with Melissa Mounsey and the others involved in
that project. Again they have been desperately talking
to local Labor MPs, asking them for funding, and there
has been no funding forthcoming at all. It is similar for
the Benalla Junior Football Club. More than 400 kids
are involved in that club, playing out of a tin shed in the
middle of winter. They are incredibly worthy
projects — all of those projects — and they cannot get
funding. Clubs are approaching me, they are
approaching council and they are approaching their
local Labor member, who is doing nothing for them.
Those clubs need support, not Etihad Stadium. The
government has its priorities wrong.
I would also like to talk about one of my favourite
subjects in this place, the north-east rail line. There is
no commitment and no money on the table from those
opposite to replace the rolling stock. They have put no
money whatsoever into replacing the trains on that line.
We have had a member for Northern Victoria Region,
Jaclyn Symes, in the other place, saying in the local
paper in Benalla just today:
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It would be irresponsible to order new trains and have them
sitting on the sideline while the track is upgraded.
North-east passengers will get their trains, we just didn’t need
to buy them now.

How extraordinary is that. Those opposite say they
have been planning for new rolling stock for four years.
They have been in government for 15 of the last
19 years and yet still we have trains that are 30 or
40 years old that break down continually. They want to
sheet all of the blame back to the federal government,
but it is not the federal government’s fault. There is
some responsibility for the federal government to invest
in and improve the line, which they have agreed to do.
The Premier, when he was the Leader of the
Opposition, stood in Wangaratta in April 2016 and said,
‘If the federal government invests to improve the track,
I will buy new trains’. The federal government has
invested twice over, with a $140 million commitment
from Darren Chester when he was federal infrastructure
minister and now further funding to bring the total to
$235 million, and yet there is no commitment on the
table from the Labor government at all. They never
intended to make a commitment to that. They are
shoving the community off, delaying, delaying and
delaying because they have absolutely no intention to
do it. They have completely betrayed our region. Jaclyn
Symes as a local Labor MP has completely betrayed
our region by failing to stand up for our community and
failing to hold the Premier to account on that
commitment. It is a complete disgrace.
In the spirit of the commitment that I have given to my
community that I will raise their stories every single
week in this place, I would like to tell you about Harry
Daley from Violet Town. Harry wrote to me a month or
so ago, and this is what he said. He caught the train
from Violet Town to Broadmeadows:
The journey was a booked seat for my wife and myself for …
28 February 2018. The service was the 08.11 departing
service and was due into Broadmeadows at 10.00.
The purpose of the trip was to catch the 12.15 flight from
Tullamarine to Newcastle to see my critically ill mother.
The train didn’t arrive at Broadmeadows until 11.40
approximately, over an hour and a half late. As a result we
missed our flight and had to stay overnight in Melbourne and
catch the flight the next day.
Our flight arrived on time in Newcastle on 1 March 2018 and
on the way from the Newcastle airport to the hospital I
received a call telling me that my mother had just died.
The delay the day before resulted in me not seeing my mother
and being with her when she passed away.
I have put in a report to PTV but heard nothing back at this
time.
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We have people in our region who rely on that train
service. They rely on that train service to get where it
needs to go on time and reliably. We do not have a
service that does that and this government is wilfully
and blindly ignoring that. It is time. The time was four
years ago for them to invest in that. We will not
continue to be put off, and quite frankly I am sick of
having to tell stories like Harry’s in Parliament every
week that this government wilfully ignores.
The Kilmore-Wallan bypass — $20 million for
planning a project that would have been complete by
the end of December 2017 had we been re-elected. The
money was there. We left the money in the budget, but
the government has redirected that. Now, on the eve of
an election, six months from an election, they have
chucked us $20 million for planning and for acquisition
of land. I find it to be completely cruel that they have
not put any forward funding in the budget for that
project but instead are going to go ahead and acquire
people’s land with no guarantee that that project will
ever get built, because, again, they quite simply do not
care about anyone outside of the city. Again, quoting a
member for Northern Victoria Region, Jaclyn Symes:
… but the project isn’t shovel-ready yet.

That is what she said in the North Central Review. How
extraordinary. After years and years of planning she
reckons the project is not shovel-ready yet. That is a
complete and utter disgrace. The government has
ignored the need to revitalise Kilmore’s main street.
They have rejected applications under the Growing
Suburbs Fund, which they cut in half. Kilmore has
again been overlooked.
I just quickly want to touch on the ticking time bomb that
is the fire services property levy in this budget. We see
that it is being held flat this year, but over the next four
years it will rake in an extra $229 million. That is quite
clearly to pay for the union demands that Peter Marshall
is making of the Premier in return for the assistance that
was given to the Labor Party before the 2014 election.
Guess who is going to pay for that? It will be landholders
in rural and regional Victoria. They will be effectively
funding the election win of Labor by paying off Peter
Marshall and funding his demands — extra career
firefighters in country Victoria — in return for the help
that he gave, which he has boasted about, at the 2014
election. It is rural landholders who are going to suffer.
I just quickly want to touch on water as the shadow
minister for that portfolio. I will leave my comments on
TAFE and training for debate on the matter of public
importance this afternoon. I thank the government for
giving me an extra 15 minutes to debate that; I am
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delighted. The East Grampians supply pipeline has
been funded in this budget. It is pleasing to see that the
government has put funding in, but it is very
disappointing that the Minister for Water seeks to use
that as a political football. She is now out there trying to
use it as a wedge against the federal government. The
time lines for the National Water Infrastructure
Development Fund have been well-known for a very,
very long time. They have been publicly available. The
minister had the business case. She did not submit an
application for funding because she wanted a political
wedge against the federal government in an election
year. She said last night that she could not make an
application to a fund that was closed when in fact
expressions of interest (EOIs) for capital projects under
that fund are accepted on a rolling basis. If the minister
had looked up the federal department’s website, she
would have seen that quite clearly. Applications are
accepted continually and applications are open for EOIs
from state and territory governments. She is seeking to
play a base political game over that project and the
future of landholders in the East Grampians region.
This is an incredibly disappointing budget.
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) (12:54) — It is
absolutely delightful to rise today to speak on the
Appropriation (2018–2019) Bill 2018. In fact, as people
will know, this will be my last budget response speech,
and I am really pleased that it is a Labor budget
response speech that I am giving. Over the journey, you
come to appreciate the role of the Parliament as a place
where you have a contest of ideas and where there is a
contest over priorities, and we go back and forth, year
after year, arguing over those ideas and having that
contest. When you look at this budget, when you look
at the Andrews Labor government’s budget, it is very
clear that the priorities of this particular budget match
very clearly the priorities and values of the Labor Party.
This is a budget that invests very heavily in people, and
in particular young people and skills. I would argue that
that is probably the best investment that any
government could make, regardless of their colours. It
is a budget that will maintain Victoria’s position as the
leading state in the country. This is without doubt the
best Labor budget that I have seen in my 11 years in the
Parliament. This is Labor at its best.
I will go to skills. I know that there has been a lot of
discussion about skills, and there should be a lot of
discussion about skills. When I was Minister for
Industry and Employment, one of the nicest things that
I had the pleasure of doing was going out to major
projects and talking to young people who were getting
their start on those major projects because of our
government’s policy of having 10 per cent of labour
working hours dedicated to apprentices, trainees and
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cadets. You would talk to young people about the fact
that they were working on these transformational pieces
of infrastructure, and why? Because our policy was to
ensure that they would get their start. It was
heartwarming, and I know every single Labor member
in this place loves being part of those visits and those
activities where you can talk to young people.
When you look at this budget, isn’t it fantastic to see
$172 million invested to make 30 priority TAFE
courses and 18 preapprenticeship courses in growth
industries free? What a stunning investment that is.
What a stunning opportunity that will be, not just for
young people but also for people who are transferring
from one career to another. They will be able to access
these courses. And we should not just write this off as
unimportant, because a lot of people cannot afford
training courses. A lot of people who lose their job do
not end up with a big package. This is an outstanding
investment, as too is the $303.8 million to create more
than 30 000 new training places and the additional
initiative of the new Head Start apprenticeships and
traineeships program, which is an almost $50 million
investment to give about 1700 students across
100 Victorian government secondary schools an
opportunity when they get to the end of their secondary
school years to go on for an extra year and graduate
with an apprenticeship or traineeship. That is about
pathways and that is about Labor priorities.
I am so thrilled that indeed my own electorate benefits
from this budget. I pulled out one article from 15 April
2014, when we were in opposition. The headline
screams, ‘Jobs, courses gone as Victoria University’s
funding cut’. What it talks about is the almost
$20 million cut under the previous government from
Victoria University’s TAFE programs, which would
directly affect Victoria University’s capacity to deliver
opportunities for young people in arguably one of the
most important parts of the state to do so.
I will move on to schools, because clearly every
member will want to talk about this. I am no exception,
because it was with the greatest of delight that, after
10 years of fighting to get a secondary school
re-established in the Yarraville and Seddon area, where
a secondary school was closed when Jeff Kennett was
Premier, we have delivered the funding necessary to
deliver a new secondary school in the area as part of the
Footscray learning precinct. Nothing warms my heart
more than this announcement and this contribution that
I can make in my own small way to public life to have a
$29.3 million investment to build a new vertical school
in Seddon. This comes after years of campaigning by
local parents — rally after rally —
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ward) — Order! I
will ask the member to resume when the bill comes
back before the house. It is time to break for lunch.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.02 p.m.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

MATTERS OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
TAFE funding
The SPEAKER — Order! I have accepted a
statement from the member for Monbulk proposing the
following matter of public importance for discussion:
That this House notes Labor’s strong investment in Victoria’s
TAFE and training sector, and further notes:
(1) that TAFE will be free for 30 priority courses and
18 preapprenticeship courses;
(2) Labor’s record investments in road and rail
projects, new schools and hospitals, support for
Victorians living with disability and historic action
to curb family violence have all created massive
demand for skilled workers; and
(3) the former government gutted Victoria’s TAFE
system by closing campuses, cutting courses and
sacking staff.

Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) (14:03) —
In speaking to this matter of public importance in my
name I want to take you back to not so long ago, just a
few short years, and the attack on TAFE — the
defining characteristic of the former government. Their
legacy: they built nothing, but they did their damnedest
to tear down TAFE. And in four years they almost
succeeded. Courses were cut, fees skyrocketed, staff
were sacked and campuses were closed. TAFE was on
its knees. I have spoken many times in this chamber
about Swinburne Lilydale and what is now known as
Lilydale Lakeside. If you go back to 2013–14, the
campus that was once a place where thousands of
people were educated in the outer east literally became
a ghost town. Swinburne suffered a massive cut under
the former government of $35 million. They were
forced to shut the doors to Swinburne Lilydale and
padlock the gates.
Very quickly, developers, with an acquiescent
government, a dodgy planning minister and a weak
training and skills minister, who we all remember was a
National Party member — the National Party roll over
whenever they are in government — were circling this
prime piece of land. Meanwhile, principals, teachers,
students and parents looked on with utter dismay.
Why? Because a critical pathway to jobs was being
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ripped away from them. And they said no. They said,
‘We’re not going to have this’, and it remains the
biggest community response to a local issue that I have
ever seen in my 16 years in this place — the biggest
community reaction. There was a massive campaign to
save Lilydale TAFE. There was a similar reaction
across communities right across Victoria, and I am sure
other speakers will talk to that. We made a promise to
save TAFE, to reopen closed campuses, not just to
return to what we had before but to make TAFE bigger
and better — more innovative, more comprehensive.

TAFE. It has been a major focus of our government
over the last almost 18 months. To build on this we
have created even greater opportunities for apprentices,
such as the apprenticeship support program, which
ensures first-year apprentices aged under 25 get the
support they need to finish their training and get the
jobs that they want. The program provides for
25 support officers to be based at TAFEs right across
Victoria. They mentor and help young apprentices with
family, work and training issues that could affect their
apprenticeship.

Speaker, I encourage you and every member of this
place to travel to Lilydale and go to Box Hill Institute’s
Lilydale Lakeside campus. It went from being a ghost
town a short few years ago to now being a vibrant
TAFE. I have got this massive list of what they offer
right now: early childhood, biosecurity, commerce,
building design, conservation and land management,
event management, horticulture, building and
construction, disability support, animal studies,
education support, electrotechnology, plumbing,
tourism, aged care, carpentry, and the list goes on and
on. It is a vibrant TAFE at Lilydale. But there is not
just that. There is a partnership with Deakin University
offering Deakin degree courses, a partnership with
William Angliss offering courses in hospitality and
tourism, and a tech school — one of our 10 tech
schools — offering opportunities for 20 schools in the
region, which are government, Catholic and
independent. There are 20 schools and 12 000 students
engaging with the tech school in science, technology,
engineering and maths. There is a municipal library —
a brand-new library — in that precinct, plus disability
services and child care. We are going to construct a
new children’s education and entertainment facility
and a farm as well. It is an incredible education and
community precinct. It just blows your mind, and that
piece of land, that asset, that jewel in our crown, was
almost lost because of the actions of those across
this chamber.

But the people of Victoria and the people of Australia
will need to intervene again, this time against the
Turnbull government. Can you believe it, Speaker?
They have done it again. Last night Malcolm Turnbull
and Scott Morrison handed big business an $80 billion
tax cut and at the same time short-changed Victorian
schools by $700 million and took the axe to TAFE,
slashing over $200 million from TAFE, skills and
training across the country. This will impact our TAFE
and training system to the tune of at least $60 million.
The Liberal Party cannot help itself. They hate TAFE
and they cut TAFE, and if they ever have the
opportunity to govern in Victoria, we know what they
would do to our TAFEs across this state.

If you look at Melbourne Polytechnic, it is the same
story. If you look at Glenormiston, it is the same story.
But the people of Victoria intervened. They voted to
save TAFE, and they voted Labor. We have done what
we promised we would do. We reopened the TAFEs in
Greensborough, Lilydale and Glenormiston. We have
invested hundreds of millions of dollars to improve the
quality of our training system. This massive investment
has ensured our TAFEs are now financially stronger
and once again playing a critical role in the higher
education and skills training of Victorians.
We have implemented Skills First, which is a
significant reform and new approach to training and

The contrast could not be clearer. We have delivered in
the budget we handed down last week $172 million to
make 30 priority TAFE courses and
18 preapprenticeship courses absolutely free and
$303 million to create more than 30 000 new training
places. There is a massive reason why we are doing
this. The reason is that Victoria needs more skilled
workers than ever before. We are experiencing record
jobs growth. Victoria’s employment growth is the
strongest in the nation with 333 900 jobs created since
2014; that is an 11.4 per cent jump. The Andrews
government’s record investment in major road and rail
projects, new schools and hospitals has created a
massive demand for workers in these industries.
I will give a few examples. Our school building boom
has included 70 brand-new schools and well over
1300 upgrade projects, creating 5000 construction jobs.
For example, around 25 apprentices trainees and
engineering cadets worked on the site of the new high
school in Beaumaris, which opened this year. Together
they completed more than 8000 labour hours thanks to
the government’s Major Projects Skills Guarantee. The
guarantee requires contractors on public projects valued
at more than $20 million to use apprentices, trainees or
engineering cadets for at least 10 per cent of their total
labour hours. This policy has been applied to a further
36 major government projects, creating more than
1700 employment opportunities for young people, and
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there is more to come; 59 major projects worth more
than $48 billion will be applying the guarantee.

traineeships is that they enable Victorians to learn on the
job while earning an income.

The Metro Tunnel project will create 7000 jobs for
Victorians, including almost 800 apprentices, trainees
and engineering cadets. Nearly 800 apprentices,
trainees and cadets are working right now across
25 projects. On the Metro Tunnel they have clocked up
69 000 hours and are expected to complete
1.2 million hours on the project. The high-capacity
Metro trains project has created 1100 jobs. The
north-east link, costing $16.5 billion — the biggest
transport project in Victoria’s history — will create
10 000 jobs. Just last month the Minister for Health
announced the commencement of construction to
expand the Northern Hospital, creating 66 new
construction jobs and 489 overall. The Shepparton
hospital revamp is a major win for local jobs with more
than 140 jobs being created during the peak of
construction, which will comprise 85 per cent local
content and 91 per cent local steel.

It has received a great response from right across
Victoria. I want to give you just one snapshot. It was in
the Shepparton News, and it was an article titled
‘Overcoming shortages’. In that article the member for
Euroa, the shadow minister, opposed these reforms, but
I would remind the member and everyone in this
chamber of comments from Committee for Greater
Shepparton chair Rob Priestly, and I quote:

The rollout of the national disability insurance scheme
and this government’s historic action to curb family
violence have created and will create thousands and
thousands of jobs due to more demand for workers
skilled in these areas. For example, the National
Disability Insurance Agency estimates that the
disability workforce must grow by around 76 per
cent — that is, 18 000 additional jobs. Now more than
ever the skills we need in order to build our state are
learned at TAFE. The pathway to tens of thousands of
great jobs in this state is via TAFE, and with the right
training and careers advice Victorian kids will be first
in line for these great new jobs. That is why in this
year’s budget we are investing an additional
$644 million in skills and training for the skills
employers want for the jobs of today and tomorrow.
I am running out of time, but I will go to the list of
priority courses. Courses range from certificate III to
advanced diploma level and include areas such as
construction, horticulture, hospitality, mental health,
nursing, aged-care support, disability support and
accounting. The 18 preapprenticeship pathway courses
are for certificate II programs and cover a broad
cross-section of areas, including engineering,
automotive, horticulture, plumbing and construction.
There are an additional 20 selected non-apprenticeship
courses, with a further 10 to be confirmed following the
industry consultation, and 18 preapprenticeship courses
that will provide pathways to apprenticeships statewide.
This fantastic initiative will reduce the financial barrier
for students wanting to train in those priority courses —
courses that lead to jobs in areas where their skills are in
high demand. The great thing about apprenticeships and

It’s positive, helps invigorate our TAFE sector, which has
been under some financial pressure, gives an opportunity to
have impact on our high youth unemployment, and (facilitate)
transitioning into jobs that are in need …

This is a great reform, a transformational reform in our
TAFE and training sectors: 30 priority courses absolutely
free, 18 preapprenticeship courses free as well.
We have not forgotten the capital needs. As part of last
week’s budget the government has approved three
projects worth a total of $120.4 million: Federation
Training’s Morwell campus will be redeveloped, a new
Sale campus will be built by the river in the Sale civic
centre and Bendigo Kangan Institute’s Bendigo city
campus will be revitalised — once complete it will be a
vibrant education, community, arts and commercial
precinct in the heart of Bendigo.
In conclusion, the Andrews Labor government is
continuing to restore and transform Victoria’s TAFE
and training system. We are ensuring that Victorians
have access to the right training for the jobs of today
and into the future. At a time when we need a skilled
workforce we need to keep investing in training and
TAFE. The most recent news, the great news for my
community in the outer east of Melbourne, is that with
the courses that are delivered at Lilydale Lakeside,
there will be free courses: the certificate III in
horticulture, the certificate III in community services,
the certificate IV in disability, the diploma of
community services, the certificate III in allied health
assistance and the diploma of nursing; and in
preapprenticeship, the certificate II in plumbing, the
certificate II in horticulture and the certificate II in
electrotechnology studies as well — prevocational.
This is about giving pathways to jobs for kids in my
community and in communities right across
metropolitan Melbourne and regional Victoria. You
talk to industry, you talk to principals in school, you
talk to parents and you talk to kids who are 15, 16 and
17 and thinking about, ‘What is a job for me in the
community in which I live? What’s a pathway to a
skilled job that will give me a decent living wage and
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opportunities into the future?’. It is the investment that
this government is making in TAFE. As we saw last
night, whenever the Liberal and National parties get
into office they cut TAFE, they cut training and they
cut education. Everyone should be supporting this
matter of public importance, and I look forward to the
support of the member for Euroa.
Ms RYAN (Euroa) (14:18) — I am so grateful to
have the opportunity to talk on this matter of public
importance today. In fact I am absolutely amazed that
those opposite are even seeking to go down this path
because their record is completely abysmal when it
comes to TAFE. It has been an unmitigated disaster, so
much so that in this reference they have had to pad it
out with road and rail projects, schools and hospitals,
support for Victorians living with a disability, and
family violence. They have had to pad it out with a
whole bunch of other topics because most of them do
not think that they can get 15 minutes out of talking
about their record on TAFE. Why? Because it is
absolutely terrible. There are 151 000 fewer students
annually enrolled in government-subsidised training
here in Victoria since they came to government. There
are 151 000 fewer students on your watch per year.
From the outset I want to say that this side of the house
supports well-resourced public education. We support
the resourcing of public providers no matter what lies
those opposite tell. If we want some context — and I
notice that the Minister for Education, the Deputy
Premier, who put up this motion, has scurried out of
the house, because he does not actually want to hear
the reality of his record — if the education minister
wants to know why TAFE is doing it tough, he just
needs to turn and have a word to the person who sits
next to him, the Leader of the House, who with John
Brumby back in 2009 was the architect of these
reforms that opened TAFE up to a contestable
marketplace. That is the record of those opposite. That
is why TAFE is struggling.
Ms Thomas interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Macedon, come to order!
Ms RYAN — It is not due to anything on this side
of the house. It is because of those 2009 reforms, when
you guys opened TAFE up to a completely contestable
market. That is the reality, and that is your record. If
you want any proof of that, if you want any proof of
just how embarrassed those opposite are of their record
on TAFE, then these reports right here are evidence.
These are the annual reports from the TAFE sector.
When were they tabled? When? They were tabled on
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budget day, under the cover of the budget. They said,
‘There’s nothing to see here. Nothing to see here!’. If
these reports showed a good story, do you think they
would have been tabled on budget day, when no other
story in the state gets a run? Of course not. They could
have tabled them on a quiet news day, when they could
boast about their results in training, but they are too
embarrassed to do that, so they snuck them out on
budget day. And look at them all go quiet now.
Why don’t we have a look at some of these reports.
Those opposite, here is some advice for you: these
annual reports contain something called ‘Notes to the
financial statements’. Look up 2.1; it is very instructive.
You will find that the vast majority of these TAFE
institutes are now receiving more money in cash
bailouts than they are to train students, because they are
in a disastrous financial position under you. Why don’t
we start with Melbourne Polytechnic — $40 million in
contestable funding, $33 million in bailout funding.
They have done pretty well actually, but thank God for
that $76 million asset revaluation, because that kept
them in the black — otherwise they would have had
real trouble.
What about Federation Training, an institute that has
been totally neglected by those opposite? Seventeen
million dollars for student training. How much in
government bailout money? Twenty million dollars —
and they still turned a $17 million deficit. What about
South West TAFE? They had an outright deficit of
$3 million. They received $11.7 million for student
training. How much in government bailouts? They
received $16.1 million. What about Wodonga TAFE?
They received $15.7 million in contestable funding.
How much in bailouts? They received $10.2 million.
Wodonga have actually done alright because they have
got some big federal contracts in defence training.
What about GOTAFE? There is a disaster. Where is the
report the minister promised us weeks ago into
allegations of rorting at GOTAFE? We have not seen
that yet. They received $20.7 million in contestable
funding and $24.7 million in bailouts — a
comprehensive result of $4.9 million. They would have
been in deficit if you had not rescued them. On and on it
goes. Do not tell me you have rescued TAFE. You have
not rescued TAFE. TAFE is suffering under you. It is
doing it harder under you, and what is the reason? Who
came up with the model that TAFE is now operating
under? Was it us? No, it was not. It was you. It was the
Minister for Public Transport and former Premier John
Brumby. That is why TAFE is doing it so tough.
We now have free TAFE, and it is definitely a great
marketing exercise. It will hopefully get bums on seats,
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because that is what it is designed to do. It has got no
other purpose. It is not for the good of students; it is just
to try to get people through the door so we can say we
have rescued TAFE. But it is pretty interesting: if you
go back to Bruce Mackenzie’s VET Funding Review,
which is what you guys commissioned, he says:
The risk for learners under the VTG —

that is the Victorian training guarantee —
is that if they make poor choices enticed by low or no fees
they potentially exhaust their entitlement for a qualification at
that level. This has likely resulted in over-enrolments in some
areas of provision, and budget pressure at the aggregate level.

Your own reviewer told you not to make courses free
because students find it more difficult to get a job —
Mr Nardella interjected.
Ms RYAN — No, Don, this is Bruce Mackenzie,
the grandfather of TAFE, a well-loved figure on your
side, who told you not to do this.
Adult and community education providers —
The SPEAKER — Order! Before calling the
member for Yan Yean, I ask the member for Euroa in
her contribution to address her remarks through the
Chair — it may result in less interjections from those
opposite — and I ask her to refer to members by their
correct titles.
Ms Green — Thank you for that comment, Speaker.
That was exactly the point of order that I was going to
raise. The member should not be reflecting on you as
Chair.
Ms RYAN — Thank you, Speaker, for your very
kind direction. Adult and community education
providers who work at the front line of the provision of
training and skills in this state often work with a cohort
of very vulnerable and disadvantaged students. They
are gutted by this decision, because the government has
made a special provision for TAFE and has completely
excluded them. In talking to their sector I have learned
that they are incredibly concerned that they are going to
lose enrolments and that people are going to turn away
from adult and community education because suddenly
they will be on an uneven playing field. Karen Hagan,
who is the general manager of Campaspe College of
Adult Education (CCAE), wrote to me as well as to the
Leader of The Nationals, and here are some of the
things that she said:
… CCAE being a community-based not-for-profit registered
training organisation … is a Learn Local … I am extremely
disappointed that Learn Locals are not considered in the
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$172 million bucket of cash thrown at the TAFEs. Without
any consideration this will signal the death knell for many
Learn Locals that are registered training organisations,
including CCAE.

I will just repeat that:
… this will signal the death knell for many Learn Locals that
are registered training organisations, including CCAE.

She continues:
We simply cannot survive or compete against such ruthless
and unfair funding tactics.

She goes on to say they ‘have not had a voice in this
budget’. Adult and community education providers
have said to me, ‘Why would someone come along and
enrol in our courses when in six months time they can
go and get them for free at TAFE?’. These are not
dodgy, rorting RTOs. These are not-for-profit
community-based organisations delivering at the front
line of training that those opposite are undercutting and
threatening to decimate.
It is incredibly clear to me in talking to people
throughout the sector that this was not a decision made
in collaboration with anyone within the training sector.
It was not a decision made in collaboration with the
department. In fact the day after the budget, on the
Wednesday, there were departmental officials running
around desperately trying to explain the details to
stakeholders. They had no idea what was actually going
on. We had the Premier come out and tell the media
that there were no residency requirements for free
TAFE courses, and then — shock, horror — everyone
suddenly realised, ‘Oh my God, that could mean we are
training international students who are flying in from
overseas, coming and using the TAFE system and then
flying back, and there is no benefit to the Victorian
economy of that’, and, ‘Oh my God, residency is
actually a requirement under Skills First and VTG
contracts’. So we had to back-pedal on that, and we
then got a commitment that there was in fact a
residency requirement.
This was policy made up on the run. It was not policy
based on evidence. It was not policy based on research.
It was made up on the run due to the desperation of
those opposite because student numbers in this state are
bottoming out. We have seen an awful performance by
our TAFE system in Victoria under those opposite.
There is no TAFE rescue. It is a TAFE disaster.
Another part of this reference talks about staff cuts,
because we would all like to believe that the coalition
cuts staff. That is the little narrative going at the moment
among those opposite. We remember that former
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minister Steve Herbert, when he was not busy ferrying
his dogs around in his ministerial car, told us there would
be a moratorium on staff redundancies in TAFE. This is
not an analysis of this year’s annual report, because I
have not gotten there yet — I am sure the numbers will
be just as reflective — but this is an analysis of last year.
If you go through all the TAFE annual reports, it shows
that 620 TAFE staff have lost their jobs since those
opposite were elected. Yet here they are prancing around
in here, telling us that we cut TAFE staff. They have let
620 full-time equivalent staff go out of the TAFE system
on their watch — and more last year. We will get to
those numbers in a few weeks, no doubt. There are
actually 959 ongoing positions that have gone out of the
system, and there has been an increase of 339 fixed or
casual staff. There is a mass casualisation of the
workforce going on under those opposite, who pretend to
be the friend of TAFE teachers and who pretend to be
the friend of the TAFE workforce. It is a furphy. They
are complete and utter frauds.
The Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
hearings are very interesting, particularly when you get
the bureaucrats there, because they try to dance around
the figures and do everything they can to obscure and
obfuscate for the government. You can just imagine the
trouble they would have got into this year when they
blew the whistle and we discovered that the TAFE
budget last year was underspent by $502 million. You
barely spent half of the TAFE budget. You are not
investing more money in training. You are not
investing more money in TAFE. You have taken it and
sucked it all back in, and you are putting a little bit back
out as free TAFE courses. That is what is happening,
and people around the sector know it because their
courses have been capped. In December the places in
child care, a massive growth industry, were suddenly
reduced by 90 per cent. Everyone was left scratching
their heads, saying, ‘God, what’s going on? There’s no
money’. People were suddenly having their contracts
capped. They had students wanting to come through the
door and do training, but the department was saying,
‘Sorry, we can’t give you any increases in places
because there’s not actually any funding there’.
The Treasurer has sucked all that money back, and now
you are chucking a little bit back out under the guise of
free TAFE to make it look like you are investing more
money. You are not. You are complete and utter frauds.
Sorry, Speaker; I am mindful of your ruling. Those
opposite are absolute frauds. They have not rescued
TAFE. They are total frauds.
We believe in a well-funded public system. We believe
that TAFE plays an important role in Victoria, and we
will support TAFE no matter what scare campaigns
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those opposite try to run. I would suggest that those on
the middle benches and those on the back benches
actually pick up a couple of these reports, study them in
detail and see whether they should actually have full
faith in their spin doctors. It might sound like a good
narrative, but the reality is in all of these reports. I
would urge those opposite to pick them up and read
note 2.1 to the financial statements. I am happy to give
them an education in how to do that if needed, but let
me tell you — Labor has not rescued TAFE. TAFE is
in a worse position now than when Labor came to
government.
Ms WARD (Eltham) (14:33) — I know that, like
me, TAFE is pretty important to you, Speaker,
especially considering that we have an excellent TAFE
right on our doorsteps in our electorates. It is amazing
to me that we have just had the person from the
opposition who purports to be defending TAFE say that
she does not support TAFE courses being free. She
does not support opportunity. This is exactly the
problem that those opposite have got: they are the party
that denies opportunity, they are the party that does not
want to create opportunity, and they are the party that
do nothing and can do nothing.
The fact is that they will stand up and say they do not
want to help kids get into TAFE. They do not want to
be proactive about improving TAFE numbers. They do
not want to be proactive about helping to create training
opportunities for young people to help them get the jobs
that they need which are, as the Minister for Education
said, the jobs the whole state needs because we have
got so much work going on in this state that we have a
skills shortage. We have a skills shortage, and what are
those opposite going to do about it? Well, they are not
going to create TAFE courses for kids to get into, that is
for sure. They are absolutely not.
Now the thing that is quite amazing about the
opposition spokesperson on education’s speech just
now is that not once did she talk about the federal
government. Not once did she talk about the $80 billion
tax cut for big business. They are supporting big
business, but not those who need the jobs in business,
not those who need employment, not those who are
needed to make those businesses thrive. They do not
get any support. Big business gets an $80 billion tax
cut. What did the federal Treasurer do? He then took
the axe to TAFE: $200 million worth of cuts to TAFE
across the nation. What does that mean for this state? A
cut of about $60 million. Coincidentally this is a similar
amount that the Liberal Party in Victoria cut from the
Country Fire Authority when they were in government.
It is interesting how this lot like to cut.
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Speaker, I have to thank you for your contribution and
the work that was put into reopening Greensborough
TAFE, along with the former member for Eltham,
Steve Herbert, me, the member for Yan Yean and the
member for Ivanhoe. Four and a half thousand local
people across those communities signed a petition
against this TAFE cut. Those opposite are kidding
themselves if they think that TAFE kids are not grateful
for the work that Steve Herbert did in restoring TAFE. I
know that there are people in our corridor who are very
grateful for the fact that Greensborough TAFE has now
reopened. Those 4500 people who signed that petition,
who wanted those opportunities for the people in our
communities to have training, to get the skills that they
need to find job pathways were exactly right, and that is
exactly what this government has done.
The Premier visited the TAFE last week along with the
Speaker, me and the Minister for Training and Skills.
As he said, ‘There was a padlock on the gate of
Greensborough TAFE in 2013’. Why was that padlock
there? It was there because those opposite thought it
was right to deny the north-east their own TAFE. They
took skills and training out of my community. They
closed the gate, they padlocked it and they said, ‘This
will be a housing development. We are going to flog
this off to developers because we do not think that we
need to provide training and skills opportunities’.
Funnily enough, guess what? Their Liberal mate and
mayor of Nillumbik Peter Clarke has just tried to do the
same thing in Nillumbik. He has tried to flog off
17 beautiful parcels of land to developers, and guess
what? The community that we live in has again stood
up to the Liberals trying to flog off community assets to
developers and said ‘no’. They stood up and were
counted and guess what? The Liberals had to back
down. I see silence now from those opposite and that is
exactly right because they should be ashamed of what
they do to communities. They should be absolutely
ashamed of the destruction they wreak when they cut
and when they flog off useful community assets
to developers.
Why did they close Greensborough TAFE? They talk
now about fewer enrolments. I tell you what: it takes
more than five minutes to rebuild TAFE, and it takes
more than five minutes to reopen a TAFE. A lot of
people have put in a lot of work to reopen
Greensborough TAFE. I thank them for their
commitment and I thank them for everything they did.
The member for Yan Yean has just passed me a note
reminding me that those opposite cut 500 bus services
in our area too, which fed directly to that TAFE. Then
they said that there are declining enrolments, we have
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to close this TAFE. They got rid of the buses taking
people to TAFE!
It takes more than five minutes to rebuild the scorched
earth that was left behind by those opposite from the
four years that they were in government. That is exactly
what they did with TAFE: TAFE was scorched earth. It
is now a thriving site and there is a lot going on. One of
the things that this TAFE is going to offer is work for
people who are training for the national disability
insurance scheme, a federal government policy that is
suffering from a skills shortage and needs people
trained up to help them with it. Those opposite do not
want to create any policies that can actually help the
labour force skill up and get in there.
Chief executive of the Business Council of Australia
Jennifer Westacott said last year that almost 1 million
jobs will be created in Australia over the next five
years, but there will not be enough skilled workers to
fill them. You and I both know, Speaker, that a lot of
those jobs are here in Victoria. Victoria is the
powerhouse when it comes to jobs in this country. It is
the work of the Andrews government that is creating
those jobs. It is the work of the Andrews government
that is creating the skills and training opportunities for
people to get into those jobs — for us to give local jobs
to local people. Those opposite might want to import
workers from overseas. We know that they do not want
to pay penalty rates, we know that they do not believe
in a minimum wage and we know that they do not want
to ensure that people are paid properly, so maybe they
do want to bring people in from overseas for these jobs.
But we do not. We want Victorians to be skilled, we
want Victorians to have jobs and we want Victorians to
have well-paid jobs. We want them to have a good
quality of life in this state, and skills and training is
exactly a part of that.
For those opposite to be so short-sighted and think that
by providing free courses in TAFE in the areas where
we are desperately short of skills — where we really
need help, where we want our kids to get those
opportunities — is a joke just shows you why they are
not ready for government, because they cannot see
ahead. They cannot see what is needed. They cannot
see how to govern. They cannot see what they need to
do and the work that they need to put in to create a
good and healthy, thriving and vibrant state.
It is shameful that it has come to this, that after nearly
four years in opposition they still have not got their act
together, they still do not know what they are doing and
they still do not understand the importance of TAFE.
They do not value TAFE. They want to talk it down.
They do not value it. They do not understand the
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challenges that kids can face getting into training,
getting the skills they need and getting into
employment. Interestingly, the opposition
spokeswoman on TAFE spoke about local learning and
employment networks (LLENs) not getting help.
Speaker, the one thing the Banyule Nillumbik
LLEN — your LLEN and mine — spoke to me about,
and I am sure they spoke to you about it, was the
Navigator program and how important it is. This
government is putting $44 million in this budget into
the Navigator program.
We had some pilot programs of Navigator running
across the state, and by the end of 2017 the program
had worked with 1030 young people and returned 691
of them into education. That is a terrific result that is
going to be replicated in LLENs across the state as
people get into the Navigator program and kids are
given the help they need to then find pathways to
meaningful employment — employment that pays
them well, that helps pay their bills and helps make
them feel like they are a contributor to the community
and society.
This is what a Labor government does. A Labor
government sees the value in each and every person,
and a Labor government wants to enhance that value. A
Labor government wants to support these people
achieve that. We want to help them along the pathway.
Those opposite want to deny opportunity, because that
is all they are able to do. The federal government has
shown it by cutting TAFE in this federal budget, and
those opposite did it themselves when they were in
government. The fact that all they know how to do is
rip TAFE up and not support it means that they are not
ready for government, and they should really look at
themselves and try harder.
Mr T. SMITH (Kew) (14:43) — I rise to speak on
the matter of public importance that was moved by the
member for Monbulk, and I follow the contribution by
the member for Eltham. It was a typically ranting,
ill-informed, poorly set out contribution without any
form or construct of what she was attempting to say
with regard to jobs and the economy.
I tell you what, I will give you a bit of advice. I will talk
to my friend here, the Minister for Industry and
Employment, who is the minister at the table. I will tell
you how we can improve job prospects in Victoria:
teach kids to read properly in primary school. The
Labor Party and their fellow travellers from the left of
politics have inflicted a general capabilities curriculum
and nonsense on Victorian students over the last
20 years. The most important thing in education is the
results, and they are going backwards under Labor. You
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have been in government for 14 out of the last 18 years
and results over that time have been going backwards.
If I could refer to the Programme for International
Student Assessment, for example, which is the OECD’s
grading system in education for countries around the
world, reading scored 516 in 2000, but only 507 in
2015; scientific literacy scored 513 in 2006 and the
same in 2015; and maths scored 511 in 2003 and
dropped to 499 by 2015.
Ms Thomas — Is that Victorian or Australian data?
Mr T. SMITH — That is Victorian data, member
for Macedon.
Ms Thomas — Are you sure of that?
Mr T. SMITH — I am absolutely certain, member
for Macedon, and you should pay attention to this,
because you can talk all day and all night about bricks
and mortar — important matters, I can see that — but
the most important thing we can do in schools, the most
important role for government in schools, is to improve
student outcomes.
Over the last 20 years across the country, because of
our obsession with general capabilities over explicit and
specific knowledge being imparted to students, our
results are going backwards. The reason for that is
because unfortunately consecutive Labor education
ministers have been too willing to take the advice of
left-wing public servants and indeed the Australian
Education Union about what does not work in
education.
Take for example the so-called Education State and its
nine targets. You have failed seven of them, particularly
pride and confidence in the state education sector. Only
51 per cent of parents have pride and confidence in the
system you are running. For reading in year 9, 20.7 per
cent of students reached the 2016 target; it went
backwards in 2017. The target is 28.7 per cent. We are
going backwards. Maths in year 5 was 31.7 per cent in
2016; it was 30.6 per cent in 2017. The target is
39.9 per cent. We are nowhere near it. For critical and
creative thinking — whatever that means — it was
16.6 per cent in 2016 and 15.3 per cent in 2017. The
target is 20.8 per cent. Again, a massive fail. Student
engagement in year 9 was 96.6 per cent in 2016 and
96.3 per cent in 2017. We are going backwards. They
are the government’s own so-called Education State
targets, and it is not even meeting them.
But before we get to NAPLAN, reading in year 9 in
2017 was worse than in 2008. Year 7 results were the
same as in 2014. Numeracy in years 5 and 9 have gone
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backwards since 2015. Victoria’s gain in reading and
numeracy achievement as students go from years 3 to 5
and from 7 to 9 was below the national average. I am
not inventing this. These are statistics from the OECD,
from the Victorian Department of Education and
Training and from the federal government. They paint a
stark picture of a jurisdiction that is going backwards
perpetually on Labor’s watch.
Labor love to talk about bricks and mortar in
schools — new school halls and classrooms — which I
can see are important. Can I make the observation they
always seem to be built in Labor electorates? We will
get to that point in a second. That is clearly having no
impact on improving student outcomes. We need an
education minister who, instead of coming in here day
in, day out and talking like he is some sort of, I don’t
know, architect or building developer, needs to realise
that he employs almost 50 000 public school teachers
and that he educates almost 600 000 students in the
public system. That is the key driver for a society that
is based on equality of opportunity. And if that
sector — that great public sector in education — is not
succeeding and is going backwards, then our society,
indeed our economy, will be going backwards for
generations to come.
This budget showed just how, I suppose, ideological
this government has become — not a cracker in capital
funding for Catholic and independent schools in this
budget. Thirty-seven per cent of Victorian students —
Mr Nardella — On a point of order, Speaker, the
honourable member is not talking on the motion. I ask
you to bring him back to talking about TAFE rather
than the general issue of public education.
Mr T. SMITH — On the point of order, Speaker,
point (2) of the matter of public importance talks about
new schools. I am referring to schools and education as
moved by the Minister for Education with regard to
schools education. I will get to higher ed at the
conclusion of my speech.
The SPEAKER — The reference in the motion to
new schools is amongst other projects in its context for
demand for new skilled workers. The member is
entitled to talk about schools as part of the broader
education topic, but other members have strayed from
the topic of the matter of public importance on related
issues and come back to it. So I ask the member to
come back to the point when he is able to.
Mr T. SMITH — On the point of new schools, and
going to the point raised by the member for Melton,
there is not a cracker in this budget for capital for
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Catholic and independent schools. Victoria proudly has
the highest rate of school attendance at non-government
schools of any state in Australia.
Mr Carroll interjected.
Mr T. SMITH — Minister, I am referring to
capital — not a cracker in 2018–19 for Catholic and
independent schools. There is $1.3 billion for new
capital for state schools, but not a cracker for
independent and Catholic schools. Three hundred
thousand students and their parents are being ignored
by the Andrews Labor government because they go to
Catholic and independent schools. I say that is a
disgrace.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr T. SMITH — I am not wrong. Show me in the
budget where there is new capital for Catholic and
independent schools. There is not a cracker — zero —
a big fat nought, not a cracker for Catholic and
independent schools —
The SPEAKER — Order! Members to my right!
Member for Kew, through the chair.
Mr T. SMITH — So we have a situation where
Catholic and independent schools are being completely
ignored.
The SPEAKER — The member for Macedon!
Mr T. SMITH — If you do not live in a Labor
electorate, you are being completely ignored. I was up
at a special school just near the member for Monbulk’s
electorate the other day — Yarra Ranges special
school — and it is being completely ignored by the
member for Monbulk. Up in Echuca a special school
has been completely ignored by the member for
Monbulk. The Education State only means certain
things for certain people. If you live in a Labor
electorate and if you go to a public school in a Labor
electorate that is fine, but if you don’t you get nothing.
We have seen over the last 20 years a massive increase
in funding for public schools from both the federal
government and the state government. Yet time and
time again we see our results stagnating. Now TAFE is
an important aspect of our education system. Having a
skilled workforce is very important but the observation
that can be made by this side of the house is Labor is all
spin and no substance when it comes to higher ed. In
reality student numbers are massively down on their
watch — 151 000 per year, as accounted by the member
for Euroa in her wonderful contribution earlier today.
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We have not had enough time today to talk about the
curriculum and how we can improve that throughout
our school system. The Victorian curriculum that
obviously has a huge role to play in preparing children
for higher education, particularly in skills, runs to 2804
pages. It is entirely over-cluttered, and I noted this week
that the report by Gonski talked entirely about general
capabilities. In Victoria we have a curriculum that is
far too obsessed with general capabilities and not
specific knowledge that can be explicitly explained by
teachers to students to prepare them for TAFE. TAFE,
along with universities and other aspects of higher
education, are very important for preparing young
people for a lifetime love of learning and indeed one
day getting a job.
The SPEAKER (14:53) — Before calling the
member for Geelong I would like to acknowledge a
former member for Brunswick, Mr Carlo Carli, in the
chamber. The member for Geelong.
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) (14:53) — I am pleased
to rise to speak on this matter of public importance
submitted by the member for Monbulk:
That this house notes Labor’s strong investment in Victoria’s
TAFE and training sector, and further notes:
(1) that TAFE will be free for 30 priority courses and
18 preapprenticeship courses;
(2) Labor’s record investments in road and rail
projects, new schools and hospitals, support for
Victorians living with disability and historic action
to curb family violence have all created massive
demand for skilled workers; and
(3) the former government gutted Victoria’s TAFE
system by closing campuses, cutting courses and
sacking staff.

I have to say Victorians will never forget the axe that
was taken to our TAFE system by those opposite when
they were in government. In particular in Geelong, our
Geelong TAFE — the Gordon TAFE — suffered
greatly. They were brought to their knees after those
opposite attacked and cut courses to the point where
staff were sacked because there were no courses or
funding for them to run. That was devastating for my
community of Geelong.
Some of the implications of that were that young people
in particular were left without the option of going to
TAFE because the courses were not available,
particularly young people who were at risk of
disengaging from the community. Many courses were
cut because the Gordon did not have the funding to
keep those courses going. Young people who would
normally have been engaged by that process missed
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out. We talk about young people entering the juvenile
justice system. This is a good example of how that
could have been prevented, but those opposite cut that
funding and we saw through those events young people
being disengaged more and more.
The former government drove our TAFEs into the
ground. Many were barely able to function. As I said, in
Geelong we had problems, but there were other TAFEs
around the state that were actually closed and brought
to their knees, just as Geelong was. They cut courses
and sacked TAFE teachers and staff. Highly qualified
teachers lost their jobs. Those teachers were devastated
that they had lost their jobs, and they knew how
important their role was in a place like Gordon TAFE.
They supported those young people. They guided those
young people. Through the courses that were operating
at the Gordon, those teachers enabled young people to
have pathways into employment, so they knew just
what these cuts meant. The difficulty for them was that
they knew that their credentials and qualifications were
being lost to Victoria and its TAFE sector. Some of
them moved away, and we lost that expertise and those
qualifications from Victoria and from Geelong. People
moved on and found other jobs. That was really
devastating for the Geelong community.
I have said before in this place that the Gordon TAFE
has been in operation for more than 130 years, providing
support and assistance to people to help them retrain or
get into courses. It plays a really valuable role in my
community. Those losses were very significant for
communities like Geelong. As I said, our TAFE, the
Gordon TAFE, has been in existence for over 130 years,
and much of its existence has been about supporting
people and ensuring that they get through the courses and
that there are pathways available to them.
The other side to that is the dodgy private providers that
those opposite allowed to come into our cities. Those
providers did not offer much to people in my
community of Geelong except for dodgy certificates.
We heard the stories from bewildered students who
questioned the training that they were getting. They
knew it was not right. They knew that only doing half
the course in the curriculum or being given a certificate
for one day’s attendance was not right. We have had to
clean up the mess that those opposite left. In Geelong
there were a number of those dodgy providers, which I
am pleased to say have now been moved on.
Only Labor protects our TAFE, and we know this from
the attacks that those opposite made on TAFE when
they were in government. They will do the same again
because they have no commitment to TAFE. They
cannot see the importance of TAFE. They do not see a
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future for our young people through the TAFE system.
We know that the Turnbull government feels the same
way, given the massive cuts to the TAFE sector in the
federal budget last night. There has been a cut of
around $60 million in Victoria alone. That will not sit
well in my community of Geelong, I can tell you now.
People are already outraged at the fact that these cuts
have been made by the Turnbull government.
Many people in my community fought to save our
TAFE sector, which is why we are now in government.
That was one of the key issues for my community.
They saw the value of TAFE, and they see the value in
what we are doing now. They see the value in
increasing courses and providing the funding that our
TAFEs need. They see the value in increasing the
funding — providing 30 free courses in our TAFEs and
providing apprenticeships and preapprenticeships in our
TAFEs, which are really significant for people in my
community who rely on that training to move through
their pathways.
I do not think we can believe that those opposite will
ever have a strong commitment to TAFE. We need our
TAFE to ensure that the skills that are required not just
now but into the future can be gained by our young
people. We are talking about major infrastructure
projects right across Victoria and in particular in my
electorate of Geelong. We need those young people to
be trained up to take those jobs. If they do not have the
skills, how are they going to move into those jobs? We
as a Labor government have a very strong commitment
to ensuring that young people are skilled up for the jobs
that are here now and the jobs of the future. It is very
clear that those opposite, along with their mates in the
federal government, have no commitment at all to our
TAFE system. In fact I would not be surprised if they
want to dismantle it completely.
The Andrews government is creating jobs — and lots of
them — particularly through its many infrastructure
projects. Some we have started and others are being
planned. There will be a growing demand in the
disability sector and the family violence sector due to
this government’s support for those sectors. We know
that there is a large increase in demand for skilled
workers in the disability field and the family violence
field. Where will they be trained if they are not trained
in the TAFE sector? We are relying on our TAFE sector
to pick them up and provide the skills and expertise that
they need to go out into the community and work in
those areas of great demand. I think it is really important
that we focus on those things because these are the
future jobs for our kids. They are the future jobs for
people who want to re-skill and go into other sectors. I
think it is really important that our TAFE is held up
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there to be one of the most significant areas in our
community. Without our TAFE, our training providers
are not going to be able to meet the demand for the skills
that we need, not only now but moving into the future.
This is a really, really important issue.
I know that the people of Geelong are quite infuriated
about the fact that the federal government made those
cuts that were announced last night in the federal
budget, but they are confident in the fact that the
Andrews Labor government is actually getting on with
it, providing the skills and expertise that are required to
meet the demands of our community.
Mr HODGETT (Croydon) (15:03) — It is a
pleasure to rise this afternoon and make a contribution
on the member for Monbulk’s matter of public
importance (MPI). I intend to use my time speaking on
the matter of public importance to explore dot point (2)
of the member for Monbulk’s matter, which says:
Labor’s record investments in road and rail projects, new
schools and hospitals, support for Victorians living with
disability and historic action to curb family violence have all
created massive demand for skilled workers …

I do not mind the member for Monbulk — I have got a
bit of time for him — but I am a bit concerned about his
drafting of this MPI and throwing in a few extra things
to pad it out. In particular I am more concerned about
the way that the member for Monbulk presents his
argument around that dot point (2). I will use my
allocated time to explore that in just a bit more detail.
I think we on both sides of the house would all agree on
and support a quality, well-resourced public education
system. You would get no argument about that. We
might have different views in terms of how we deliver
that and what we do, but I think that aspirationally what
we strive for would be a good-quality, well-resourced
public education system.
When the member for Monbulk spoke to his MPI he
did make a lot of arguments about employment and
jobs. We are pleased to support employment and
pleased to support apprentices and young people trying
to seek jobs. There is no argument about that. But the
member for Monbulk carefully avoided any question
about major cost blowouts. When he drafts an MPI that
talks about Labor’s investment in road and rail and how
they have created demand for skilled workers, he
makes a mistake, as a cost blowout does not necessarily
deliver more projects for more workers. It is still the
same project. I will come back to talk more about this.
We have seen across a number of major projects
massive cost blowouts. This is Labor. They cannot
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manage money, they cannot deliver projects on time or
on budget and they are now making the mistake of
thinking that cost blowouts equal more projects for
more workers or more demand. They do not equal that.
Over the past day and a half I have heard in the house a
number of contributions in relation to the budget that
was handed down last week. We know that major costs
have blown out by $25 billion.
The Labor government promised projects worth
$20.7 billion, many of them road and rail projects, but
the actual cost of them is up around $45.7 billion. That
is a cost blowout of $25 billion. I want to have a look at
just some of these and state the facts. Others can judge,
but these are the facts in relation to Labor spending
money and splashing it around, thinking, ‘Isn’t this
great? There’s more demand, there are more projects,
there are more jobs out there’ — but they are the same
projects, just in many instances costing two or three
times as much.
If we look at some cost blowouts under this Premier
and his government, they amount to more than
$25 billion in waste, including for the West Gate
tunnel. The West Gate tunnel was promised at
$500 million. They said it was shovel-ready as we went
into the last election. Now the cost is $6.7 billion, with
a blowout of $6.2 billion. The Metro Tunnel has been
mentioned. It was promised at $9 billion. The current
cost of the Metro Tunnel is now up to $11.07 billion,
which is a blowout of $2.07 billion. I think it is up
closer to $3 billion now, and the Premier still has not
said how he will pay for it.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HODGETT — Members opposite can interject.
I will state the facts.
Ms Thomas interjected.
Mr HODGETT — I challenge you. Go and ask
how these cost blowouts eventuated. I am happy to
shout you a cup of coffee in Strangers Corridor. You
tell me how the West Gate tunnel went from
$500 million to $6.7 billion. I am happy to buy you a
coffee and sit down and listen. Former members in this
place used to laugh at you guys up the back as being
mushrooms, with your heads in the sand. You accept
whatever is told or given to you.
Mr Richardson interjected.
Mr HODGETT — Member for Mordialloc, you
can join in. I’ll shout you a cup of coffee as well.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Member for
Croydon, through the Chair.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HODGETT — You probably have — rorting
my account as well!
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Member for
Croydon, I would encourage you not to respond to
interjections.
Mr HODGETT — Thank you, Deputy Speaker.
The level crossing removals were promised at
$5 billion and are now at $8.3 billion. That is the figure
according to the Victorian Auditor-General — a
blowout of $3.3 billion.
Ms Thomas interjected.
Mr HODGETT — I am happy for anyone to come
and sit down and explain it to me and justify that cost
blowout. The north-east link was promised initially at
$5 billion, then it was going to be to $6 billion to
$7 billion. In a media release from the minister in
November of last year it was $10 billion. A couple of
months later, in February of this year, it was announced
that the current cost is $16.5 billion in today’s dollars. It
is 10 years off, and still the government has not even
said how it is going to pay for it.
The east–west link: where do you start on that one? The
promise was zero to cancel the contract. It was said that
it was not worth the paper it was written on and that it
would not cost taxpayers 1 cent. Of course we all know
the cost was $1.3 billion — to rip up that contract and
to not build that road, the east–west link. We are a
laughing stock around the world because this Premier
paid $1.3 billion to not build a piece of vital
infrastructure.
The Victorian Heart Hospital was promised at
$150 million. The current figure is $543 million, a
$393 million blowout.
The Frankston line stabling project at Seaford was
promised at $187.4 million. The cost is $236.7 million,
a blowout of $49.3 million.
Hoddle Street — this one we discovered recently in the
budget — was promised at $60 million. The current
cost is $108.6 million, a blowout of $48.6 million. You
have to ask yourself about this project that started on
7 January this year and was promised at $60 million.
As of 7 May, only a few days ago, in only a few
months the cost had nearly doubled and blown out by
$48.6 million. Again I challenge those opposite to
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explain, if they can, how that has come about. If you
ask the minister, he says, ‘Oh, I think materials have
gone up’. I said, ‘What? The cost of sand has gone up
by $48.6 million?’. He just sort of laughed at that.
Casey Hospital was promised at $106.3 million. The
current cost is $139.8 million, a blowout of
$33.5 million. The Ballarat line upgrade, the Yan Yean
Road upgrade, the Frankston station upgrade, the
V/Line fleet maintenance and the Huntingdale station
car park — all of them are blowout after blowout after
blowout.
The member for Monbulk said in his matter of public
importance that this $25 billion is fantastic, with all
these jobs and all these projects. This is $25 billion of
cost blowouts. Let me run quickly through a list of what
that could have bought. There is a $25 billion cost
blowout, because Labor cannot manage money and
cannot deliver projects on time or on budget. That
could have delivered 25 Royal Children’s Hospitals,
125 000 ambulances, 926 secondary schools,
2083 primary schools, four east–west link projects,
125 women’s and children’s hospitals, 1563 large
police stations, 42 suburban rail line extensions,
2500 new cardiac catheter laboratories, 1714 trams,
1389 X’trapolis Metro trains or 1136 special
development schools.
I take exception when the member for Monbulk drafts
an MPI and comes in here gloating about how all these
investments in road and rail are actually delivering
demand for skilled workers. As I said at the outset, we
have got nothing against a good-quality education
system to get people job ready, but this is not what
Labor is about. We know Labor is about cost blowouts,
about debt and about higher taxes. They cannot manage
money. We are seeing in the budget, and it is restated in
this MPI, that Labor is all about higher taxes costing
thousands of dollars and a huge public service that we
know has blown out by 38 per cent. We are now the
highest taxing state in the country.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr HODGETT — Debt. Point 2, mate — have a
look. Labor’s debt has blown out and continues to blow
out and, as we know, public sector wages continue to
blow out. This MPI is a joke. The member for Monbulk
has had to pad it out with other things he put in there.
He should have argued the case about a good-quality
education system as opposed to talking about cost
blowouts delivering demand for more skilled workers,
because they are the same projects that are just being
delivered at twice the cost under an incompetent
Andrews Labor government.
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Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) (15:13) — It is a
pleasure to rise on a matter of public importance (MPI)
that focuses on one of the most important elements in
the state’s responsibility, and that is the funding of
TAFE. It is quite telling that, in addressing an MPI that
focuses on TAFE, the Deputy Leader of the Liberal
Party in this state did not mention TAFE once. It is
telling that the Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party,
whose seat has 13 457 people with a TAFE
qualification, did not consider that it was worth
mentioning in his speech one of the most critical
elements in providing skills and training in our
community. It was a chance for the Deputy Leader of
the Liberal Party to clarify and set the record straight on
the cuts to TAFE that were made in 2011–12 and how
they have set our state back.
Where would we be today as a state if we had not cut
that funding from TAFE? Where would our
institutions — our wonderful TAFE institutions — be if
that over $300 million per year that was taken out was
invested in skills and training at a time when that was
so critical, with unemployment fast-tracking towards
7 per cent. We would be in a different place, and our
TAFEs would be in a different position.
Fast-forward to where we are today. We have a backdrop
where the need for jobs, skills and training in Victoria is
increasing at a frightening rate. We see more people
moving from interstate to Victoria to chase opportunities,
jobs and employment. That comes with challenges that
we have to manage for the future. The building projects
on the go at the moment require an investment in skills
and training. We are at risk of finding ourselves with
significant skill shortages if we do not act now and
prioritise those courses and make sure that we funnel
people into opportunities and jobs so that they can set
themselves up for the future. There is so much dignity in
training, in getting those skills and ultimately in
obtaining employment. Getting that job is so critical to
the wellbeing of and outcomes for a person’s life.
When we see all these projects, with record investments
going into them, the Victorian government has an
obligation to make sure that Victorian young people
and people transitioning to different skills and training
are given the great opportunity to be involved in those
projects. Something like mandating a 10 per cent
involvement of apprentices on any project over
$20 million in Victoria is how you put those values into
action. You make sure that the next generation of
Victorians are getting the skills they need and that they
are getting that training so that they are building our
future for years to come. It is by prioritising 30 courses
in high-demand skills for the future. That is what this
budget does. It puts TAFE investment and the
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opportunity for young people at the forefront of this
government’s agenda, and it is a fantastic outcome for
our local community.
People are saying — in my community and across
Victoria — ‘I might need to reconsider the things I am
doing today because this opportunity has opened up
something I did not envisage could be possible’. It
might be about changing skills. It might be a young
person getting that first opportunity because they could
not afford to do a preapprenticeship or do an
apprenticeship course. It is unlocking opportunities for
these people. I could not think of anything more in
touch with Labor values than to do just that and to
prioritise the skills and training of young people.
It is important to think as well about the backdrop that
we inherited and that we took on. It goes to the heart of
values — and I take the member for Croydon’s point
that of course members of Parliament on all sides
would have an ambition to see a well-resourced
education system. That is okay in words. Words are one
thing in your first speech — the values that you put
forward as a member of Parliament. It is okay to say
that, but when you are given the chance to put forward
a budget and to put forward funding on behalf of
Victorians and your values and what you prioritise and
what you actually fund do not match those outcomes,
then you cannot, hand on heart, say that you are
dedicated to the education and progression of young
people. An article from the Age of 16 June 2012 headed
‘Angry protests as Baillieu defends TAFE cuts in times
of uncertainty’ summed it up. Then two years later in
April 2014, an article headed ‘TAFE funding in crisis’
talked about how at the time:
Recently retired Holmesglen TAFE chief executive Bruce
Mackenzie said the training system was ‘badly underfunded’.
He said the Victorian government was the ‘meanest in
Australia’ in terms of funding the state’s public TAFEs, and
predicted extensive mergers, particularly in regional Victoria.

We know how much harder it is for regional Victorians
to get the skills and training they need to get jobs in
their communities. The article said that it was a recipe
for ‘a bad economic outcome for Victoria’. That is how
Bruce Mackenzie summed it up. I could not agree more
with that. The article continued — and this is the key
cynicism of politics:
The leaked report follows a 2012 decision by the state
government to slash TAFE funding by $300 million to help
maintain a budget surplus.

It went to their values. When they were at a critical
juncture of deciding what to do to maintain the surplus,
where did they go first? They went straight after TAFE
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and cut $300 million out of our TAFE. That put TAFE
under immense pressure and took it to the wall.
Taking up the point from the Deputy Leader of the
Liberal Party about values and the quest to have
education funded, that shows that those opposite, when
given the opportunity, prioritised taking money out of
TAFE. We saw last night the very same set of
circumstances. In order to attain a budget surplus, the
federal Treasurer stood up and thundered on to the big
end of town — corporate Australia — and talked about
cuts of more than $80 billion over the next 10 years.
What happened to TAFE? Another $200 million has
been taken out of our TAFE system. So when given the
opportunity at a critical juncture where the
conservatives are looking to save money, the first
things they go after are skills and training and TAFE.
That is evidenced in each of those two budgets and
shows the values of what a Labor government does —
investing in and supporting TAFE — as opposed to
what conservatives do, and that is taking money out of
TAFE and out of our tertiary institutions.
I know that the member for Euroa has a passion in this
area and says that it was the Brumby government’s
fault — the predicament that TAFE was found in. That
is an indefensible position to take, because the member
for Euroa has not once addressed the hundreds of
millions of dollars that were taken out of TAFE. It was
acknowledged by the then Premier. There was no
denying it. There was no denying by former
Premier Baillieu that money had been taken out of
TAFE, and the member for Euroa is ignoring the very
facts of the devastating impacts that had and is not
answering the question of where TAFE could have
been as we stand today, in 2018, had those cuts not
been made. Where could our TAFEs have been had that
funding and that continuity been carried on?
I think the member for Geelong made a fantastic point.
We lost a lot of people out of the sector. We saw a lot
of jobs go. Hundreds of TAFE teachers were lost in the
south-eastern suburbs alone. They were people who
underpinned TAFE and underpinned skills and training,
people who knew how to mentor and support a young
person who might have been trying to break those
shackles of generational disadvantage and get ahead.
They knew how to connect with young people and
make it count, and we lost those people. They were
retrenched, they were lost through mergers and what
have you, and their campuses were closed. We saw so
many people come out of the sector, and it hurt our
prosperity for the future.
We are doing a huge amount of work to try to repair
and restore TAFE for the future, but we cannot deny
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that we have lost some ground through those lean years
and we have lost a lot of people as we try to make this
up. This is a critical juncture leading up to the Victorian
election in 190 days time, because it says, ‘If you want
to prioritise skills and training in Victoria, can you trust
a Labor government to invest in TAFE?’. Our budgets
and our values each and every time demonstrate our
prioritisation of young people and people changing
skills to get ahead.
What we see is more and more insecure work. We just
had 120 000 people marching through the streets of
Melbourne calling for the rules to be changed — calling
for fairer industrial relations outcomes. That goes hand
in hand with giving those —
Mrs Fyffe — It said 75 000 in the media.
Mr RICHARDSON — The member for Evelyn is
squabbling over numbers. The member for Evelyn says
75 000 as if that is a small number. It is a substantial
number. This is the important point: you have tens of
thousands of people out there today asking for the rules
to be changed. They are constituents of all of ours in
this place, and they are in insecure work; 40 per cent of
people are in insecure work. Skills and training go hand
in glove with improving industrial relations laws and
making sure that we achieve real wage rises and
increases after years of lean wage increases. This is
how you improve the outcomes for working people.
This is what Labor governments do. They deliver for
working people and they invest in skills, and a Labor
government is the only one you can trust.
Mr WATT (Burwood) (15:23) — It is always a
pleasure to rise after the member for Mordialloc. It is
interesting to have a look at this matter of public
importance (MPI). I will go through certain parts,
because there are three different parts to it and I would
like to touch on a number of things. Firstly, I suppose I
will start with point (3), which talks about the former
government. In particular I underlined in the matter of
public importance the sacking of staff. I thought that
was an interesting one. I thought I would look at the
two TAFEs which are the closest to my electorate: I
have Holmesglen TAFE, which is on the opposite side
of the road to my electorate, and I also have Box Hill
TAFE, which is not too far, about a kilometre, from
my electorate.
I thought I would look at the full-time equivalent staff
employed by these two TAFEs in 2014, when we were
last in government, as opposed to 2017, for which we
have the latest data from the annual reports. I know that
the member for Bentleigh would be interested in this,
and I also know that the member for Mordialloc would
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probably be interested in this as well. I noted full-time
equivalent teaching staff at Holmesglen TAFE. There
are a number of campuses there; there is Glen
Waverley, there is the Chadstone campus and there is
also a campus down in Moorabbin. In 2014 there were
927 full-time equivalent teachers at Holmesglen TAFE.
In 2017 there were 645.1 full-time equivalent staff at
Holmesglen TAFE. The number of teachers down there
has just fallen off a cliff. I thought that was interesting. I
also thought it was interesting when I looked at the
number of Box Hill TAFE’s, or the Box Hill Institute’s,
full-time equivalent staff. In 2014 it was 811.9 full-time
equivalent staff, and for last year we are talking about
755.29 full-time equivalent staff.
We are talking about a reduction in full-time equivalent
staff. We are actually talking about fewer staff, fewer
people at the TAFE and fewer people being able to
teach. The only reason why you would have fewer
teachers is that what the member for Euroa said before
is actually true: there are 151 000 fewer students than in
2014. Student numbers in government-subsidised
training are down 151 000 since 2014. I suppose the
reason I raise this is that it puts the lie not only to this
MPI but also to the conversation that those on the other
side like to put out there — that they are the ones that
have saved TAFE, they are the ones that support TAFE
and only the Labor Party cares about TAFE. It puts the
lie to all of that when you look at the fact that the
annual reports show that the number of teachers in
TAFE has dropped off.
It was quite alarming to see the numbers for
Holmesglen. As I said, the Moorabbin campus is in the
member for Bentleigh’s electorate, and I think the
member for Mordialloc was saying there are 190 days
until the election, so maybe the member for Bentleigh
might want to do something about that, because that
might be an issue with Holmesglen TAFE being in his
electorate. The drop-off in the number of full-time
equivalent teachers seems to be a bit of a problem —
well, it may be for him, not for those who might want
to point out the record of the current government.
I also want to talk about point (2), which mentions
record investment in roads. I have raised a number of
times in this chamber the poor state of local roads in the
Burwood electorate. I have particularly raised the poor
state of Toorak Road. For a major thoroughfare in what
is the inner ring of Melbourne to have massive
potholes — seriously, given the number of potholes in
Toorak Road just outside my office, surely the
government should want to do something about them. I
have raised it previously, and within a few days
somebody came through and half-filled the potholes.
Now, instead of having potholes, we have half-full
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potholes. I would have thought the government could
just get on and do the job properly.
When they talk about record investment in roads I am
wondering whether they are talking about the
$1.3 billion they spent not to build a road, because they
certainly have not invested in roads in my electorate.
Toorak Road is a good example of a road that I have
raised a number of times in this place, calling on the
government to do something. It is not fair on an
electorate like mine that people get punished just
because they chose to vote Liberal. Just because they
chose to vote Liberal does not mean that the electorate
should be punished. The government seems to think
that if you did not vote for them, they are going to have
to punish you. That brings me back to rail projects.
In this MPI they mention rail projects. At the last
election the then opposition committed, through their
candidate, that they would have 15-minute peak-hour
services on the Alamein train line. There are times
when you can go to the Alamein train line and there
will be 27 minutes between trains in peak hour. If they
cancel a train, there could be 47 minutes between
peak-hour trains on the Alamein train line. For the now
government, then opposition, to commit to fixing the
Alamein train line and investing in more services in
peak hour and then to backtrack when in government
saying, ‘No. We never said that. No, not us. It’s not our
problem’, is quite disappointing.
Point (2) talks about new schools. It is interesting,
because when I look at my electorate I think about how,
when we were in government, we invested
$15.5 million to completely rebuild Ashwood High
School, we spent $2.9 million on Solway Primary
School, we spent money on Hartwell Primary School,
we spent money on Roberts McCubbin Primary
School, we spent money on Wattle Park Primary
School and we spent money on Ashburton Primary
School, but when I look at this year’s budget I do not
see any money invested for my schools. There is
money for Parkhill Primary School, which was in
previous years’ budgets. That is being finished off with
money that we committed to when we were in
government. But this year the current government has
not invested any money in new schools in my
electorate. I have not seen one single dollar of new
funding in my electorate.
I have also been looking at support for Victorians living
with disability. It is good that the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing is in the chamber at the moment.
I do not want to be political when I ask him to answer
the question that I raised with him as a constituency
question. It was specifically a question from a
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constituent. I did not choose to reword the question; I
chose to quote it word for word. I have spoken to the
minister personally, and I assume it is an oversight or
he is waiting for the answer, so I will repeat the
question because it is important to my constituent.
Victorians living with disability was raised in this MPI,
which is why I raise it again here. The question my
constituent asked is:
I would like to know where my 30-year-old autistic,
incontinent, intellectually disabled, epileptic, non-verbal son
is going to live when I can’t care for him any longer? I am 58
and let me tell you it’s extremely hard.
The NDIS was going to change our life but obviously not.
Where are the houses for our adult children? There are no
new services or even a respite house in Boroondara. We are
left with nothing still.
Carers save the government millions of dollars but who cares
about us … no-one.
I’d like to hear what you have to say.

I have raised this with the minister as a constituency
question. I accept the fact that there may be a legitimate
reason why the minister has not answered the question
within the allocated time. I accept there may be
legitimate reasons as to why he has not answered that
question, but considering that it was actually raised in
the MPI —
Mr Staikos — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker,
this is not the adjournment debate. The member for
Burwood abandoned the principal subject matter of this
MPI some time ago, which is TAFE, and he should be
brought back to the subject at hand.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — The member for
Burwood has been given plenty of leeway, and I would
encourage him to come back to the MPI.
Mr WATT — Thank you very much, Deputy
Speaker. I am actually speaking on point (2). Point (2)
says ‘support for Victorians living with disability’. The
particular point I am raising is about a constituent who
is worried about her 30-year-old autistic son who is
clearly disabled — he is living with a disability. I do
not know how this could possibly be any more relevant
to the MPI. I am not having a go at the minister. I am
simply asking that the answer be given because I am
concerned that I am not getting an answer to the
question. I was trying to be respectful to the minister,
and I was not yelling and screaming. I simply said that
this is an issue —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — The member for
Macedon.
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Ms THOMAS (Macedon) (15:33) — It is my
pleasure to rise this afternoon to speak on this matter of
public importance (MPI). In doing so I want to take the
opportunity to congratulate both the Minister for
Education and the Minister for Training and Skills on
their magnificent commitment to rebuilding vocational
education and training and the TAFE system in this
state. This is a magnificent budget, with a great
commitment to those Victorians, young and old alike,
who want to pursue a hands-on career. We know that
the only place that you can go to get the skills that are
needed to fill the jobs that are now being created is our
TAFE system.
I am tempted to point out that if it were not for the
member for Burwood and his cronies blocking the
building of public housing, there would be sufficient
housing for his constituent. But I do digress a little,
Deputy Speaker, and I promise not to do that anymore.
As I said, this is a fantastic budget here in Victoria. I
want to point out that this budget invests $172 million
to make 30 priority TAFE courses and
18 preapprenticeship courses in growth industries
absolutely free of charge. This is a game-changing
investment that will ensure that people in my
electorate — indeed people across Victoria; people in
regional Victoria — will be able to access that vital
skills training. We have so many projects on the go at
the moment, so much work here in Victoria, that we
just do not have the workforce to meet the needs of all
of the game-changing projects that this government is
undertaking — be it the level crossing removals, be it
Melbourne Metro, be it the West Gate tunnel or even
across my electorate the more than $60 million that has
been committed over the time of this government to
government schools in my electorate: $10 million at the
Cobaw Community Health Service in Kyneton, big
roads projects wherever you go and construction and
building work. There are lots and lots of jobs for local
people, young and old, to build this much-needed
infrastructure. So I do commend both the Minister for
Education and the Minister for Training and Skills.
While I am talking about TAFE, I want to share a little
anecdote with you all. Back in 2014 when I was a mere
candidate for the state seat of Macedon, I was travelling
through Kyneton one day and I observed a sign on
Edgecombe Street pointing to the Bendigo TAFE
campus at Kyneton. I took a photograph and I tweeted,
‘What is wrong with this sign?’. The point of course
was that the campus had been closed by the Liberal
government. But do you know what? I sent this tweet to
my, what, about 37 followers, and within seconds I got
a smart alec tweet back from the then Treasurer, the
member for Malvern. What the hell was going on?
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Here is a man who was the Treasurer of the state of
Victoria trolling opposition candidates on the taxpayer
dime. Seriously! Can you imagine our Treasurer, the
member for Werribee, doing any such thing? No,
absolutely not, because he is way too busy actually
supporting and doing all that he can to grow the
economy in this state, to create jobs, to invest in TAFE,
to invest in roads and to invest in health, education and
so on. Really, when that happened I thought, ‘That’s it,
they’re done and dusted. If that is how the Treasurer
spends his time, it is all over, red rover’.
Mr Wakeling — On a point of order, Deputy
Speaker, I understand it is a wideranging debate, but
clearly the member is not relating her contribution to
the MPI, and I ask you to bring her back.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — It has indeed been a
wideranging debate, but I do encourage the member for
Macedon to speak to the MPI.
Ms THOMAS — The point I was making was that
with all of the commitments this government has made
and the amazing infrastructure boom, we really need to
be investing in skills development, and that is exactly
what we are seeing here. I am so proud of this budget
and the investments that we are making. This is now
probably a good time to point out some of the key
differences between what a Labor government will do
when we sit here on the Treasury benches compared
with those on the other side.
I want you to take a moment and reflect on what was
happening up in my neck of the woods. I talked about
that TAFE campus that was closed in Kyneton. I would
like to point out that where that campus once stood
there is now a brand-new $11.5 million Kyneton
Primary School. It opened this term, the children are
there and it is magnificent. And about 500 metres down
the road we have a $5 million innovation and training
hub co-located with Kyneton Secondary College. This
is the place where I can see the real opportunities to
bring TAFE training back into the Macedon Ranges
after it was cut by those on the other side.
Back in 2012 Bendigo TAFE was the victim of massive
cuts by those on the other side. We saw 25 staff lose
their jobs immediately following that shocking Peter
Hall-Ted Baillieu budget. Twenty-five people lost their
jobs immediately, 75 positions were slashed by the end
of the year and 39 courses were cut — the hardest hit
areas being business management, finance, graphic
design, visual arts, hospitality and retail. The TAFE
also had to vacate some of its heritage buildings in
McCrae Street, central Bendigo, as you would well
know, Deputy Speaker.
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Now how pleasing is it to see that under this Andrews
Labor government Bendigo Kangan Institute has
received $14.5 million from the TAFE Rescue Fund,
$2.2 million in emergency funding back in 2015,
$2.8 million in 2016 for vital community support
services in the local community, $1.7 million for
detailed planning for the McCrae Street precinct,
$7.8 million in 2015 for the food and fibre project,
$1.441 million in 2016 to open skills and job centres in
Broadmeadows and Bendigo, $5.76 million in 2015 for
two TAFE back to work projects, $1.5 million in 2017
in TAFE boost funding and $1 million in 2016,
$12 million in 2017 from the Stronger TAFE Fund,
$3.92 million in 2017 and $4.532 million in 2018 from
the Skills First TAFE community and service funding
for community sport, learner support services and
learner support programs, including the skills and job
centres and the magnificent mobile skills and job
centre. So that is the key difference. That is what you
see when you have a Labor government in power.
Victorians will never forget what those on the other
side did to TAFE. I have sat here for the entirety of this
MPI. Have I heard a single voice on the other side of
this house condemn the Turnbull government for last
night’s outrageous attacks on the TAFE system, for the
$60 million that is going to be cut from the Victorian
TAFE system? There was not a peep from any of them
on the other side. Once again the Liberals and Nationals
here in this place have shown that they are absolute
cowards. They will never stand up for the people of
Victoria despite the fact, I might say, that the federal
Liberal government never bothers to take the time to
put in a call to the leader over here and let him know
what is going on in the budget. Despite that they are too
gutless and cowardly to stand up for Victorians. It takes
a Labor government to do that.
As I was saying, Victorians will never forget the
infamous budget of 2012 when Peter Hall was the
TAFE minister. Who can forget the letter that he wrote
to the TAFE directors? Much to the embarrassment of
all those on the other side he shared what he said was
the shock, incredulity, disbelief and anger that was
being felt by TAFE institutes. But did he fight these
cuts at all? No, he did not. He did what The National
Party do time and time again: he rolled right over, he
abandoned TAFE institutes in regional Victoria, he
abandoned those people who were working in our
TAFE institutes and he abandoned students in regional
Victoria. While those on the other side were in power
we saw the destruction of our TAFE system here in
Victoria. We on the Labor side are rebuilding that
system. Brick by brick by brick, we are rebuilding it.
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Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) (15:43) — I am
very pleased to contribute to this debate.
Mr Richardson interjected.
Mr WAKELING — I am trying to understand what
the interjection is.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Through the
Chair, member for Ferntree Gully.
Mr WAKELING — It is very disorderly to take up
interjections, as you would certainly well know, Deputy
Speaker. Can I just say I find it a very interesting and
amazing matter of public importance for the
government to put to this house. For example, if you
look at paragraph 2, it talks about Labor’s record
investment in road, rail, new schools and hospitals. I am
very pleased to talk about that with regard to my
electorate — to the residents of the Ferntree Gully
electorate and to the residents in Knox — because
when you read the budget paper for this year and when
you look in the index for the suburbs in my electorate,
there is no reference to new infrastructure, because in
this year’s budget there is no money for rail projects,
there is no money for road projects, there is no money
for new schools and there is no money for hospitals. In
fact in this year’s budget my community was not given
one cent in regard to roads, rail, new schools or
hospitals. When you look at the entirety of this
government’s four years of budgets, not one school in
my electorate in four years received capital funding, not
one road in my electorate received capital funding in
four years, and hospitals in my electorate did not
receive one cent of capital funding in four years. I call
on those opposite to come out to my community and to
tell my community that they have delivered.
In this week’s paper, reference was made by me and the
member for Bayswater to the lack of infrastructure. A
member for Eastern Metropolitan Region in the other
place, Mr Shaun Leane, retorted. He challenged me and
the member for Bayswater about the infrastructure
investment in the City of Knox. He said that he does not
understand why we are upset, because my community
has received funding for a footpath — my community
received funding for a footpath. I do not begrudge the
footpath, but my community has asked for funding for
schools and roads.
When he talked about schools, what did he say? He
said Knox residents should be grateful for the fact that
Heathmont College received funding. That is wonderful
for Heathmont secondary college, but the only problem
for Mr Leane is that Heathmont secondary college is
not actually in the City of Knox; Heathmont secondary
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college is actually in another municipality. And what
was his response? He said residents in the City of Knox
can travel to another municipality to visit that school
and attend that school. That just shows how much this
government has treated my community with disdain.
Not one school in my electorate is funded in this year’s
budget; not one school in the past four years has
received capital funding from this government.
Those opposite can stand here and say, ‘This is
wonderful. We’ve made Victoria the Education State’.
Come out and tell that to the residents of Knox. Come
out and tell school councils. Come out and talk to
principals. Come out and talk to teachers about the fact
that their students — their children — are being educated
in school facilities for which this government has seen fit
to not provide any capital funding. Not one school in my
electorate has been funded in the last four years, so do
not stand in this house and lecture me and lecture my
community about how wonderful this government has
been in making Victoria the Education State.
Interestingly when we talk about TAFE —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr WAKELING — I am happy to talk about
TAFE, because when I finished as minister in the
previous government we had provided over the forward
estimates $5 billion of investment towards the Victorian
training guarantee and Victorian subsidised training.
We provided $1.2 billion for each and every year of the
forward estimates. So having known that we had
actually provided the funding that was needed to
deliver the training that was needed to provide
employment opportunities for young Victorians and for
those older Victorians who see fit to retrain in order to
obtain employment, how terrible it has been for us to
see that significant collapse — the 151 000 Victorians
who are no longer in the training sector. There are
151 000 Victorians who are not in training now but
were under the former Liberal-Nationals government.
I think that that is an absolute tragedy, because the
whole reason that state governments provide funding is
to deliver the training. The training is provided by the
TAFE sector, it is provided by private providers or it is
provided by those in our Learn Locals, which do such a
fantastic job, and I pay tribute to the community houses
that operate in my community and other communities
across this state.
The government has seen fit to provide free courses,
which they have stated is principally focused —
Mr Richardson interjected.
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Mr WAKELING — I am sure the member for
Mordialloc would be very interested in this. It is
principally focused on providing critical courses relating
to employment. That is fine if you are going to a TAFE,
but if you want to go to your local community house to
do your course, bad luck. When you enrol at your
community house, you are not going to get a free course.
When residents in Mordialloc go to their community
house to sign up for one of these 30 priority courses
that they may offer, wanting to take advantage of the
free courses that the government has been trumpeting
as the solution to providing employment opportunities,
they are going to be told, ‘Sorry, can’t help you here. At
our Learn Local facility, which is run by volunteers, by
a volunteer committee of management, we can’t
provide you with a free course. We’re going to have to
charge you to come to our facility. If you want to take
advantage of the government’s free courses, you have
got to go to the TAFE down the road’. When somebody
says, ‘Well, I’d like to study with a Learn Local, with
my local community provider, because you do such a
great job’, they are going to have to ask the obvious
question, ‘Why is the government penalising the
community sector?’. Why is the government penalising
the Learn Local sector? They will not be afforded the
opportunity to provide free courses. Unfortunately for
them the only people being afforded a free course are
those in the TAFE sector.
I wonder if those opposite have been in dialogue with
their local community houses to see if they support the
fact that they will not be able to provide free courses,
because this is only being provided to the TAFE sector.
When it comes to standing up for delivering education,
particularly when you are talking about my community,
when you are talking about training and when you are
talking about training being delivered by our Learn
Local sector, they are being ignored by this
government. When you are talking about training that is
being delivered by private providers offering free
courses, as trumpeted by this government, they are
being ignored. Of course we are only providing that
support to TAFE, and I think that just demonstrates the
hypocrisy. There are 151 000 less students than there
were when this government was elected, and it is an
absolute disgrace.
Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) (15:53) — It really is
with mixed feelings that I rise to speak on this matter of
public importance (MPI), mixed feelings because of
course last week we had a fantastic announcement by
the Andrews Labor government of historic investment
in our TAFE sector as part of that budget, but last night
in the Turnbull Liberal government’s budget we saw
the axe, that well-known Liberal axe, wielded once
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again to our TAFEs with a $270 million cut, which
represents a $60 million cut to Victorian students. All
the while that out-of-touch Turnbull Liberal
government over in Canberra is giving big business an
$80 billion tax cut. They are cutting tax — $80 billion
for big business — but they are cutting TAFE for
Victorian students, and those opposite, who have not
raised a voice of objection or a voice of concern to that,
should hang their heads in shame.
The Andrews Labor government takes a much different
approach to TAFE because we believe that central to
gaining a meaningful job, to leading a happy and
fulfilling life and to experiencing the dignity of work, is
training, and central to that of course is TAFE. There is
no greater example than when you consider what our
historic infrastructure investment is achieving for jobs
and skills in this state. Since the government came to
office Victoria has created 334 000 new jobs, and of
those, 200 000 are full-time jobs. That is many more
Victorians experiencing the dignity of work, and central
to that of course is our massive infrastructure
investment in this budget, nearly $14 billion. That
amount of money has never been spent on
infrastructure by a Victorian government before.
My electorate has been the beneficiary of this
government’s investment in vital infrastructure,
particularly in the transport area. We of course have had
three level crossing removals at Bentleigh, McKinnon
and Ormond. I should mention that those opposite spent
12 months campaigning against that. We persevered
with it, and at its peak construction period there were
1400 workers working round the clock, 24/7, to get that
job done. That is 1400 TAFE-trained workers, and we
are building so much and investing so much that we are
adding to a skills shortage.
That is why this government made the historic
announcement of free TAFE for 30 priority TAFE
courses and 18 preapprenticeships. The only people who
have raised any concern about that are those opposite. In
fact their spokesperson, during her contribution earlier,
called our free TAFE policy a ‘marketing exercise’. It is
not a marketing exercise. It is something that will not
only ensure that we can deliver our massive
infrastructure program by having the workers to get the
job done, it is also something that will ensure that our
young people, those who are just starting out in life, just
starting out in the workforce, will have the skills, will
have the jobs and will have the dignity of work to live a
happy and fulfilling life. That is what it is about for this
government. The mission of this government is giving
people dignity — giving people the dignity of work and
giving people the skills and the training that they need to
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secure a job to provide for their families. That is what
this government is about.
I have to say that I thought the comedy festival was
over, but then I heard the member for Euroa say, and I
quote:
…this side of the house —

that is, the Liberal and National parties —
supports well-resourced public education.

That would come as news to many, many Victorians,
because they certainly remember the axe that was
applied to the TAFE system when the coalition was in
government. In fact I remember exactly what happened
at Holmesglen TAFE, which has a campus at
Moorabbin in my electorate. I will quote from the
long-term CEO of Holmesglen at the time, who was
retiring in 2013, who was reported in the Age as saying:
Out of the $90 million state grant we were expecting, the
government —

that is, the Baillieu government —
took $30 million and that meant 100 staff lost their jobs and
100 of our programs were axed. We had to use investment
income and money our foundation had given us for
scholarships to keep the college running …

That is what Bruce Mackenzie, someone with 30 years
experience in the TAFE sector, had to say about the
cruel and callous cuts to the TAFE sector by those
opposite.
We are very, very proud of our TAFE system. That is
why we rescued the TAFE system upon coming to
government, and that meant a lot to Holmesglen. This is
exactly what it meant to Holmesglen: it meant
$43 million in new investment. There was
$11.5 million in 2015 from the TAFE Rescue Fund,
comprising $8 million to develop a new student hub at
Moorabbin, which was opened by the Minister for
Training and Skills last year and which is a fantastic
hub for study and for student services. We invested
$3.5 million in 2016 in vital community support
services at Holmesglen, which were also cut by those
opposite. We invested $5.6 million in 2015 from the
TAFE Back to Work Fund. We invested $12 million
from the Stronger TAFE Fund in 2017 to better enable
Holmesglen to deliver on its distinct role, and the list
goes on and on and on with Holmesglen.
I am very, very proud of Holmesglen. Their Moorabbin
campus, which is in my electorate, is the only TAFE in
Australia to offer the bachelor of nursing. They have
got 120 bachelor of nursing students at the Moorabbin
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campus — something that everyone is proud of — and
now they actually have a hospital on site with an
emergency ward, which is helping to train those nurses
to make sure that they get the meaningful employment
that they deserve. These are the things that our TAFE
system can achieve when it is backed by a government
that believes in it. That is what it has on this side of the
house. That is what it was lacking when those opposite
were in power.
The second member opposite to speak on this MPI was
the member for Kew, the shadow Minister for
Education, who made the allegation that there is not a
cracker for non-government schools from this
government. He was specifically referring to capital. He
forgot that we have spent $120 million on capital
projects for non-government schools — that is,
$120 million on 92 projects for non-government
schools, including five brand-new schools. Do you
know what? That is $120 million more spent on
non-government schools than those opposite spent in
their four years. They spent a very round figure of zero
dollars on non-government schools. I would love for
the member for Kew to try to visit one of the Catholic
schools in my electorate, but I have a feeling he will not
actually get in. There are Catholic schools in my
electorate who have banned Liberal politicians from
visiting them because the Liberal Party has cost them
millions of dollars, courtesy of Malcolm Turnbull’s
Gonski 2.0.
Do not come in here and lecture a government that has
in law guaranteed Catholic schools their funding about
not giving a cracker to Catholic schools, because you
can ask the Catholic Education Office. Catholic
schools, non-government schools and public schools
are very well looked after by this government, because
we believe in every single school in this state, whether
it be public or non-government, and there are thousands
upon thousands of them.
When it comes to education there is only one party the
people of Victoria can trust. It is the Labor Party. We
are the party that believes in giving people the
opportunities, the education, the training and the skills
so they can experience the dignity of work and so they
can have meaningful employment that will ensure that
they live a meaningful and happy life where they are
providing for their families. It will always be a Labor
government that has the backs of the Victorian people.
When those on that side of the house were in
government for four years, the people of Victoria were
on their own. Under a Labor government we have
well-resourced public schools, we have well-resourced
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TAFEs and we have an infrastructure investment
program that is creating jobs for Victorians.

APPROPRIATION (2018–2019) BILL 2018
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) (16:03) — Before
the break I was talking about the terrific investment we
have made in this budget in establishing a new
secondary school in the Seddon area. It is worth
putting on record a little bit of history there.
When I was first elected in 2007, there was a
groundswell of support to reopen a school in the
Yarraville-Seddon-Kingsville area, which resulted of
course out of the original school being closed by the
Kennett government back in the 1990s.
Under Minister Bronwyn Pike at the time, we did a
number of population studies to determine the need for
a secondary school in that particular area. At the
conclusion of that work in about 2010, it was
determined that, whilst there were not the enrolment
projections for a standalone years 7 to 12 school, there
was certainly enough support for a junior campus to be
established. So the momentum was there. We had a
supportive minister, but of course, as history has it, in
2010 we lost government.
All work stopped, of course, because the conservative
side of politics never invests in the west. So we were
patient, but the member for Footscray and I continued
to work with the stakeholders in that particular area —
the Maribyrnong City Council, Victoria University, the
local schools in the area — to develop a plan from
opposition on the basis that we could take as a concept
to the 2014 election. I was really pleased that there was
agreement about a Footscray learning precinct to be
developed in that Seddon area which would uniquely
establish for the first time ever in Australia a precinct
where you could go from preschool to primary school
to secondary school to university all in the inner west of
Melbourne. We called it the Footscray learning
precinct, and duly a $15 million commitment was made
to get the project off the ground.
Ten years on and over a long course of consultation, we
now find in this budget almost $30 million committed
to actually delivering that project. That is what good
policy is about, that is what good budgeting is about
and that is what Labor is about. I sincerely want to
thank the Minister for Education and his staff, who
have visited this particular area of Melbourne, the inner
west, many times to hear about the vision of bringing
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this particular Footscray learning precinct project in
Seddon to life. I also want to thank the SKYHigh
parents for their persistence, their patience and of
course their passion. I am delighted that the leader of
that particular group, none other than Melissa Horne,
will in fact be Williamstown’s Labor candidate for the
coming election, at which I will retire.
It is worth noting over the four budgets of this
government the sort of capital funding that has been
provided. I just want to go through it briefly: $200 000
to Altona North Primary School to upgrade the external
cladding on their school, which has resulted in a
fantastic outcome; $300 000 to the Williamstown
campus of Bayside College to upgrade their technical
wing and $1.2 million to extend their sports pavilion,
which is used by the community outside of school
hours and on weekends; $900 000 to the Newport
campus of Bayside College to construct a new sports
oval, essentially converting a paddock into a football
and cricket facility with lights and providing an
upgraded change room facility, which can also be
shared by the community; $500 000 to Williamstown
High School for stage 1 of a performing arts theatre and
$200 000 to deliver vital maintenance work in their
administrative building; $1.4 million to Spotswood
Primary School last year to upgrade the school’s
learning spaces; $3 million to Newport Lakes Primary
School to rebuild half the school’s classrooms and
deliver a new gymnasium; and of course there is the
Seddon campus of the Footscray learning precinct. By
my calculations that is just under $37 million invested
in capital infrastructure and facility upgrades in the
Williamstown electorate that is of benefit to
constituents — parents and children — across both the
Footscray and Williamtown electorates.
I want to return to the investment in Bayside College
and pay tribute to a number of my local sporting clubs:
the Williamstown Football Club, the Williamstown
CYMS football and cricket clubs, the Williamstown
Juniors Football Club and the Williamstown Cricket
Club. Their collaboration and their willingness to come
together to find a solution around providing additional
facilities for young people and for women and girls to
be able to participate in football and cricket has
generated this fantastic result at Bayside College. I also
want to thank the Hobsons Bay City Council for being
such a fantastic partner.
Of course these investments have been aided and
facilitated through the terrific engagement of our
Minister for Sport. I am intrigued by the criticism of
our government’s investment in sport and in AFL,
because right at the heart of this budget is a very
significant investment in community sport. We have a
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minister who is absolutely engaged and determined to
deliver a great legacy as part of this government to
sport right across Melbourne and Victoria.
I also want to congratulate the Minister for Mental
Health. As many people know, I have had my own
challenges with mental health. I am really pleased to be
standing back in this Parliament continuing my work as
the member for Williamstown. When I look at the
record investment in mental health — the significant
investments across acute services in mental health, the
additional beds, the emergency departments, the crisis
hubs across all parts of Melbourne and the additional
investments in regional Victoria — what I see is a
government that cares and a government that actually
understands that if people get the treatment and services
they need at the right time, they are much less likely to
require acute services. They are much more likely to
get well and stay well. To see $700 million in this
budget for more mental health support is an absolutely
outstanding investment and a great indicator of this
government’s support for people who are the most
vulnerable in our community.
I am going to do something a little unusual and just
touch on what I think is a very good initiative of this
Treasurer, who picks a charity each year to support and
to promote as part of his budget. In this budget the
Treasurer selected Western Chances as his nominated
charity to provide his own personal contribution to
them and to lift their profile. Those of us from the
western region of Melbourne understand very clearly
the great work that Western Chances does right across
the western metropolitan area of Melbourne. Of course,
it was founded by Terry Bracks, the wife of our former
Premier Steve Bracks, then member for Williamstown.
It has a small but passionate team led by Rhyll
Dorrington, the CEO. What they do and have been
doing for a good period of time now is supporting
young people with scholarships to provide small items
that can make, in their words, a big impact. These
scholarships help with the cost of textbooks and tuition
fees, laptops and internet access, calculators and Myki
cards. All are provided to young people based on merit.
These are young people who may face barriers through
no fault of their own and could potentially be locked
out of opportunities, were it not for the support of an
organisation like Western Chances.
I was thrilled to go to an event earlier this year where
Western Chances was awarding its scholarships and
celebrating the great achievements of recipients of past
scholarships. The Minister for Education came along and
made a financial contribution toward Western Chances.
This was the first time this had happened under any
government since Western Chances was founded. That
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means that their work in relation to helping scholarship
recipients, of whom there have been about 6000 now,
can go on in earnest. Western Chances knows that
standing shoulder to shoulder with them right now they
have a government that is absolutely committed to the
same values and the same causes that they exist for. They
know that they have got a government that is prepared to
invest in skills and prepared to invest almost $37 million
in local schools in the Williamstown electorate.
I think this is a wonderful initiative, and regardless of
the colour of government that is there in the future I
would hope that the Treasurer and the government of
the day continue to support organisations like Western
Chances as part of the budget. This is a Labor budget.
This is Labor at its best: building new schools,
providing opportunities for young people and getting
things done.
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) (16:12) — I would like
to rise to talk on the Appropriation (2018–19) Bill 2018
and how it affects two particular areas: one in my
electorate and one in my shadow portfolios. I will start
off by talking in relation to my electorate. As I walk
around the Gembrook electorate now and meet people,
whether it is at sporting clubs, at the bowls club, down
the main street, at the markets — it does not matter
where you are out meeting people in my community —
the number one issue they continue to raise is that of
crime in our local community. It is a major issue
through the Casey and Cardinia area and is something
that needs to be addressed. While this government has
been in office Pakenham police station, a 24-hour,
seven-day-a-week station, has had to close because it
does not have enough staff and it does not have enough
people to respond to the crime that is happening
through the Pakenham area.
As recently as today on the front page of the local paper
we had five robberies, five groups of young people who
have assaulted and robbed people at the Cardinia
railway station. These are people who were going about
their everyday lives and being confronted with crime in
the street and at the railway station on the way home. It
is something that should not be accepted and should not
be acceptable in our area. We see that police numbers
in that area at the Pakenham police station have
declined due to the number of staff that are now being
sent across to Dandenong on task force. It is creating an
issue with response times and it is creating an issue for
the local police to get out there on time. The local
police do a wonderful job. I know a few of them down
there. Some I went through the academy with and
others I have met over my time, and they do a fantastic
job with the resources they have got, but they continue
to call for more resources.
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The other thing we continue to see from this
government, as the shadow Treasurer raised, is that
there was nothing in this budget to address the
cost-of-living issues that happen in this state due to this
government’s inaction — and their actions, when they
increased things like the taxes on the mining industry
down in Morwell and increased the cost of power. They
refuse to work with communities, they refuse to
actually work and make sure that we can get the gas
supplies that are in Victoria and they refuse to ensure
that we can get downward pressure on the cost of
living. In the Gembrook electorate we cover areas like
Officer, down through Pakenham and areas like
Beaconsfield, areas that are feeling cost-of-living
pressures. These are the ones that are actually stumping
up this budget. While they are continuing with the
development down there you have got so much money
coming in from these local communities, and they are
seeing very little return down in their area and through
my electorate.
We visited Emerald Secondary College a few times in
the last few months, speaking specifically around a
science, technology, engineering and mathematics
(STEM) centre. Emerald Secondary College has had
some outstanding results with students in their school.
They have seen an improvement in their results and an
increase in the number of students coming through the
school. They have seen a cultural change happen
through that school, particularly with the leadership
they have got there at the moment with Jodie Doble.
One of the issues they have got is the current facility
that they are trying to teach the kids in. Just last week,
while the students were in class learning, part of the
ceiling collapsed onto the students. Luckily no-one was
injured. This is a facility that the government has
known needed to be repaired for a long period of time.
The government needs to get in there and the school
needs funding to be fixed. Jodie Doble has gone out,
the school president has gone out and petitions have
gone out calling on the government to deliver
$5 million in funding to ensure that a STEM centre can
be built for the future of this school.
We have seen issues at that school that are beyond the
scale of what we should have in any of our schools.
During recent high rainfall events throughout the area,
with rain coming down through the current science
building, we saw septic waste come out of an old septic
pit because it has no lid on it. The building has issues
with the roof, which is causing leaks. Those leaks are
coming down the wall to the corrosive unit. Obviously
we do not want to mix water with corrosive chemicals
because it could cause an explosion at the school.
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There are occupational health and safety issues
throughout that school. They have got a teacher there, a
fantastic science teacher, who is in a wheelchair and has
a disability. The classroom she is expected to teach in is
an old-style — 1970s-style — classroom with a step-up
platform which teachers would generally go up so they
could show the students what is going on. It is not
disability-friendly, and the school is trying its hardest to
work around this, but it makes it very uncomfortable for
the teacher there and it makes it awkward for the students
as well. They need to make sure this facility is fixed.
I cannot believe that the Andrews government have
absolutely failed in this Education State to put the
funding forward for a STEM centre at Emerald
Secondary College. Another issue that I have raised
many times in this Parliament is in relation to Berwick
College. I know many members here know about
Berwick College, and I note the member for
Williamstown was just speaking about mental health.
Berwick and the Casey community had a cluster of
suicides that led to a story on Four Corners on the
ABC. There were in the area around 12 or 13 young
people who took their lives in our local community.
There were a lot of connections and common issues
between those students and young people. Generally in
the last year of school or after they had just left school,
they were disconnected from their schooling
community and obviously faced the challenge of going
into a different life. Their deaths had nothing to do with
age — it might be that they had left school in year 10, it
could be that they had left school in year 12 — but it
was when they had that disconnection.
That came to our attention in around 2013 or 2014. We
worked to ensure that we had a commitment to the
school and, after some work, planned that after the
2014 election we would deliver a new facility so those
students had access to the health and wellbeing centre
they deserved. When we lost and the government came
in, they went and met with the school on one occasion.
Since then we have heard nothing. We have never
heard it mentioned in this Parliament by the
government. We have not heard it mentioned in the
media by the government.
They came out recently — visited the school and said,
‘We’re going to deliver $1.3 million in this budget for
your project’. They went out and they got the photos.
They have got the photos all over the member for Narre
Warren South’s social media to say, ‘Here we are,
we’re going to deliver the $1.3 million’. They told the
school it was in this budget.
How disappointed do you think the school was when
they looked at the state budget this year, thinking they
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were going to get $1.3 million to construct a facility for
young people with mental health issues, and then got
half of the amount the member for Melton rorted from
this Parliament? They got one-eighth of the amount the
Victorian Australian Labor Party rorted at the last
election through their red shirts campaign. They only
got 5 per cent of the amount that this government spent
trying to stop an Ombudsman’s report into their rorting
to get into government with their red shirts campaign.
They got $50 000 of $1.3 million, with the other
$1.25 million pushed out into the 2020–21 financial
year. That is too long and too late. It needs to be now. It
is a shame, and the government is a shambles for going
out there and claiming they are going to deliver this and
then, when they get to the point, fail to deliver.
Public transport through the Gembrook electorate has
grown over a period of time. During our term in
government we proudly delivered 1500 extra car parks
along the rail network on the Cranbourne-Pakenham
line. This government is out there bragging they are
going to deliver 40 car parks for Berwick, no car parks
for Beaconsfield, none for Cardinia Road and none for
Pakenham. There will be no new car parks where we
are expecting 30 000 new households to come into the
Officer area, a growth area. We are expecting five to
six families per day to move in.
They fail to keep up with public transport and access to
public transport through our area. We extended
Beaconsfield railway station’s car parking by 150 when
we were in government. With the growth that is going
on there now we can see people parking across the
roads and up the side streets. They are parking in front
of people’s driveways. They are taking over businesses’
car parks. They are even taking over Parks Victoria
land and parking in the car park there allocated for
people to use the local park.
It is a failure of this government, and the government
has been aware of it for a long time. We have written to
the Minister for Public Transport on multiple occasions
about this, including the issue of lack of toilets at the
Pakenham railway station. One of the responses was,
‘You should obviously go before you go down to the
train station or get off at a premium station’. The
answer was, ‘We don’t put public toilets at stations that
are not manned’. Yet again we saw the member for
Narre Warren North and the member for Narre Warren
South celebrating and letting off balloons outside the
new toilet at Hallam railway station in a Labor seat. So
in a Labor-held seat we can put a toilet at an unmanned
railway station. In Beaconsfield, which is a Liberal-held
seat, we cannot do that. It is an absolute failure and it is
unfair to my community.
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Schools need to be safe. We need to make sure that not
only are you safe in school but you are also safe outside
school. In the Gembrook electorate we have a road
going past Gembrook Primary School. That road has
issues, particularly around weather. When fog settles in
through the Dandenong Ranges, the visibility becomes
very poor. The community up there at the Gembrook
Primary School have been calling on the government to
get some funding in relation to some 40-kilometre signs
that are lit so they can protect their school students
better. I am sure the school would be very disappointed
again that they have been left out, when the Minister for
Education in the electorate just next door has already
put new 40-kilometre signs that do not comply with
VicRoads standards outside a couple of the schools in
his electorate. They do not comply with VicRoads
standards, but when they were in his own electorate, he
managed to override that condition and make sure they
were put in.
Finally, another school in my local electorate is the
Officer Primary School. A Labor member in the upper
house for Eastern Victoria Region, Daniel Mulino, was
more than happy to go out to the school and talk about
a new garden. They wanted a new garden for their
hundred-year commemoration, and he went out there
and said he was going to deliver. He also had a
conversation with them in relation to the future of the
school and how they will plan for the future. They need
to get a master plan in place. He effectively committed
that they would get the funding for a master plan to
ensure their survival in the future. It is a fantastic local
school with a great history. It has educated many
people who still reside in the area, including the Porters
and the Tivendales. There are so many in that
community that have an attachment to this school, it
needs to have a master plan to ensure its survival going
forward. It is very, very disappointing that this
government has failed yet again after a member of their
team has gone out there and basically committed to it.
Fire services in Victoria — we could go on and on
about the history of what has happened, who has gone,
how many have been sacked and how Peter Marshall
runs it. There are obviously some great lines around
how it is being totally run by the United Firefighters
Union (UFU). One thing that is a concern with this
budget going forward is specifically around the increase
in the fire services levy, which still will not even cover
how much the UFU is asking for when you are talking
about the conditions et cetera they are putting in place.
But a $229 million grant over the next four years,
which will mostly come from farmers across Victoria to
cover the fire services that they have relied on for a
long period of time, is an absolute disgrace. We already
see that regional Victorians are struggling with the cost
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of living, and all they are doing is adding to the cost of
living here with a $229 million increase over four years.
The sad thing is that you would be fine if you were
seeing an increase in the services and you would be fine
if you saw an increase in the trucks that the stations
were driving out there or an increase in the trucks that
are being built across this state, but that is not what we
have seen. The Country Fire Authority alone have seen
a cut in the last four years from $39 million in the truck
replacement program down to $12 million — from
$39 million down to $12 million in truck replacement
across the state. We have got trucks out there that are
25 to 30 years old that are having trouble with brakes.
They are blowing blue smoke out of them. You can
name a list of mechanical problems with the vehicles
that are on the road that are expected to come and
protect us.
If you think it is bad that they are not even going to go
out there and replace the trucks, I would have to raise
the Metropolitan Fire Brigade (MFB) budget.
Everybody should be concerned about this: $2.6 million
in this budget has been allocated to passenger vehicles
for the MFB. You would like to think there is a good
portion of money going to new trucks — the ones that
actually come out and protect us, the ones with the
water on them, the ones that go to the road rescues, the
ones that go as far as protecting people in our street and
even go out and do some of the community service —
but the funding for new trucks is just over $1 million.
This government is ensuring that there are so many
executives and so many senior people within these fire
services, yet they are not the ones that are out there
protecting us. We want to see front-line fire services.
We want to see the vehicles and the equipment there to
make sure that they can come out and protect us.
When we talk about the fire services, we talk about our
volunteers, and again in this budget we have seen
confirmed another decline in volunteers across this
state. We are seeing a decline in not just operational
volunteers but non-operational, because of the way they
have been disrespected by this government. The
Premier has failed them every step of the way.
Victorian firefighters, whether career or volunteer,
deserve our protection. They deserve the presumptive
rights of cancer protection, and this government has
failed them by attaching it to a political ploy on behalf
of Peter Marshall to tear apart our fire services. That is
why this budget will stand condemned.
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) (16:28) — It is my absolute
pleasure to speak on the Appropriation (2018–2019)
Bill 2018. This budget is all about getting it done, and
getting it done we are. There is nothing more important
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than delivering on commitments we made to the people
of Victoria and staying true to our word. Of course for
the past three years we have been focused on those
things that matter to each and every Victorian — things
like better roads, better schools, higher quality and
more accessible health care, better public transport,
more jobs and a fairer, more decent and stronger
Victoria.
At the core of the Andrews Labor government is the
belief that every Victorian should have the opportunity
to be the best version of themselves. This of course,
though, requires a government that leads from the front.
This budget, like those previous budgets, does more in
one year than those opposite managed to do in four. I
have heard a number of contributions this afternoon,
and we know it is certainly no secret that the state is
growing. If we look across every industry and every
sector, we can see this. Victoria’s population was
6.36 million people in September 2017. The population
of greater Melbourne at the same time was 4.7 million.
What we saw in the year prior to September 2017 was
147 400 new people calling Victoria home. That of
course leads to a growth rate of 2.4 per cent — the
highest of all states and territories — and we know that
what comes with this is the need for new jobs, new
roads, new schools and new homes for over
100 000 new Victorians each and every year.
Without good planning and without consistent and
strategic investment, we simply cannot keep up with the
growth that has been occurring and will continue to
occur. It is therefore incredibly difficult to see why
those opposite failed to recognise this and failed to plan
fundamentally for our state’s future. The 2018–19
budget invests more than $13 billion in infrastructure
projects that will create thousands of jobs for
Victorians, importantly including jobs in regional areas.
The total infrastructure investment that I have just
mentioned is expected to result in the creation of over
75 000 new jobs.
This government and its commitment to delivering this
infrastructure will of course grow our economy, create
and protect jobs and deliver benefits for Victorians not
just tomorrow but well into the future. It is about
ensuring those planning decisions are propelling us into
the next decade and beyond. You have only got to look
at the whole range of projects that are in the pipeline —
projects that take quite a number of years to plan and
quite a number of years to deliver, but importantly
projects that create thousands of jobs — to see that we
are keeping people in work and providing a way of life
for people to learn new skills to be able to support their
families and to enjoy a better way of life.

Wednesday, 9 May 2018

It is of course a two-way street. We know that when
people are in stable employment and they are learning
new skills this is good for the community and for
society as a whole. There are literally hundreds of
projects underway in the state. The list is extensive. A
number of members have spoken about these in their
contributions — level crossing removals, Melbourne
Metro, the CityLink Tulla widening project, Mernda
rail, 65 new high-capacity metropolitan trains, upgrades
to the Ballarat line, the Chandler Highway upgrade, the
M80 ring-road, planning for the north-east link, the Joan
Kirner Women’s and Children’s Hospital and roads
packages right across the state. It is important to ensure
that that these projects are delivered to keep Victorians
in work but also for the 100 000-plus new Victorians
that we see each and every year. These are projects that
create jobs, transform our state and change lives.
I have just mentioned the budget’s contribution to
suburban roads. I was thrilled to be able to join the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety to announce that
we are building a better Sunbury Road. We know that
more than 24 000 drivers rely on this road each and
every day, and I am one of them. This is a vital road
that has been talked about for years. It is a road that we
would use often when I was growing up and, as I said,
it is a road that I still use today. It is certainly one of
those roads that requires duplication, and I am thrilled
that the budget confirms that Sunbury Road will be
widened from two to four lanes from Powlett Street to
Bulla-Diggers Rest Road and there will be an upgrade
to intersections and the creation of a pedestrian path,
which is fantastic news. I do want to put on record my
thanks to all those who wrote to me, called me or spoke
to me in person to help get this done.
This comes on top of a $20 million upgrade to
Melbourne-Lancefield Road, which was announced last
year, as well as the signalisation of the Gap Road and
Horne Street roundabout, which is currently underway.
Driving through there this morning it was terrific to see
construction workers on site, getting it done and finally
making this intersection safer.
The budget sees a big overhaul of Victoria’s public
transport system, with new funding to plan and develop
detailed designs to enable high-capacity metro trains to
run on the Sunbury line. I was thrilled to be able to join
the Minister for Public Transport just a couple of weeks
ago in announcing that the government will provide
more than 300 new parking spaces at the Sunbury train
station. This forms part of a $60 million budget boost. It
is fair to say that for a long time there have been quite
complex land arrangements in the train station precinct
which meant finding a workable, long-term solution
was complex. But in a few months the planning will be
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complete, and the project will allow for more than
300 new parking spaces. I would also like to thank
those in the community who wrote to me, called me or
spoke to me in person about our ability to invest in this
project. This project is something that I am very
thankful for.
A number of members have spoken about the increase in
the number of people in their electorates, and I am
thrilled that the budget confirms an additional
$50 million for the Growing Suburbs Fund, an incredibly
vital fund that supports our outer urban growth
municipalities. This fund has already delivered important
projects for my local community — $3 million for the
Sunbury global learning centre, $2 million for the
Sunbury warm water pool and $2 million for the
McMahon reserve as well as upgrades for Boardman
Reserve and the Sunbury tennis club. I am excited about
what future projects will be made possible through this
fund. It is a very important fund that allows local
municipalities to partner with the government on projects
to get them delivered at a faster rate, given local
population growth. It is a very important fund, and I am
thrilled that an additional allocation of money for this
fund is contained in the budget.
I think, Acting Speaker Kilkenny, you are very
supportive of Pick My Project, which is a $30 million
commitment to, for the first time, provide locals with
real choice about what projects are developed in their
communities. What are the projects that they would like
to see delivered within their local community? Most
importantly, residents will get a genuine say in
determining the project that will be built for their local
community. I know that on this side of the house this is
a well-supported project. I am excited and looking
forward to seeing how it transpires over time.
I also want to touch on a very serious issue that I spoke
about in my maiden speech, and that is the need for all
governments to do more in the area of mental health. In
2016 we as a state lost 624 Victorians to suicide, which
was twice as many lives lost through the road toll, and
sadly some of those lives were lost in my community —
men and women who could still be here with us today
but tragically are not. This budget ensures Victorians
with a mental health issue will get the treatment they
need, thanks to a $705 million investment. This will
mean more mental health support, extra regional
rehabilitation facilities and new emergency department
crisis hubs to help Victorians who are struggling with
mental illness. This is an incredibly important
investment. It is something that I am very proud of and
something that I believe in very strongly.
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The Andrews Labor government will invest
$100 million in six emergency department crisis hubs
across the state to help protect people with urgent
mental health, alcohol and drug issues. The new hubs
will be located at Monash Medical Centre,
St Vincent’s, the Royal Melbourne Hospital and the
Geelong, Sunshine and Frankston hospitals. They will
take patients who are dealing with serious mental health
issues or addiction issues out of emergency department
waiting rooms and ensure they get specialist care from
health professionals.
I am certain that that is something that will receive
bipartisan support, and I am certain that that is
something that will be very well received and very
warmly welcomed in our local communities. We know
that every year these dedicated facilities will provide an
extra 3000 Victorians with the help and support they
need, and this is something that I believe in very
strongly. I do want to take the opportunity in the time
that I have remaining to commend both the Minister for
Health and the Minister for Mental Health for this
significant investment.
We did promise to make Victoria the Education State,
and as the local MP I committed to working closely
with my community to find opportunities for the
Victoria University site on Jacksons Hill. For years this
was a site that had no plan, no vision and no funding,
but this budget changes all of that. As part of our
commitment we will not only buy the site but we will
also invest $3 million to create Sunbury’s first
community arts precinct as well as providing upgrades
and expansions to two schools, which I will mention
very shortly. This is outstanding news for my
community, and I know that those in SCAN, the
Sunbury community arts network, have fought long and
hard to see arts funding for the area. I am incredibly
proud that we have been able to deliver this $3 million
commitment. I hope that the municipality of Hume will
join us in creating an arts precinct that we are proud of.
I and my office have had numerous calls and emails
about how excited many in the community are for the
new vision and new future for Jacksons Hill. I want to
take the opportunity to thank the Minister for Planning
for the work that has been done thus far. I am thrilled
that we are taking decisive action to acquire the site,
which will allow us to enact the master plan.
I am thrilled that since coming to office we have been
able to invest more than $44.1 million in funding to
schools in the Sunbury electorate. I would like to put on
record my thanks to local schools: hardworking
principals, parents, teachers and school council
representatives, who of course form the broader
network of parents and friends who make the school
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community. If we compare the $44.1 million to the
$1.76 million that was allocated in the four years of the
former government, I think the numbers speak for
themselves. This investment will make a real and
positive difference. I am so pleased to be part of a
government that believes in our kids and is committed
to making Victoria the Education State.
In the budget alone — and I did reference this earlier —
there was $3.5 million allocated to Sunbury Primary
School, $700 000 to Sunbury Heights Primary School,
$1.5 million to Gladstone Park Primary School and
$10.8 million for Sunbury and Macedon Ranges
Specialist School, which is also on Jacksons Hill. Only
Labor makes these investments and only Labor builds
the education system that our state needs.
But it is not just primary and secondary education that
is important. Life after school is vital for every
Victorian. As our state grows we know we need the
skilled workers to build the infrastructure that will
propel us into those future decades that I mentioned. A
friend of mine recently put it like this:
Whilst most of the buildings and infrastructure we use every
day are designed by people who went to university, they were
built by people who went to TAFE.

Many of my friends went to TAFE. Now they use those
skills every day to earn a living, support their family
and build a life. Over 14 500 people in the Sunbury
electorate have a TAFE qualification. It is something
that I know they are incredibly proud of.
Thirty priority TAFE courses and 18 preapprenticeship
courses will be made free, and more than 30 000 new
TAFE places will be funded across the state, which is
outstanding. More local students will be able to finish
school qualified and ready to work, and this is fantastic
news. This government listens to Victorians and this
budget responds to their concerns. We are making
Victoria a better state, a fairer state. We are getting
things done, as only a Labor government can. I
commend the Premier, the Treasurer and the cabinet,
and I commend the budget to the house.
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) (16:43) — I rise to make a
contribution to the Appropriation (2018–2019) Bill
2018. I think the budget is best described by the shadow
Treasurer: as a Ponzi scheme and a con. It relies on
short-term revenue generated as a result of population
growth without the long-term sustainability needed to
manage Victoria into the future. Our very significant
population growth of about 150 000 people per year
sees the majority of those people coming to live in
Melbourne. That applies increasing congestion and
increasing pressure on our metropolitan areas. The

Wednesday, 9 May 2018

budget does nothing to take the pressure off Melbourne
and decentralise our state and its population. That is
because this government has no decentralisation plan.
We all know what that means: more road congestion,
more difficulty getting a park at the shops, more
difficulty dropping the kids at school and more
difficulty getting a park at the hospital. It means
decreased standards of living for Victorians. It is a
reliance on short-term revenue and assuming, without
any certainty whatsoever, that that will continue. That
places Victorians and Victoria at risk.
We have seen it all before, because we all know exactly
what Labor does when it is in government. It runs up
debt, its spending is out of control and it taxes anything
that moves, anything it can get its hands on. That is not
the long-term sustainability that Victorians needs, nor is
it the risk that we in this state can actually afford to
take. That is why Victoria must be relieved of this
Andrews government, of its incompetence and its
financial mismanagement. Our great state of Victoria
deserves better, and under a Guy government that is
what it will get.
To go to the specifics of the budget, what this
government is trying to do is trick Victorians into
thinking that infrastructure blowouts are a good thing.
We see the $9 billion for Melbourne Metro is now
$11 billion. We see $5 billion for level crossings which
has now become $8.3 billion. The $500 million for the
West Gate distributor is now $6.7 billion for the West
Gate tunnel. The $150 million for the Victorian Heart
Hospital is now $543 million. The $60 million for the
Hoddle Street upgrade is now $109 million.
What does this government tell Victorians? It tells
them, ‘Look at how many billions we’re spending on
infrastructure’. But what this government does not tell
them is how many billions it has blown on cost
blowouts in infrastructure. Just the few I have
mentioned there tally up to around $12 billion. Then let
us add in the east–west link, that critical piece of
infrastructure that everybody else except this
government knows we need — $1.3 billion was wasted
by this Premier and this government.
My community in the Ringwood electorate will never
forget and will never forgive Labor for robbing them of
this east–west link, robbing them of time with their
families and friends while they are sitting in traffic, stuck
in traffic — and wasting their money to not build a road
that was designed to make their life easier. Month by
month we see that congestion of the Eastern Freeway
getting worse and worse for people driving to their
workplace or their next job. Tradies in my community
continue to stop me at shopping centres and so forth and
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say that they still cannot believe that this government
axed the east–west link and, not only that, but it spent
$1.3 billion to do that. They are trying to make a living.
They are trying to go about their work and provide for
their families, driving between jobs, and it is costing
them more and more, not just financially but in their
personal time with family and friends.
So now we are up to nearly $14 billion in cost
blowouts, including that east–west link. What does this
add up to? It adds up to the cost of Victoria’s asset sales
since this government has been in office. That is the
port of Melbourne, our stake in Snowy Hydro and the
estimated sale value of the land titles office — gone.
Now, there is a headline that you will not see from this
government: ‘Assets sales fund cost blowouts’. You
will not see that headline. But the waste does not stop
there. If we move to another important piece of
infrastructure, the north-east link — which obviously
needs to follow the east–west link, because built the
other way around it will just make it even worse in
terms of congestion on the Eastern Freeway —
Victorians were told it would cost $10 billion, and now
they are told it will cost $16.5 billion, $6.5 billion more.
So if this government gets back in, we are heading up
to $20 billion in cost blowouts — and that is not even a
comprehensive list.
We know that the asset sales meant for infrastructure in
our metropolitan and regional areas has been blown, so
what else is funding the big spending of this
government? We can look at the first instance of the
deceit undertaken by the Premier, then the Leader of
the Opposition, right before the last election. On
Channel 7 news Peter Mitchell asked the Premier:
Daniel Andrews, all the polls say you will be Victoria’s next
Premier. If you are, do you promise Victorians here tonight
that you will not increase taxes or introduce any new taxes?

And what did this Premier say? He said:
I make that promise, Peter, to every single Victorian.

What is being used to fund this government’s
spending? You guessed it: the very taxes on everyday
Victorians that this Premier solemnly promised he
would not introduce or raise. Victoria is now the
highest taxing state in Australia, with tax increases of
over $5 billion since this government came to office.
That is with the compliments of 12 new taxes. These
are the taxes that the Premier solemnly vowed not to
introduce. So remember those words, ‘I make that
promise … to every single Victorian’, and do not ever
forget that it was one of the biggest lies told to
Victorians. Despite the almost $14 billion from asset
sales that have been wasted on cost blowouts, the

1287

billions more in GST receipts and over $5 billion in
new taxes on everyday Victorians, what do we get? We
get massive increases in state debt to record levels and
unemployment that for 18 of the last 19 months has
been higher than the national average.
That is what Victorians have got from this government,
and that is what the residents in my electorate of
Ringwood have got for their hard-earned taxes. What
Ringwood electorate residents — those hardworking
families in Blackburn North, Nunawading, Mitcham,
Donvale, Ringwood, Ringwood East, Ringwood North
and Croydon South — have also got is greater financial
stress on their household budgets and an increased cost
of living. That is what they have received from this
government. Their cost of living, thanks to this
government, has gone through the roof.
By tripling the energy tax on coal royalties, which
forced the shutdown of Hazelwood and ripped 22 per
cent of baseload power out of the grid overnight, the
government has subsequently forced huge increases on
electricity costs for families in my community. They
are struggling to work out what they have to forgo to
make ends meets. That is their reality. It will not be the
reality of this government. It will not be the reality of
the Premier, but that is the reality of the people who
live in my electorate of Ringwood.
On education, the shadow Treasurer also got it right
when he said that this government funds schools based
on margins. Norwood Secondary College has
1100 students. What they got from this government was
one indoor basketball court and nothing towards this
60-year-old school’s learning spaces. Meanwhile in the
Minister for Education’s own electorate Upwey High
School, with around 700 students, has an existing
double gymnasium and receives funding to demolish
that facility and build four new basketball courts. He
has had millions poured into his schools. Why?
Because his seat is under threat because of his attack on
Country Fire Authority volunteers.
In the highly marginal seat of Bentleigh, they are up to
over $50 million towards their schools since this
government has been in office. It was announced with
much fanfare that Ringwood Secondary College will
receive $5.5 million in this budget but, when we look at
the budget papers, it is not in the 2018–19 financial
year. It just says ‘2020–21’ for completion of that
funding. It is not in this coming financial year at all.
When we come to sport, we have got Mitcham Sporting
Club at Walker Park in Nunawading. It has Mitcham
Football Club; the netball club; Mitcham Junior
Football Club with 21 teams, including several girls
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teams; and Mitcham Cricket Club within it. They are
desperate for funds for a new pavilion. They are
currently housed under an incredibly old grandstand —
that is where their clubrooms are — with no female
facilities. Even the disabled toilet is outside. During the
football season a disabled person has to go outside in
the rain to go to the toilet. If there is a function at night,
they have to go to the toilet in dim lighting in the rain,
and it has happened.

the congestion that they face — not just on local roads,
but other roads, main roads as well — and the fact that
they feel less safe than they did four years ago. They
will have a real choice between this government with
its declining living standards, increased cost of living,
increased congestion and feeling less safe, or a Guy
government that is committed to easing their
cost-of-living pressures, to reducing congestion and to
making Victoria safer.

Why — and I ask this — are Mitcham Football Club
and Mitcham Sporting Club not more worthy than the
highly profitable AFL that is getting $225 million?
Given it is tax-exempt and it is a not-for-profit
organisation, why is it more worthy than Mitcham
Sporting Club in getting its facilities? Why does
Mitcham Sporting Club have to come cap in hand to
this government, saying, ‘Can we have a loan, please?’

Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) (16:56) — It is
a pleasure today to rise and speak in support of this
year’s budget, a very good budget. As we have heard
the Premier and the Treasurer often say, it is a budget
that really reflects and makes clear what it is that we
stand for — fairness. It is about making sure that we are
using the levers of government to drive good outcomes
for communities, using our infrastructure spend not just
to relieve congestion, not just to help with massive
population growth, but also to ensure we are creating
jobs, not just in the building of that infrastructure but
also in the supply chain as well through our
procurement policy — unlike those opposite.

Mr M. O’Brien — Because the Premier does not
want to go to see Mitcham footy club.
Ms RYALL — Exactly, the Premier does not want
to go and see Mitcham footy club. He wants to go to the
Brownlow — exactly.
They have got to come cap in hand for money and then
not just pay it back, but pay it back with interest. It is
extraordinary, absolutely extraordinary, that the
AFL — a highly profitable, not-for-profit, tax-exempt
organisation — gets $225 million and Mitcham
Sporting Club has to come cap in hand, asking for a
loan that it has to pay back with interest. I would ask
the Premier: where does that money come from for
them to pay back? Do they push up kids’ sporting club
fees to play football? What are we trying to achieve
here? How on earth do they pay it back?
Come the election in November, those who live in my
electorate of Ringwood have a very clear choice. They
will indeed ask themselves what it is like now
compared to what it was like four years ago. What are
my cost-of-living pressures? How easy is it for me to
get around — not just in my local community but over
to the west, over to the airport, through to the city,
dropping the kids at school, going to a hospital and
getting a park at the shopping centre? What is my life
like now compared to how it was four years ago? Are
people better off with massive cost-of-living pressures,
huge electricity costs, having to trade off what they can
afford and determine what they can spend money on
and what they have to give up, as well as the fact that
they feel less safe than they did four years ago?
Some of the key things that are concerns for people in
my community include the pressures of cost of living,

I just heard the member for Ringwood talk about
decentralisation policy. As a member that represents a
regional community where we have, for example, used
government levers to make it more attractive to work in
regional Victoria through payroll tax changes, we are
not into a plan that would see areas like the Bellarine
Peninsula and the Surf Coast turned into the Surfers
Paradise of Victoria. That is the decentralisation plan of
those opposite: drive everyone down there to live in
large developments and have these beautiful
communities wrecked and become like Surfers Paradise.
Of course this is also a budget that also talks about
TAFE, about providing the skills and the opportunities
and about creating the jobs for the next generation to
come through. It is about our health services, and
improving them as we have got an ageing community.
It is about making significant investments in relation to
cancer, and we know the prevalence of that. It is about
water security, which is really critical, and I will talk a
bit more about that in detail shortly.
Most importantly, it is about improving community
safety, and I will start there. To give people a sense of
the scale of the investment and the significant,
transformational change we are making to Victoria
Police and their capabilities in order to keep our
communities safe, in just over three years we have put
an unprecedented additional $3.169 billion into Victoria
Police, a one-third increase in the budget of Victoria
Police. What a contrast that is to the four years of the
Liberal-Nationals government, with budget cuts of
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millions of dollars, with over 400 staff lost to Victoria
Police and of course with no new sworn police officers
during that time. In fact the last 7000 additional police
in Victoria have all been funded by Labor governments.
Just in this term of government we have had
3259 additional police, plus the 400 police custody
officers that have freed up over 92 000 shifts of police
officers, additional special operations groups, public
order response teams, counterterrorism teams, the
monitoring assessment centre, the gang squads dealing
with firearms and drugs and youth gangs in our
community, the fixated threat assessment centre — all
were funded by us to give Victoria Police the capability
that they need.
In fact in question time today we heard from the shadow
Treasurer about per capita police numbers. Let us be
really clear that we have more police per capita,
according to the Productivity Commission, than New
South Wales and Queensland, and we are above the
national average. We have 279 police per 100 000
compared to New South Wales, which has 239. In fact if
you just have a look at the Daily Telegraph, New South
Wales has fewer police per person than any other state.
We are putting in the investment that Victoria Police
need. I think the last budget of the Liberal-Nationals
government was in fact a $23.9 million increase in the
police budget in 2014–15. That was their last budget,
whereas over the last three years we have delivered
funds over $3 billion. Of course in this particular
budget there is an additional $289 million combined
with, again, new laws, new powers and new
commitments around resources for Victoria Police,
from additional police prosecutors to CBD security
around bollards and CCTV cameras to keep our
communities safe from the hopefully rare but high
likely risk of some terrorist attack in Melbourne.
We have got money — $24 million for new staff, new
investigators — to tackle organised crime. Of course
we know those opposite like to facilitate or hang out
with organised crime figures in this state and are happy
to assist them. We have got a specific focus on ensuring
we have got the right skills in Victoria Police to target
drugs and firearms and organised crime in this state,
things that cause huge harm in our community.
Of course, importantly, we have made a significant
investment in our child exploitation team, a team that
unfortunately deals with some of the worst offending in
our state. Unfortunately we have too many Victorians
who participate online, on the dark net and on
encrypted sites, in facilitating and promoting significant
child exploitation. This funding is about making sure
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we have got a greater number of investigators and a
greater capacity to respond. We have got more
investigations in the covert intelligence area, in e-crime,
so there are significant improved investments in
Victoria Police.
We are almost doubling the number of drug tests to
50 000; Victoria will be doing more drug testing than
any other state. We have got investments in new
facilities at East Melbourne and Point Cook. We have
got mobile police stations. We have funded long-arm
capability. In crime prevention it is the first time ever
that a state government will provide core funding to
Crime Stoppers, an incredible organisation; we have
provided $2.8 million. Neighbourhood Watch is
receiving the most funding it has ever received.
We are investing in the things that Victoria Police have
said to us they need to reduce crime, and it is making a
significant difference. In fact the last set of crime stats
for the last 12-month period show that right across the
state, in every division, crime is coming down, which is
a result of both the investment we are making — the
new laws and resources — and the relentless effort of
Victoria Police members to ensure that we have a focus
on reducing crime right across the board, right across
the state. Where we have seen the biggest decrease in
crime is in those areas that are receiving new resources,
which again shows that that growth in the crime rate
over six years is a direct result not just of undermining
Victoria Police but of the failure of the previous
government to fund any new police and keep up with
demand and population growth.
In terms of water, this is another story where it is Labor
governments that invest in water security. We have got
very, very dry conditions right across the state right
now. We have had well below 30-year averages in
terms of rainfall in places like the Wimmera region. In
Melbourne we are down to 59 per cent in our water
storages, Geelong is sitting at 48.5 per cent and
Korumburra is on stage 3, so we have really
significantly dry conditions even with the rain that is
predicted over the next few days. Hopefully we will get
some, but there will be pockets across Victoria that will
get none, and because the catchments are so dry the
run-off into our storages will not be ideal. That is why
not only in the past did we invest in the Wimmera–
Mallee pipeline and the goldfields pipeline, but it is
why in this term of government we have invested in the
Wedderburn community, we are investing in Macalister
and we are doing the Lance Creek pipeline and the
Werribee–Bacchus Marsh pipeline. On pipelines, we
have committed $10 million in this budget for Mitiamo
and $32 million for East Grampians.
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I suggested in the adjournment debate last night that
there was a risk that WA and Queensland were pretty
much going to get all the water money. Unfortunately
that is exactly what happened. There was none, zero for
Victoria despite the fact that we have money on the
table for water projects and these have very strong
business cases and are strong communities. Victoria is
one of those very dry states and this is a really critical
issue for so many communities.
But this budget invests another $65 million in water
projects. That is on top of the $468 million in 2016–17
and $116 million in 2017–18. In fact what we did when
we came in was we spent not only the unspent
environment contribution levy that is supposed to go
back into water projects that was left by the previous
government, but we committed to ensure that all the
money that is raised goes back into water projects, and
that is exactly what we are doing. In this budget we are
investing in the smarter use of water, water efficiency
measures and of course pipelines. I have spoken about
the Yarra strategic plan and there are sewerage
upgrades, so there are significant investments in water in
this budget to provide water security through efficiency,
pipelines, smarter use and efficiency measures.
I will turn now to my local community. Again I am
really, really proud of the investments that we have
made not just in this budget, but those we have been
making over the last three and a half years right across
the board. Just in this budget we have money for
redevelopments for Surfside Primary School, Moolap
Primary School and Wallington Primary School. That
is on top of funding for Bellarine Secondary College in
the last budget. We have got the Drysdale,
Portarlington, Ocean Grove and Barwon Heads primary
schools being rebuilt — significant investments in
every single school across the Bellarine.
In emergency services, there is $4 million to rebuild
Ocean Grove Surf Life Saving Club, which is an
incredible club with over 1000 members at the most
popular beach. I think it had 123 000 people there over
the summer period. For Point Lonsdale Surf Life
Saving Club there is $500 000 on top of the
$1.5 million last year. There is money for our Country
Fire Authority (CFA) stations: $800 000 for Leopold
CFA to upgrade their station and money for a new
Portarlington fire station. On top of that a new peak
ambulance station is being built at Swan Bay and is
well underway, and there is $100 000 for the Bellarine
State Emergency Service (SES) unit’s Grubb Road
redevelopment for new training rooms and new
facilities for those great SES volunteers.
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In roads, we are investing $500 000 for planning of the
upgrade to Grubb Road between Ocean Grove and the
Bellarine Highway. This is the main connection
between Drysdale and Ocean Grove and is a really busy
road. We are looking at how we can duplicate that road
and what is the best way to do it. We have funding of
$600 000 for the Portarlington to Queenscliff road. This
is about a bit of widening and sealing of the shoulders,
which is something that Bike Safe Geelong have been
pushing for for a long time. Of course that is on top of
the Drysdale bypass, the money to look at the Bellarine
link to the Geelong Ring Road, duplication of Barwon
Heads Road and traffic lights at a couple of really key
intersections.
In this budget there is over $860 000 for the Ocean
Grove Tennis Club. It is the first time in its history that
that club has received any state government money.
This will transform that club and ensure that it
continues to grow. I am really proud of that funding and
I really want to thank the president, Leon Eyck, who
has done so much with that club and with me to achieve
that funding. They were at the announcement and I
know that they were absolutely thrilled.
We have got $500 000 for the Bellarine rail trail, one of
the busiest and most popular rail trails in the state,
which brings many people from across the state into the
Bellarine. This money is to seal another portion of
that trail.
Of course on top of the Drysdale sports precinct
rebuild, there is the Queenscliff sports precinct, the
Barwon Heads Football Club, the Barwon Heads
Cricket Club and the Leopold Football Netball Club,
which are all really significant investments.
The neighbourhood houses at Ocean Grove,
Portarlington, SpringDale at Drysdale and Queenscliff
also get an extra 5 hours a week each. Barwon Heads
Community Hall, which is owned by the community
and came into my electorate at the last election, will
receive an investment from the state government for the
first time ever. I am really proud of that investment of
$110 000. Again Kirk McNamara, the president, was
absolutely thrilled, as was the committee.
One of the really disappointing things is that in the
budget we also invested $153 million in the Geelong
city deal for our convention centre, for the Geelong
Performing Arts Centre, for revitalising Geelong city
centre and for the Shipwreck Coast, but there was
nothing at all in the federal budget. We have had the
Prime Minister down there and of course the federal
member for Corangamite going on about how they love
Geelong and the city deal. They signed up to this city
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deal, but we get to the federal budget and we get zip,
nothing, zero. Again, despite the promises — and there
have been many, many promises since Ford was
pushed out by this federal Liberal government and
Alcoa left — to protect and invest in Geelong and
ensure the future of Geelong communities and families,
none of that is ever backed up by dollars. Nothing is
ever put into the things that the community know will
make a difference in terms of job creation and in terms
of security for families into the future. It is a complete
disappointment and I am not sure how the member for
Corangamite or the member for South Barwon are
going to justify that to the Geelong community.

In fact on top of all of the money that the government
has received we have seen Premier Andrews introduce
12 new or increased taxes in this term of government.
That is after the Premier went out when he was in
opposition just before the election and said on
Channel 7 to Peter Mitchell, ‘Make no mistake: there
will be no new taxes under a government I lead’. It was
very obvious — or it appeared to be at the time — that
the then opposition leader was going to lead a
government that was going to be very focused on not
introducing new taxes, but we have seen 12 of them
introduced in this term of government. Those taxes
equate to $6.2 billion of additional taxes.

I am very proud of this budget for community safety,
for water and for the Bellarine.

We have also seen public sector wages blow out to
$7 billion in just 12 months, and certainly a majority of
that has gone to senior bureaucrats. Ironically we have
heard the Treasurer today use the term ‘fat cats’ when
referring to his government. Certainly when we see an
increase in public sector wages at the senior level and
wages increase by 38 per cent over just four years, we
know that that is not reflective of ordinary wages. We
see workers struggling, yet we see bureaucrats
employed by the Premier being looked after. It is
another example of looking after your mates.

Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) (17:12) — I rise to
make some comments on the budget. In doing so, I
begin by saying that today I am going to be talking
about my electorate of Caulfield, which received not
much at all — a big doughnut — when it comes to any
support. I also want to touch on some points,
particularly around the cost of living and escalating
energy prices — gas and electricity prices — that all
Victorians are experiencing. Again there was very little
relief for Victorians when it came to energy prices and
cost of living.
The catchline that the Labor government have used for
this budget is ‘Getting things done’. I have already
heard a couple of my colleagues use the phrase ‘Getting
things done over’, and I think that is an apt description
of what this budget reflects. Certainly there are winners
and losers in this budget, and the winners are very
much those who live in Labor-elected seats. Anyone
who does not live in a Labor-elected seat does not get
any relief whatsoever. There are a lot of Victorians who
have missed out right across the board.
It is interesting that we have a budget that had the ability
to do so much more when there was so much cash to
hand around after the additional $2 billion worth of GST
payments were handed to the state, which effectively
gave the Labor government $14 billion over their term
in government to spend. In addition to that, there is the
$2 billion recently from the sale of the Victorian share
of the Snowy Hydro scheme, which is a windfall to the
Victorian government; another $2 billion or thereabouts
from the land titles office and $9.7 billion from the sale
of the port of Melbourne lease. This has been a huge
cash injection for the government. You would think that
with so much money going around there would be so
much more to offer Victorians, but unfortunately there
has been very little.

We have also seen a record level of debt. We have got
Labor doubling Victorian debt over five years, and we
have also seen budget blowouts total $25 billion. The
equivalent could have been put into 25 new hospitals or
certainly 1500 new police stations. So there have been
huge budget blowouts.
There is another $1 billion in payroll tax — a massive
windfall. We are the highest taxing state in the
country — what a reputation to have. We are the
highest taxing state in the country, yet we have so much
cash coming in. There is no joy in any of this budget.
There is a lot of money that could have been spent
wisely, but instead a lot of it has been wasted.
In my electorate of Caulfield we see crime is up by
20 per cent. In Glen Eira a lot of my residents are
concerned. We get lots of emails and contact made with
my office by people who have had break-ins, vehicle
thefts or assaults. There have been increases in family
violence incidents. Right across the board we have seen
all of this increase in crime, yet we have seen no
additional investment in police and resources. I have
been banging on for the last four years now about
additional patrolling in the area of Glen Eira. We have
only got one divisional van that operates in Glen Eira
for 150 000 residents. I would think that one of the first
priorities of this government should be safety and I
would think that with the sort of cash I was talking
about before some of it could go to funding additional
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policing in the electorate, but unfortunately Caulfield
received an absolute doughnut for police enforcement
in the electorate.
We have also seen congestion in our area, with no
funding of the Glen Huntly level crossing removal. This
was seen as one of the most dangerous level crossings
according to VicRoads. Out of the 50 on the list, it was
left off. We thought that maybe this time around it
might cop a guernsey, but it is again missing in action.
Many of the traders and many of the residents down
near Glenhuntly station always say to me that it is a
massive priority and something that should be done, but
unfortunately it has not been done by the government.
As I said before, the level crossings removals that have
been funded, just like every other project of this
government, are in Labor-held seats, and certainly
when it comes to the ones that need to be done they are
missing in action.
In education, again we are missing out. I do want to
point out that St Kilda Primary School has received
some funding, but that sits in the seat of Albert Park
and my seat. With Albert Park being a marginal seat, I
am sure that that would have had some element to it,
but it is a great school and does need some funding. I
am glad that St Kilda Primary School got some
funding, but I am sure it had nothing to do with looking
after the good seat of Caulfield and more to do with
looking after the mates of the member for Albert Park.
For the other elements relating to my schools —
another big fat zero. If I look at some of the schools
around my electorate, Caulfield South Primary School
has a toilet facility that at the moment the kids will not
even go into. It is appalling. It poses a real health risk to
some of these kids. They will not use these toilets
because of the condition they are in. The school is
looking for $50 000 to upgrade their toilets and have
received nothing. That is a bare, basic need. It is a
school that has been around for so long and has
received nothing.
Caulfield Junior College is 100-plus years old. It is in
desperate need of a renovation but got absolutely
nothing. Ripponlea Primary School is looking for
upgrades for basic disability access, which is a human
right. We talk about this every time in this Parliament.
Again, there is nothing to help Ripponlea Primary
School. Caulfield Primary School have had to use a lot
of the parents association funding for any upgrades
because they have received no funding from this
government. So schools in Caulfield miss out big time
under this government. There is no love for any of my
schools, and it is very unfortunate because we hear that
we have got all this funding for schools but there is
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certainly nothing when it comes to the electorate of
Caulfield.
There is no money for local sport. You have heard me
talk in this chamber a number of times about Glen Eira
having the lowest amount of open space in the state in
terms of the parks, recreation areas and sporting
facilities that we have. There was a really good
opportunity in this budget to do something for local
community sport. We heard an announcement of
$200 million-plus to upgrade Etihad Stadium to look
after the AFL — a privately run facility — to
effectively put an event space in, but for community
sport there is a big zero.
We have seen some community sporting groups receive
loans to actually get their facilities up to scratch. We
did not even receive a loan in Caulfield — not even a
loan — for any facilities, like EE Gunn Reserve, home
to the great Ormond Amateur Football Club. It also has
baseball and cricket facilities. It is a great facility. It was
dug up for the level crossing removal at Ormond. They
had a long time of not being able to use that facility.
There were very minimal upgrades done to the change
rooms as part of that upgrade. They could really do
with new facilities, as could the baseball club, and they
received absolutely zero.
The Caulfield Bears at Koornang Park do not even have
proper change rooms for women. We talk a lot about
encouraging more women in sport —
Ms Green interjected.
Mr SOUTHWICK — and there is nothing —
zero — in terms of funding for them as well.
Ms Ryan interjected.
Mr SOUTHWICK — I take offence at the word
the member for Yan Yean used, and I ask her to please
withdraw.
Ms Green — I apologise for calling the member for
Caulfield a drip. I withdraw.
Mr SOUTHWICK — I would ask the member to
withdraw her comments, please, and do it properly.
Ms Green — I withdraw.
Mr SOUTHWICK — The member for Yan Yean
is just unfortunately upset at the fact that she has never
made it to the front bench and never will. If that is the
sort of comment that we are to receive from her, she
will always be a backbencher. She has spent four years
as a backbencher and so she will continue on with that
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because the member for Yan Yean is absolutely a big
zero when it comes to her contributions.

nothing when it comes to the resources portfolio that I
also have.

Let me just go back to the likes of energy. This is a
really big, important part of this budget because we
hear that Victorians are absolutely struggling when it
comes to energy, but certainly this Premier has given a
big zero when it comes to reducing energy costs. The
only thing that this Premier has done is give a $50 bribe
to Victorians, not to change their behaviour but to visit
a website and hand over their personal details. Again
we question what those personal details would be used
for. The rorting Premier would probably use those
details for potential electioneering, so we question
anyone who would use that information as to what they
might use it for.

Could I just say in the last bit of time that I have that
there has been almost a 20 per cent increase in the cost
of raw materials because of the lack of permits being
able to be awarded to move valuable resources into
construction projects. We have seen 1100 jobs put at
risk. We have seen $325 million of investment put at
risk because this government has permits sitting there
not being acted upon. The government have been
sitting on their hands and doing nothing in the resources
industry up until the last part of this term, now leading
into the election.

We know the rorting Premier used $400 000 of
taxpayer money to win the election. He would be sitting
over on this side if he had played games fairly rather
than rorting the system, as we have seen. He absolutely
rorted it, and now he is asking for the private details —
Mr Andrews interjected.
Mr SOUTHWICK — Bye-bye, Premier. As the
Premier leaves the chamber —
Mr Andrews — I’m running away from you!
Mr SOUTHWICK — Thank you, and we hope to
see the back end of you in November as well, Premier,
because Victorians are absolutely sick of a Premier and
a government that rort the system and are giving no
love to ordinary Victorians — absolutely nothing.
As I was mentioning, when it comes to the cost of
living every Victorian is feeling the pain. When we
have had an opportunity to do something here, we have
seen nothing. We have seen Victorians experiencing
increases of some $300 a year since the closure of
Hazelwood under this government. It closed
Hazelwood within five months by tripling the coal tax.
We have seen a $500 increase in gas, and this
government has put in place a moratorium, locking up
gas until 2020.
We see a government doing nothing when it comes to
energy prices, a government missing when it comes to
energy prices, and all they can come up with is a
$50 bribe. All they can come up with in this budget is a
$50 bribe to send Victorians to a website to hand over
their personal details and then leave the website not
knowing where those personal details will be used. This
is a government completely missing in action. It has
done nothing for my electorate of Caulfield, it has done
nothing when it comes to energy prices and it has done

This is a government that has done nothing for Victoria
when it comes to the cost of living and nothing for my
constituents in Caulfield, and certainly it is a
government that has spent a whole lot of money and
taxed people to the extent of being the highest taxing
state in Australia.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) (17:27) —
Victoria is Australia’s fastest growing state. Our
AAA-rated economy has delivered record investment,
surpluses and an unprecedented pipeline of
infrastructure projects to reimagine the world’s most
livable city for the future and spread opportunity
throughout our great state. Victoria’s economic
leadership is now investing in attributes I have long
maintained largely determine fate: lifelong learning,
skills and jobs.
Free TAFE courses highlight such life-changing
opportunities, especially for those who think with their
hands. Opportunities are important for economic
development and future prosperity and underscore this
year’s aptly titled budget, Getting Things Done. Such
priorities are emblematic of Labor in power.
Contrasting this with the coalition’s federal budget is
revealing. The Australian government is axing more
than $200 million from TAFE, skills and training
across the country — a cut of at least $60 million to
Victorian students. These cuts define the coalition’s
disconnection from the needs of Victoria. You would
have to be in la-la land to cut TAFE now. The tale of
the two budgets is the tale of priorities defining why
Australia’s political system is broken, which is
essentially because of hyperfactionalism and
hyperpartisanship.
At the Strong Australia conference recently in
Broadmeadows I put the quintessential questions: what
is Australia going to make and what is the coordinated
strategy to deliver results? Business Council of
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Australia CEO Jennifer Westacott’s response was
insightful:
The most important thing is to get people skilled, to make
sure that young people get the right pathways into the right
jobs, that we don’t keep everyone at university, that we give a
diversity of opportunities.
… The challenge is how we make sure that no community or
person gets left behind.

I could not have put it more concisely. Labor in power
is investing to deliver these results for Victoria.
Federal coalition cuts to TAFE and training are not just
unwise; they could prove perilous. The Australian
government cannot beat the drum on jobs and growth,
national security and law and order while maintaining
wilful blindness to place-based disadvantage. No
credible national government can boast about investing
$70 billion to make up for the demise of Australia’s
once-proud automotive industry in Adelaide, where there
are marginal seats, and then refuse to make significant
investments in jobs and reskilling to trigger private
investment in safe Labor seats in Melbourne’s north.
Creating Opportunity: Postcodes of Hope defined new
strategies in 2016 to confront the impact of globalisation
and accelerating automation, making the livelihoods of
everyday workers redundant. Life-changing
opportunities have flowed since the Premier and
Treasurer propelled Victoria’s AAA-rated economy.
The $172 million for priority schools and
preapprenticeships will provide pathways to work in
blue-collar communities, delivering the dignity of work.
My advocacy for partnerships with the Australian
government has always been driven by the politics of
responsibility, not simply ultimate ends. We know what
needs to be done. Free priority courses in TAFE are
important to deliver jobs and growth. Turning rust belts
into brain belts is essential for Australia’s continued
prosperity. Gainful employment is the best form of
welfare. Connecting the disconnected with jobs is a
wise anti-radicalisation strategy. Building social
cohesion is crucial for national security. For decades I
have pursued coordinating the three tiers of
government, business and civil society to deliver
opportunities for economic development because
addressing the increasing complexity of postcodes of
disadvantage is crucial.
Almost three years ago I called for a unity ticket with
the Australian government to replace anxiety and fear
with hope, turn adversity into opportunity, develop
industries for the future, create jobs for the next
generation and address housing affordability. Need is
vital and urgent. One in 20 Australians is predicted to
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live in Melbourne’s north within two decades. The
increase of half a million people means the population,
already four times the size of Victoria’s second largest
city, Geelong, is expected within that time to match the
current population of Adelaide.
Uncovering an unspent $1.324 billion in the Australian
government’s automotive transformation scheme, I
advocated for the Turnbull government to invest in their
election promise of jobs and growth where they are
needed most. They continue to refuse. Instead they
sponsored a jobs fair in Broadmeadows that delivered
only five full-time jobs for ex-auto workers at the last
count. This was just gesture politics, and it reflects on the
coalition and its lack of having a national strategy and
priorities in the national interest and for community
safety, because the convergence of state and federal
coalition governments meant unemployment in
Broadmeadows rose to 26.4 per cent, higher than in
Spain and equal to that in Greece, countries suffering the
worst jobless rates among developed nations in 2014.
Media titans News Corp Australia and Fairfax have a
unity ticket defining concerns. Celebrating our nation’s
quarter of a century of uninterrupted economic growth,
an Australian editorial in September 2016 defined how
intergenerational joblessness in Broadmeadows speaks,
and I quote:
… of the risks and opportunities facing the country — and the
stern challenge that confronts the Turnbull government.

The Australian Financial Review highlighted the gap in
Australia’s anti-terrorism response — disadvantage as a
cause of alienation. This headline in November 2015
told the story: ‘Malcolm Turnbull’s terror response
needs less Thucydides and more Broadmeadows’. This
is why we need a city deal for Melbourne’s north to
match Sydney’s west and a smart suburbs deal for
Broadmeadows to make the Australian government a
participant and not a bystander where its promise of
jobs and growth is needed most.
If you look at the big-ticket items on infrastructure from
last night’s federal budget, there is a long-awaited rail
link between the city and Melbourne Airport. That is
the top priority. The next item was the north-east link,
and there is a federal commitment of $1.75 million. The
Premier has welcomed the north-east link money, and I
am hopeful that that will be matched by the federal
opposition leader, Bill Shorten.
We now have these unity tickets in place, and it is
critical that we do not allow partisanship or
procrastination to reign. I called for a rail link to
Melbourne Airport in my first year in this Parliament
and also for a city deal in 2016 under the strategy
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Creating Opportunity: Postcodes of Hope. To drive this
I have also written Building Smarter Cities, Stronger
Communities because this identifies the priority projects
and ranks them according to their support from the
three tiers of government, budget submissions and
assessments by the National Growth Areas Alliance.
This is the body that represents growth councils in
Melbourne’s north.
Here is the opportunity that we have to actually create
the vision, get the unity tickets and deliver results. We
can get a coordinated strategy for the rail link from the
city to Melbourne’s airport, the north-east link and the
Outer Metropolitan Ring Road and an arterial roads
package. We can have a light and heavy rail
proposition. We can look at the Beveridge intermodal
freight proposal and other big-picture infrastructure that
will drive new industries and jobs for the future. But we
need to get the planning done now and the investments
put in place.
The other proposition that I want to pursue is about
medical research, and the north is one of the absolute
leaders, not just for Victoria or Australia but
internationally. We have the Parkville precinct, as it is
defined, around the University of Melbourne. We have
the Victorian Comprehensive Cancer Centre, a cluster
of 10 leading institutions of international significance,
and that has been connected up into a partnership with
America on US President Obama’s moonshot quest,
‘How do we cure cancer?’. We are at that absolute level
of international significance. And of course we had the
funding contribution of $18 million to fast-track
research and treatments to improve and save lives
through the Olivia Newton-John Cancer Wellness and
Research Centre, delivered by the Premier and the
Minister for Health yesterday.
We have this unique opportunity in the north, and I am
quite happy strategically to include the west in this as
well so that we reach out and we look right across these
communities that have been going through
deindustrialisation and that have common cause and
complexity to make sure that we do not have enclaves
of disadvantage and that we actually get the investment
right, because these are strategic deals that will deliver
for the growth and prosperity for future generations. On
the proposition of, ‘How do we actually deliver on
Melbourne’s north — on a city deal?’, this was also a
proposal that won 72 per cent of the vote in the highest
category at the northern regional assembly, so it has the
backing of community leaders. At that meeting was the
Premier, five Victorian cabinet ministers and
160 different community leaders, including CEOs and
mayors from the third tier of government. We have got
two tiers all lined up, and we have business and civil
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society already there. This is a chance to have the
big-picture architecture put in place for the next
generation.
Then that dovetails with the opportunities that this
budget delivers with the introduction of Head Start
apprenticeships and traineeships in secondary schools.
This is really important to my community where local
students will be able to finish school qualified and ready
to work. They will have the option to undertake an
additional year of high school and graduate with an
apprenticeship or traineeship, ready to start work in a
good job. That is all they ask for. It has never really
changed. I represent a community that has evolved into
virtually a United Nations in one neighbourhood — we
have people from 160 different nationalities now calling
Australia home. It is the same proposition that my
family had when we came here. Only the accents have
changed. This is the hope of a place like Broadmeadows
where you get your start in what my late dad always
called the land of opportunity, and so it has proven to be
for so many people.
When we did not have a library, we got together and
delivered a global learning village. When we had the
lowest uptake of the internet, we got Silicon Valley to
come: Microsoft, Intel and Cisco Systems in an
ideasLAB second only to London. I am happy to get
T-shirts for everybody — New York, London, Paris,
Broady — and I want you to wear them with pride. We
had the lowest uptake of tertiary education so we
coordinated and we got a multiversity going. This is the
series of different propositions that you need. This goes
to lifelong learning, skills and jobs.
Under this budget Broadmeadows has been able to get
Melbourne Storm’s field of dreams, and I would like to
thank the Treasurer in particular for this. I was very
happy as the local member to run straight and hard and
give him the pass on this and it should be
acknowledged that it was the Treasurer who put the try
over the line. This is an important $12 million
investment from the government to build a Rugby
League centre of excellence featuring new playing
fields, high-performance facilities and an administrative
base for National Rugby League Victoria. The
importance is that Melbourne Storm is a world
champion team, and the centre of excellence will
provide a new hub for Rugby League programs for
boys and girls and men and women and a venue for
training camps and state and national tournaments. We
already have a local hero, with one of the Storm’s
leading players, Young Tonumaipea, a local resident of
Broadmeadows.
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Families in Broadmeadows will also have more of the
local services and infrastructure that they need, from
new playgrounds and parks to community centres,
thanks to an extra $50 million in the Growing Suburbs
Fund — we will get access to that. The Broadmeadows
railway station is set to share in $10 million to plan for
the upgrades at suburban stations to deliver safer, more
comfortable train travel. Under the Education State
Roxburgh College was absolutely delighted to get
$3 million to upgrade and modernise classrooms. There
are other propositions in the budget that go to helping
Broadmeadows.
To sum up, as Jennifer Westacott put it, there are huge
opportunities in areas like Broadmeadows. The
challenge is how we get together and make it happen.
This is the coalition’s challenge on equality, because
this is what undermined Tony Abbott as Prime
Minister. This is what will continue to undermine
Malcolm Turnbull as Prime Minister unless he can
actually deliver in these postcodes and turn them from
postcodes of disadvantage into postcodes of hope again.
It is clearly defined that Labor delivers on results and
on rights, but we cannot keep going back to doing it on
our own. We need to have these unity tickets and these
partnerships, and it needs to be done in the national
interest with the support of whoever is in power in the
government of Australia. This is what we need if we are
going to build better prosperity and a better future for
the next generation. I commend this budget, with Labor
delivering, to the house.
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) (17:42) — The Treasurer
said:
We think big. We act quickly. We get things done.

Seriously? This is Labor’s fourth consecutive budget.
This is the type of government that has had more than
ample opportunity to do something. It has had
opportunities for 14 out of the last 18 years, and the
opening lines of the Treasurer’s budget speech are an
absolute insult to my electorate. They show the
hypocrisy of a government that in its much-trumpeted
and mostly already announced budget delivered zip,
nothing of any consequence to the Benambra district.
There is no new money for our existing schools, no
money for works on local roads or major freeways, no
money for capital works at the largest health provider
outside Geelong and no indication of whether the
government will ever replace the clunking,
breakdown-prone trains that they know are past their
use-by date and are the cause of almost half the
cancellations along the north-east line. The sad reality is
that not only was there no promise of any new
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long-haul passenger rolling stock but this budget is
going to pour almost $11 million into maintaining the
classic fleet. Instead of replacing the old trains the
minister and her all sorts want to keep them operating
on regional train lines.
These trains should be in a museum. Even the name,
classic, is misleading. The common definition of the
word ‘classic’ is:
… an outstanding example of a particular style; something of
lasting worth or with a timeless quality; of the first or highest
quality …

I can tell you that absolutely none of that is true for
these trains.
Here is a little history lesson for the head-in-the-sand,
blame-everyone-else transport minister. The minister’s
classic fleet is almost 40 years old. The engines were
designed to pull freight trains, not passenger trains. Last
year the Auditor-General found that they were almost a
decade past the time when their whistles should have
stopped blowing. If only the minister would stop
blowing her own whistle. The only thing the member
for Bendigo East does is blow Dixie, and we know the
famous line that was part of the Dire Straits classic was
the ‘Sultans of Spin’ — sorry, that is this Labor
government. I meant the ‘Sultans of Swing’.
I hear the words of the Minister for Giving Nothing to
the North-East yet again: ‘We act quickly. We get
things done’. If you are really serious about those
statements, rather than looking for some catchy,
workshopped phrase you would stump up the cash for
the new trains and not waste another $11 million trying
to keep these ancient rattlers on the tracks. This is a slap
in the face for every country Victorian. If you really
wanted to get things done, you would have placed an
order, not tried to shift the blame to the feds. You all
know, just like I do, that the end date for the federal
government’s $235 million track upgrade is between
2020 and 2021. In fact you know that one of Labor’s
members in the other place even has correspondence
from the Deputy Prime Minister demanding you stump
up and deliver new trains.
On that note, make a commitment, not a promise, of
some substantial meaning for those passenger rail
travellers into the future. If a track upgrade is to provide
maximum benefit, you actually have to buy new rolling
stock. Any order for new trains made today is at least
two years from putting bogies on the rail line — a
whole two years — so for heaven’s sake why haven’t
you gone in there, signed up, paid up and started
construction?
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Ms Ryan interjected.
Mr TILLEY — Absolutely. Similarly my colleague
the member for Euroa works particularly hard on this
issue and has done for many years. She knows her
constituency in Euroa is suffering enormously. But very
shortly I will get to the solution that the
Liberal-Nationals coalition has for the future.
I empathise with the hardworking V/Line staff. They
have to work in this workplace with these dinosaurs
that should all be parked in the rail graveyard. We also
have to be particularly mindful of all those commuters
who have paid for a train ticket and gotten a bus ticket
for so many years. This government fails so miserably
to do anything about it. The staff who have argued to
replace the clunkers have been shouted down by the
‘We think big’ Treasurer and his cronies, including the
Sultana of Spin who heads up this portfolio.
In stark comparison is the freight line that runs between
Sydney and Melbourne. Look at the New South Wales
CountryLink service, the XPT, by comparison. It is a
mere infant compared to the classic fleet, but already
the New South Wales government is looking for the
next generation. Even the old XPT is able to travel
faster — on the same track that we have in Victoria —
with fewer cancellations and far greater comfort, and
yet this city-centric Labor government denies that this
can happen. They continually come out and blame the
track. They blame everything but their inaction. That is
just a crying shame, because we are not buying it. We
know what is going on. We live, breathe and eat this
every day.
What about the opening line from the Treasurer? I will
not go back there, but if the Labor Party were serious
about any of this, they would have matched our
promise to the electorates affected along the long-haul
lines across the state, not just the north-east line but
right across the whole state of Victoria. It is a simple
promise really, a promise that this is really getting
things done. When we kick this sorry lot out in
November we will give country Victorians the rail
service they deserve.
That is not appropriate, Acting Speaker, to be giggling
away in your chair.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Graley) — No, I
am sorry; it is not.
Mr TILLEY — Thank you. So anyway, when we
get to that point where we can contest the poll in
November and we do see the back end of you, we will
provide the service that all Victorians deserve. We will
replace V/Line’s ageing diesel-hauled train fleet with a
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$633 million investment in new railcars that will be
faster, safer, roomier and more reliable. We will place
an order next year, and the new fleet will be delivered
during our first term of government. Now that, people,
is getting things done.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr TILLEY — But that is your truth. You can
believe whatever your truth is, but you have sat on your
bums and you have done nothing!
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Graley) — The
member for Benambra, we are in the Parliament of
Victoria, and I would really appreciate your using
parliamentary language. That is the second time that
you have strayed.
Mr TILLEY — Thanks for the advice anyway. All
that we get from this government —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Graley) — Excuse
me; that was meant sincerely, and —
Mr TILLEY — What, like you laughing in the
chair?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Graley) — Would
you like to have an argument?
Mr TILLEY — Not particularly. I would like to
make my contribution.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Graley) — I would
like you to be able to contribute to this chamber in a
way that befits all of the MPs in this chamber.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Graley) — Please
continue.
Mr TILLEY — Thank you, Acting Speaker. As I
was going on to say, all that we get from this Labor
government is continual spin. If you spent less time
looking for your catchphrases and more time actually
doing something, Victoria, and particularly country,
regional and rural Victoria, would probably have some
congratulations for you.
But anyway, as I have had to say while trying to find
something of consequence for my electorate in this
budget, my head was absolutely spinning. It was doing
my head in. I had high hopes for a number of schools in
Benambra. Let us go to schools.
Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr TILLEY — Would you like to take the 20 steps
and take it out there, pal?
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr TILLEY — You coward.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Graley) — Order!
The member for Benambra!
Mr TILLEY — All right. Sorry, through the Chair.
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Wodonga senior colleges were the first campuses in
Victoria, when Labor was last in government, to form
that coalition with the middle years and senior years.
This is the first educational centre that signed up for
that. The member for Broadmeadows was there. He has
got his infrastructure, but we are still waiting for the
finishing infrastructure, even though we were the first
schools in the state of Victoria to sign up for that same
deal. Wodonga Middle Years College’s campus at the
old tech school is in desperate need of capital
investment for their area.

Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Graley) — Excuse
me. The member for Benambra and the rest of the
members in the chamber, can we just return to a level
of civility? I would advise the member to not respond
to the interjections and to concentrate on his speech.
Thank you.
Mr TILLEY — Let us move on to schools. There is
absolutely nothing there that is new for the Benambra
district. Beechworth Secondary College as a case in
point is in desperate need of some major cash. I know
firsthand because I was there in December with the
shadow Minister for Education, the member for Kew. I
do not remember the last time I saw the current
Minister for Education in the electorate, let alone at any
one of our schools, but here we are again.
There was a little gem from the member for Monbulk
back in 2016, not long after he allocated money to
Beechworth to plan the much-needed works — this is
the same school I was talking about, where there is no
money. The member for Monbulk said:
A great education starts with state-of-the-art facilities that
stimulate students and encourage them to be creative
thinkers — that is why we’re working with the school
communities in Beechworth and Rutherglen to make sure
they have the facilities they need.

Well, here we go: zip, nothing, nada in the budget.
Now, his colleague, a member for Northern Victoria in
the other place, had to chime in as well. She said:
This is the first step towards major upgrades for Beechworth
Secondary College and Rutherglen High School and I look
forward to working with the school communities as these
exciting projects progress.

Well, it is a sentiment that we absolutely all share,
particularly in Beechworth and the outlying areas of
Rutherglen. On that note, two years later we are still
waiting. Beechworth is still waiting and continues
to wait.
Wodonga Middle Years College’s Huon campus —
now, let us go back through history. I recall that the

We can talk a lot more about schools but we have
wasted a bit of time. What we do have, admittedly, is a
$550 000 paperwork exercise for a future school which
is probably about a decade away and is of no real
benefit to the area. Labor has bought the land — it is
good that they have secured the land — but it is still
10 years away. This is not the first time Labor has done
this; they did this with Southern Rise Education Centre
as well. The only benefit there is going to be an
increase in the price of land down in the Leneva Valley.
Regrettably, it also appears that the money that is being
spent on projects is based on a whole host of Hail
Marys from the Treasurer for Melbourne. The forecast
of a return to private sector wage growth of 3.25 per
cent is a myth. It contradicts all official forecasts, but it
conveniently props up their payroll tax fable. It is a
fugazi, it is a fudge, it is absolute rubbish.
Timmy the Treasurer makes plans based on a whole lot
of assumptions, but ‘Bah-bow!’ — no. Nobody is
buying it and no-one believes it. It is all going to
change and it is all going to end in tears. As the
member for Malvern said last week, the assumptions on
private sector wages are too high, the promises on
public sector pay are dishonestly low and the
predictions on house and apartment prices are just
unrealistic. And, Timmy, member for Werribee, unlike
your builder mate, you know you cannot fix it.
In a similar vein, it appears that you cannot or will not
fix country roads. Moving on to country roads, we have
got local government looking at sealed asphalt where,
because the funding is being wound back, they are
looking at turning those sealed roads back into gravel
roads. That is just a crying shame. Country roads are
killing country people, and you people just cannot
stump up. You are an absolute disgrace. Yet you
sanctimoniously turn around and tell us —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr TILLEY — You wouldn’t have a clue. You’ve
never seen an angry man or a country —
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Graley) —
Through the Chair, please, member for Benambra.
Mr TILLEY — It is your fourth budget, and you
are continuing four more years of neglect. You are an
absolute disgrace. Thousands of kilometres of roads in
the Benambra electorate desperately need maintenance
and sealing works. I quote:
In the country, deteriorating roads aren’t just an
inconvenience. It can be a matter of life and death. I’ve driven
on enough dodgy rural roads in my youth to know that.

Now, who said that? That was your Premier, your truth.
He has come out and said that in public, and yet you are
doing nothing about it. You are just turning your back.
He claims to be a country boy, but he has turned his
back on country and rural Victoria. The words that
were tweeted by the Premier, unfortunately, are another
exercise in hypocrisy from a government that seems to
specialise in the field.
I have only got a short time, but a fair bit of time was
wasted, thanks very much to you lot. This budget is a
rehash of old announcements, some motherhood
promises to those of us outside Melbourne and almost a
complete disgrace for our needs in education, health,
public transport and roads. In keeping with that
statement, I look back to Timmy the Treasurer’s
speech. It ended with a noble quote from a former
British Prime Minister, David Lloyd George, and so
with due deference I offer my own quote from another
noble Lloyd — notably, Andrew Lloyd Webber:
Oh, by the way, Chuck, I spilled tea on your bongos.

Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) (17:57) — It is a
pleasure to rise tonight to speak on the Andrews Labor
government’s fourth budget. Given that I am directly
following the previous speaker, I think it is important to
note that what we just heard was totally unhinged and
actually verged on abusive when he even invited the
Attorney-General to step outside. Frankly, that is not
parliamentary behaviour. But stripping that aside, the
member for Benambra was fired up for his electorate.
That is the truth of it. He was fired up for his electorate.
Where was that sort of attitude over —
Mr Burgess — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
I think the language that the member is using is
unparliamentary and should be withdrawn.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Graley) — You
cannot request a withdrawal on behalf of another
person.
Honourable members interjecting.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Graley) —
Members in the chamber! We will just wait a minute so
everyone can settle.
Mr STAIKOS — The member was fired up for his
electorate, but it is a shame that for four years they were
not fired up for the communities that they represent.
They have found their voices now that they have got a
government that, as the title of the budget says, is
getting things done. The government is getting things
done, and we have been doing so since we had the great
privilege of being elected as the Victorian government
by the people of Victoria.
Getting things done means getting things done for
Victorians and getting things done when it comes to
creating jobs. Since November 2014, 334 000 new jobs
have been created, and 200 000 of these jobs have been
full-time jobs. That is many, many more thousands of
Victorians enjoying the dignity of work. We have done
this in a responsible way. The Treasurer has delivered a
budget with an estimated operating surplus of
$1.4 billion and surpluses averaging $2.5 billion over
the forward estimates. The government has presided
over a strong economy, one that is growing at 3.3 per
cent, which compares to the 2 per cent national average.
We are a government that is investing heavily in
infrastructure, with more than $10 billion on average
each year, and this year there is a record nearly
$14 billion in roads, in rail, in hospitals and in
schools — in the infrastructure that Victorians need.
Certainly over the last four budgets my electorate has
been a great beneficiary of that strong investment. That
of course includes the historic level crossing removal
project, with three level crossings removed in my
electorate: Bentleigh, McKinnon and Ormond. It is a
project that those opposite campaigned against for
12 months and one that this government has prosecuted
and is continuing through this budget. If we compare
average infrastructure spending across the previous
decade, it was on average around $5 billion a year. That
is to give you an indication of just how much this
government is investing in infrastructure.
We are using that significant infrastructure investment to
create jobs and opportunities for Victorian apprentices.
Ten per cent of labour hours on government projects
over $20 million is to go to apprentices, trainees or
engineering cadets. That is something that is very, very
important because it means that they get a great start in
the workforce. Certainly the infrastructure projects in my
electorate have benefited greatly from having apprentices
and engineering cadets working on them. We are also
creating opportunities through our infrastructure program
for Indigenous Australians. There are around
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100 Indigenous Australians working on the elevated rail
project on the Dandenong line. That is something that we
are all very proud of.
Also working on that project are returned service men
and women, and we do know just how prevalent
post-traumatic stress disorder is within our returned
services community. It is something that concerns us
all. We also know that many people returning from
various conflict zones have found it difficult to get
employment. A number of returned service men and
women are working on the Dandenong line project, and
we are very, very proud of that.
But we are investing so much in infrastructure that it
has helped to create a skills gap, so one of the
centrepiece announcements in the budget — free TAFE
for 30 courses and 18 preapprenticeships — has been
met with the approval of many in the community. The
day after the budget I visited the Moorabbin campus of
Holmesglen TAFE with the Premier and the Minister
for Training and Skills. They are all very excited about
what this will mean for local young people.
I spoke about the level crossing removal project earlier.
At its peak construction period it will employ
1400 workers — that is 1400 TAFE-qualified workers.
We need these skills so that we can deliver this massive
infrastructure project and so that young people can lead
a happy and fulfilling life.
In education, over the next five years we have massive
challenges. The biggest massive challenge is that there
will be 90 000 extra students in our system over the
next five years, so we have to be building and
rebuilding schools. I think in the City of Wyndham the
number of children born every month would fill a
primary school. Over our four budgets we have
invested $3.8 billion in building and rebuilding
schools — something we are very proud of — and in
this budget alone $1.25 billion.
The member for Ringwood said earlier that $50 million
had been spent by the government on schools in my
electorate. It is actually $60 million that I have secured
for schools in my electorate. I am very proud of that,
because nothing has given me greater pleasure as a
local MP than working with the 20 schools in my
electorate, lobbying the state government and securing
much-needed funding for schools in my electorate.
This budget has invested $5 million in a performing arts
centre for East Bentleigh Primary School, which is a
school of nearly 400 students where the students learn
either viola, violin or cello. However, they did not have
the facilities to be able to hold these lessons and to be
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able to hold performances for their families as well.
Last year I received a letter from Isabella, a grade 3
student, asking that we look into funding a performing
arts space for what is a unique school to have such an
offering in the performing arts. Isabella and her family
came into Parliament and met with the Premier, and
just before the budget the Deputy Premier — the
Minister for Education — announced the funding for
that school.
There is also $2.3 million in the budget for some new
classrooms for Ormond Primary School, another school
that has grown over the last few years. There is some
funding in the budget — $450 000 — for Bentleigh
West Primary School for a new art room. There is also
funding in the budget to redesign Southern Autistic
School, which is an excellent school in my electorate,
but it does have some capacity issues at the moment. It
is important that we look at the school again, that we
get an architect in and look at how we can make the
school more functional and therefore create a better
environment for our students.
There was also funding in the budget to kick off
planning and early works for the second campus of
McKinnon Secondary College. This is something that I
am very, very proud of, because the site we are looking
at for the second campus is just a stone’s throw away
from the old Murrumbeena High School, which was
closed by the Kennett government. All these years
later, we are now expecting in the next few years — by
2021 — an additional 1200 secondary school students
in our area. Things would have been very, very
different had Mr Kennett not sold Murrumbeena High
School, but alas, he did so in the 1990s. So what are
we doing? We are reversing the damage of that period
by building a second campus for McKinnon Secondary
College, which currently has 2200 students on the one
site. This will give the school capacity at the second
campus for up to 1100 more students. It will take the
pressure off the main campus, and it will also ensure
that the McKinnon school zone will not have to shrink
to accommodate growth. That is something that we are
very proud of, and I look forward to delivering
that project.
There are also a number of existing projects in my
electorate. I do not think that my electorate has ever had
this many construction sites at schools at once, certainly
not since the Rudd government’s Building Education
Revolution. McKinnon Secondary College’s project, the
VCE centre, finishes in July and will be opened by the
Premier later this year. The new STEAM centre at
Bentleigh Secondary College, combining science,
technology, engineering, art and maths, will be
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completed in August. There will also be two additional
basketball courts which will be complete early next year.
Tucker Road Bentleigh Primary School’s gymnasium is
under construction and will open in August. Stage 2 of
Valkstone Primary School will be complete by the end
of the year. Berendale School is a special school in my
electorate in Hampton East where every student — no
exceptions — finishes up at 18 with either a job or
training. That school will have new facilities, and that
will be open by the end of the year.
Bayside Special Developmental School (SDS) is a
school in Moorabbin that educates children with the
most special of needs. If you go to the back fence at
Bayside SDS and you look over, you will find an
industrial site. That industrial site was the school oval
for Bayside SDS which Jeff Kennett sold off in the
1990s. Jeff Kennett sold off public open space at
Bayside SDS in the 1990s, because why would kids at a
special school need public open space? We are
rebuilding that school from top to bottom, and we are
just about to turn the first sod on that project.
The new sportsground at McKinnon Primary School
will be complete soon. We have just completed
construction on Our Lady of the Sacred Heart College’s
performing arts centre. These are all things that I am
very proud of, and I know the people of Victoria know
who to trust when it comes to education.
I also wanted to touch on our investment in sport. I
know, having listened to members of the opposition,
that this has come up quite a bit.
Mr Watt interjected.
Mr STAIKOS — That historic announcement by
the Premier and the Minister for Sport was not merely
about Etihad Stadium; it was primarily about women’s
sport. For example, at Moorabbin Reserve, for St Kilda
Football Club, we have funded stage 2. That is a
$13 million funding allocation, and it will provide
St Kilda with the facilities they need to compete in the
AFL Women’s (AFLW) competition, ensuring that the
women who will be playing footy for St Kilda in 2020
will have the same facilities as the men. It will ensure
that we have got an additional indoor netball court for
what is a growing sport amongst women and girls in
our community, it will ensure that we have spectator
seating for a facility that will host not only AFLW
matches but also the Southern Football Netball
League’s finals series, and critically it will ensure that
we have another hydrotherapy facility in our
community, which is only the third in my electorate.
That came about as a result of many local senior
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footballers coming to me to talk about the fact that they
did not have adequate hydrotherapy facilities in the
area, something they needed to have access to. Working
with the St Kilda footy club got this done, and St Kilda
footy club, in partnership with Connect
Health & Community, will be delivering hydrotherapy
services to our local community.
This is a fantastic budget — a budget that is getting
things done, just like our three other budgets, in stark
contrast to the four years of those opposite.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr KATOS (South
Barwon).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

APPROPRIATION (PARLIAMENT
2018–2019) BILL 2018
Second reading
Debate resumed from 1 May; motion of Ms ALLAN
(Minister for Public Transport).
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) (18:12) — I am pleased
to rise this evening to speak with regard to the
Appropriation (Parliament 2018–2019) Bill 2018. I am
consciously reading that because the title can be a bit of
a trap for new players. It is often not appreciated that
the Parliament is in theory at least financially
independent from the executive — hence the existence
of this bill and the existence of a visible separation in
the discussions we have about funding the Parliament.
That has almost always been the case. The various
forms over the last 160 or so years have changed quite
radically, but that separation, or at least that implied
separation, has always existed. I think at various times
in the history of this state that separation has been more
implied than real, and I know from talking to others and
from the records that certainly behind the scenes there
have been some battles royal about the resourcing of
the Parliament — not to my knowledge in recent
years — because of course this bill does not emanate
from the Parliament. It needs to come into the
Parliament with the implicit agreement at least of the
Treasurer, because if he is not of a mind to fund it, it is
simply not going to work.
Those comments should in no way diminish what I see
as the importance of the independence of the
Parliament in having its own bill and having its own
separate appropriation. Of course this appropriation
does not only fund the operations of the Parliament; it
also has for some years funded the operations of the
Auditor-General and it has also for the last year, and
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again in this bill, funded the Parliamentary budget and
office. We have recently appointed the inaugural
Parliamentary Budget Officer.
The contents of the bill, as the schedule shows,
identifies some separations between what were
originally a collection, I guess, of individual fiefdoms,
so we still have a Department of the Legislative
Council, we still have a Department of the Legislative
Assembly and we still break off the parliamentary
investigatory committees. The Department of
Parliamentary Services (DPS) is a relatively new
combination of various business units, such as the
library, the refreshment rooms, grounds and
maintenance services, and electorate office services are
now all included in Parliamentary Services. As I said,
we also have the Auditor-General and the
Parliamentary Budget Office.
The bill proposes a relatively modest increase this year,
from $146.286 million to $154.293 million. If we look
into the figures a little more closely we see that that is a
total of $8.007 million extra; $5.085 million of that
actually goes to the Auditor-General by way of
additional funding, and the lion’s share of that,
$4.67 million, is in addition to the net asset base — in
other words, capital expenditure. The rest of the bill is
relatively straightforward. As we can see, the amounts
for the Council and the Assembly are relatively modest,
at $4.6 million and $4.981 respectively; the
investigatory committees, $7.451 million;
Parliamentary Services, $112 million — and I will
come back to that in a second or two; and then the
Auditor-General at $21.674 million; and the
Parliamentary Budget Office as the new office on the
block at $3.3 million.
It is a very slim and relatively straightforward bill, but
what it is funding is the institution that allows us to call
Victoria a democracy, so it is a reasonable sum of
money. Let us not say that in excess of $100 million is
not a reasonable amount of money; it is. Perhaps some
people outside may not agree, but I think we actually do
generally provide in a global sense some value for
money, although I certainly have some differences with
the way some things are done in this place, and I intend
to identify those differences in a few minutes time.
We now have a new structure under this government
where the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
hearings are held after the budget has actually passed the
Assembly. You would almost wonder why we bother,
frankly. Certainly I am sure, as you Acting
Speaker Dimopoulos know only too well, we do
sometimes wonder why we bother when we are actually
going through the process. In all seriousness, even if this
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scrutiny is in fact retrospective, it is important that the
scrutiny occur. It would be preferable to be ahead of the
game, to be in a proactive process, but unfortunately it is
not. At least there is scrutiny and ministers are still
answerable to the Parliament. I think again that is an
important part of our democratic process.
I am not able to refer to the most recent briefing from
the presiding officers, the secretary of DPS and the
clerks. I am only able to refer to the handout from the
2017–18 budget. Some things change, and some things
remain the same, I am sure. Certainly last year the focus
was on the unfortunately necessary security upgrades
that were occurring in the vestibule and on the
perimeter fence along Macarthur Street, which has been
a major investment. All that work has of course now
been completed but the ongoing work of making this
place safer for us and those members of staff who work
with us is, as I say, a necessary evil. It certainly is for
someone who like myself remembers being able to
walk in off the street, walk into the gallery and see the
Parliament at work without any hindrance. It is now not
such a straightforward process. That is regrettable but
we know what the potential outcome could be if we did
not take steps to protect ourselves and the people who
work with us. It is unfortunate that those changes had to
occur but I must say that I think it has been done
reasonably well.
In terms of the breakdown of the total budget in 2017–
18, it was expected that some 41 per cent of the
expenditure was directed towards members electorate
office expenses, training budgets — that sort of
thing — and what is referred to in here as members
administered budgets. The Department of
Parliamentary Services itself last year was costing
$27.84 million, occupying 24 per cent of the
expenditure. As I mentioned in connection with the bill
itself, for the Assembly, the Council and the
committees they are in fact relatively modest amounts
of money.
That is pretty much the budget as it stands. It is
traditional, but I do this very genuinely as well, to at this
point recognise the excellent service we receive as
members of Parliament. Perhaps in the light of
comments I am going to make in a couple of minutes
this might seem to be a little disingenuous, but I do
sincerely mean what I say because I think we are very,
very well served by our clerks, of course, and our
chamber staff, who are with us here and when we have
been here through the night they have been here with us
through the night. Of course the most recent time that
occurred it was a relatively new and untested group. I
think I probably said privately at the time but I do want
to say publicly in the house that under the new Clerk’s
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management I think they did an excellent job in what
were testing circumstances. I am sure to some extent
they were blooded and they are now well equipped to
continue providing the excellent service to which we
have all become accustomed. The attendants as well —
I want to include them in those comments — and the
Hansard staff.

think the members of this house would not permit it,
and even though they have less say, I am sure members
of the other place would be with us on that. We need to
ensure that we have a competent and confident
administration that has demonstrated its capacity to the
satisfaction of the Parliament but has the confidence of
the community as well.

The other people that we talk to most days and work
with, of course, are people like the security staff and to
a lesser extent the protective services officers (PSOs). I
am very pleased that we do not have plastic police in
this place. We have terrific service from our PSOs and I
do want to recognise that. They do not always get the
recognition I think they deserve. There are also the
catering staff and the grounds staff.

As I said earlier, the work that has been done on this
building, particularly in the last 10 years or so, has been
terrific. Frankly when I was first elected it was a mess. I
was not surprised and I was not disappointed, because I
had been in here often enough to know what it was, but
it was dirty, it was tired and it was desperately in need of
a paint. I brought up a whole bucket of cleaning stuff to
clean up my office over the dome because it was just an
absolute shambles. There were issues with the
building’s stonework. There were issues with lumps of
stone falling. It desperately needed some money spent,
and money had not been spent on it for a very long time.

Sometimes I think the focus on this building as a
heritage building is at risk of overshadowing the
importance of the institution, the importance of what
we do on a day-to-day basis as the Parliament of
Victoria. Whether or not that is the case the buildings
and grounds team, particularly in the past 10 or so
years, I think have done a terrific job working with an
asset. I did not bring it up with me but when you look at
the DPS annual report and the value of the asset, I think
$480 million or thereabouts is the effective replacement
cost of this building — not that you would ever replace
it, but it needs to be maintained.
I also want to acknowledge of course the work of the
people that we often talk to on the phone but do not
necessarily see every day in the Department of
Parliamentary Services, particularly their frontline staff.
The IT staff, the electorate and security staff that work
with Sam Matthews and others I think do an excellent
job. I do want to put those comments on the record, and
they are genuine comments. But I also need to move on
because I think it is important that some other
comments be placed on the record.
Early in my comments I spoke of the importance of the
financial independence of the Parliament. This is
something which I am personally committed to. I have
done what I can — in a relatively modest way, it has to
be said — to make sure that there is no backsliding and,
if possible, that we actually move forward a little bit on
this issue. If we are to have financial independence of
the Parliament, then as a Parliament we need to be
confident that the administration is sound and that the
administration has demonstrated its capacity to deliver
what is required, particularly given the effectively
unfettered access that it would have to public money. I
am not suggesting that if total independence were to
eventually be achieved the parliamentary budget is
suddenly going to become $500 million. It is not. I

I am not making this a political point at all, because the
problem goes back to the 1950s when some fairly
dodgy refurbishment work was done. I am sure Brian
Bourke was accurate in telling me all about that.
Almost 12 years on from my first election we have
significant improvement in the fabric of the building,
certainly in the public spaces. The less than public
spaces are improving as well. Some of those changes
have been forced, as I have mentioned, because of
security issues. Some changes have been forced
effectively of necessity because of the failure or
potential failure of the building.
I recall sitting in the estimates hearings in 2012. At one
stage we looked across the room to the front of the
building and there was a painting missing. At the
second or third break — it must have been when the
Presiding Officers came in — I asked the Presiding
Officers, ‘Why is that painting missing?’. They said,
‘It’s because there is too much moisture coming
through the wall, and the National Gallery of Victoria
wanted their painting back’. The building does look
magnificent, but there was a fair amount of work to be
done. So some of those changes have been forced upon
us, and they have cost an enormous amount of money.
It is money that members have made available through
the parliamentary appropriations and agreed to spend,
and I think that has been entirely reasonable. At the
same time the push for financial independence has
strengthened. I think it is fair to say that the quantum of
funds which has been expended in the last 10 or
12 years has shown a reasonably generous approach
from both sides and a very different approach to that of
earlier governments.
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I do particularly want to acknowledge the work of the
member for Malvern, who as Treasurer of Victoria was
able to support and facilitate a change that effectively
allowed the depreciation of money that would be set
aside and under normal circumstances returned to
Treasury to be retained by the Parliament and expended
to maintain and ultimately expand this facility,
effectively without the need for consent from the
Treasurer or the Treasury and government more
broadly, but of course again with parliamentary consent.
I do strongly support financial independence for this
Parliament, but frankly I do not think we have the
structure — a sufficiently strong structure. I do not
think we have a sufficiently accountable structure to
manage full independence successfully. I will certainly
support full financial independence, as long as I am in a
position to have any influence in the matter, but only if
there is a structure that is more accountable to the
public and directly accountable to the Parliament. I do
not believe we have that structure at the moment.
It seems to me that unfortunately we have fallen into
the trap — I have seen this again and again across the
state with council after council — where an
organisation reaches a certain size and they tend to
forget why they exist, that they are actually there to
serve a community, in this case the community of the
Parliament of Victoria. The focus then becomes about
serving the needs of the organisation. I think that is
where we have come to in this Parliament. It is no
longer about serving the needs of the members of
Parliament; it has become far too much about serving
the needs of the organisation. More and more
organisations have become focused on meeting their
own needs, and frankly I think at that point in many
cases they have outlived their usefulness.
I will give three examples that came to mind in the last
hour or so when I was thinking about what I might say
this evening, although frankly there are many others.
Two of the three demonstrate clearly that proposition
that I have just put forward about serving the
organisation rather than serving the people that they in
fact exist to serve. The other shows the degree of
disdain for people with whom we all as members work
very closely — and frankly I find it amazing — the
electorate officers.
Firstly, members of the 57th Parliament will remember
the great phone debacle. We had electorate offices that
were equipped with perfectly serviceable multi-line
phones. They had an intercom system built into them,
so you could actually communicate between offices
without having to raise your voice and yell, and without
people waiting in reception hearing the yelling between
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offices. Calls could be picked up by hitting a button and
picking up the phone — a very simple, very serviceable
phone system. Then out of the blue this perfectly
sensible, serviceable phone system that I know is still in
use in government offices today was replaced by the
Cisco phones that we must, in my view, tolerate today
and, I have got to say, at a considerable cost to
electorate office productivity.
Cisco is not a bad phone, and it is fine for a location
like this building, where there used to be what was a
private automatic branch exchange system — I am sure
it has a different title now. I am sure it saves some
money on calls, because it went across effectively to the
voice over internet protocol system. I am sure it did
that, and it has all sorts of other things, like cameras,
that we do not really need, but all the bells and whistles
are there if you can find them. But it did not do the
basic job it needed to. It cut back on electorate office
productivity quite significantly, and we are still dealing
with that decision seven years on. Perhaps if there had
been a little better communication with the electorate
offices — my recollection is there was none; I stand to
be corrected on that, but certainly there was not wide
communication — the members might have actually
been spoken to, our staff might have been spoken to
and we could have said, ‘Guys, this is not going to
work for us. It is fine for you in this building. It is not
going to work for us’. There are 128 offices still living
with consequences of that poor decision, simply
because there was no sensible communication. It is a
real pain in the backside, to say the least. Six years on,
it is still a pain in the backside.
The second issue I want to talk about is the example of
the current enterprise bargaining process for our
electorate officers. The enterprise agreement expired in
September 2016. The first pay rise that was due under
the new agreement should have occurred on 1 May
2017, and it is still not signed. In fact the ballot that was
conducted to approve it was stuffed up by management,
and it must now be conducted again.
Our staff, and I am talking about all our electorate staff
obviously, may or may not get an increase before the
end of the financial year — potentially 13 months on
from the time that that increase was due — and
effectively they are going to have to start negotiating
the next one, because we are going to be close to two
years into this one, to try and get the next one
happening. Yes, there is a sign-on bonus, but many
people who were due for a pay rise on 1 May no longer
work with the organisation, they have now left
parliamentary employment and that money will no
longer flow to them. They missed out entirely.
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Frankly I do not believe that Parliament, and DPS
particularly, has more than a very limited understanding
of how hard many of our electorate officers work. The
view seems to be, ‘Well, you finish at 5 o’clock and
you go home’. It does not matter how much work has
got to be done. ‘You finish and you go home, and if
you’re not getting through the work, that doesn’t matter
because you’re funded for two or two and a half
equivalent full-time’. We know that that is not the way
the world works. We know that our electorate
officers — almost all of them, I am sure — work
extremely hard, and I am very concerned at the way
they have been treated by management. They have been
very poorly treated by management. It is simply not
good enough.

are being stuffed around with all this nonsense.
Seriously, we are. It appears that someone has set out to
have the most cumbersome process possible. I would
like to know what genius decided that it was a good
thing to move us into a new building in the middle of
the budget debate.

I did also want to note in passing that I do not use the
IT gear that is supplied by Parliament. I do not use it
because, even though we do get excellent support from
the IT staff, and I think they do a fantastic job — as I
mentioned, I think all the frontline staff I am very, very
happy with, and I thank them for the support they give
us — frankly the equipment that is provided is not fit
for purpose. Now, that is fine. I am happy to spend the
money to provide equipment that is fit for my purpose,
because I know I am perhaps pushing the boundaries
more than others. But in that sense I have an alternative.
I can actually go out, buy something that will do what I
need it to do and make it work.

I am also told today that when you go into your office,
the door locks behind you and you cannot leave the
door unlocked even when you are sitting in your office.
You are a busy person, someone needs to come and see
you, you have got to get up from your desk, go and
open the door and say, ‘Please come in’. You cannot
just say, ‘Come in’. Hopefully that too will be fixed,
but —

That leads me to the next subject, and that of course is
the subterranean Taj Mahal out in the backyard — the
$45.5 million, quaintly named Remediation of Office
Accommodation Project. I think probably the title says
it all. Anyone else would just say ‘the new building’,
but we have to have the Remediation of Office
Accommodation Project. Never use two words when
you can use four or five. Frankly I think there are much
better ways of spending $45.5 million of public money
than this. Apart from anything else, once we have spent
$45.5 million out the back, we still have a heritage
building surrounded by car parks because that need was
not taken into account. I understand there is an intention
to go back to the Parliament and ask for more money to
pay for car parks in the future.
Then of course it was supposed to be finalised in
December, then it was March and then it was before the
budget, and now this week — budget week — we have
got people moving in. But of course it is not just a
matter of picking up your stuff and walking across, as
anyone in private enterprise would do. The swipe cards
will not be activated until we have had the induction,
and you cannot get the induction until you move. It
appears we are not quite bright enough to work out the
light switches. Seriously. We are busy people, and we

Then there is the building itself. I hope it was someone
playing games, but at one point we were told we could
no longer use kettles in our own offices, not just
because there was a central tea point outside but
because the wiring would not handle it. As I say, I hope
that is false, but that is what we were told. If it is not
false, heads need to roll and they need to roll now if
they have not already.

Mr Angus — Put a chock in the door.
Mr MORRIS — ‘Put a chock in the door’, the
member for Forest Hill says, but apparently there is an
alarm on the door, so the alarm starts to go off if you
chock the door open. God help you if you just like
talking to your colleagues and have your door open.
Again, it has just not been thought through.
Then there is the furniture. Apparently we all have a
desk with a steel pole in it to hold up the computer
screen at the point that some genius decided was the
right position —
Mr Foley — For the average person.
Mr MORRIS — For the average person, exactly —
not for 128 not-so-average people. There are
left-handers and right-handers and all sorts of different
requirements. We have a toy conference table. Why, I
do not know, because we are told we should not be
having meetings over there; we should be having
meetings in here. But we have a toy conference table.
Then of course we have the printer in the cupboard. We
have the printer in the cupboard because you cannot
have your printer out on the desk. It has got to be
hidden away in the cupboard, so you have got to get up
from your desk and walk across the room to take the
paper off the printer. All of this is compulsory. All of
this you must have whether you want it or not.
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I have been trying to get to the bottom of this for some
months, because there is a lot of finger-pointing going
on. If you talk to the Presiding Officers, they say, ‘Oh
no, it’s DPS’. If you talk to DPS or our clerks, they say,
‘Oh no, no, it’s the Presiding Officers’. No-one is
prepared to take responsibility and argue the case. I
understand I am perhaps being a bit rude, particularly to
Mr Koops at the table. I do not mean that, because I
understand he is probably the meat in the sandwich. I
do not wish to be too ungracious, but I am certainly
very irritated that we did not get better value for our
$45.5 million. Whoever it is — whether it is DPS or the
Presiding Officers or whoever — failed to understand,
as I just said in an aside to the minister, that we have
got 128 MPs and we have probably got 128 different
ways of doing things.
I understand you have got to have a standard fit-out. I
am not suggesting for a minute that we should all have
offices fitted out at vast expense to the community to
suit individuals. I am not suggesting that for a minute.
The costs would blow out even well beyond where they
are, and of course that we do not know either. But we
are being told we must have this equipment and that we
cannot at private expense augment it or substitute it.
That is absolutely crazy. In my notes here I have
written the ‘Parliament House construction authority’
because it seems that is the mentality here. They are
building something for the future so everything has got
to be exactly standard. Well, sorry, guys, it is not. We
are members of Parliament. We all have individual
ways of working. If the standard fit-out works, that is
fine, but if the standard fit-out does not work, for God’s
sake get out of our way and let us do our job, because
frankly this is becoming a royal pain in the backside.
You are actively preventing us from working
effectively. You are actively getting in our way, and six
months from the election I find that amazing, I really
do. It is an approach that demonstrates a complete lack
of understanding of the needs of members of
Parliament.
I checked before I got up to speak, and my
understanding is that apart from the demonstration suite
that was set up in the north library for a week or two
there has been virtually no consultation with the House
Committee. The Presiding Officers have fitted this
building out to whatever design they think is
appropriate, but there has been no widespread
consultation at all. Frankly, I think that if there had been
any suggestion that this was going to be a
‘one-size-fits-all, you can’t set it up the way you want
it’ approach, I for one would have been saying, ‘Do not
spend a cent, because we have not got value for
money here’.
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This should be about improving the productivity of
members of Parliament. Sure, some will like it — and I
know that I am in a better office than many — but this
is not going to help us get on and do our work, and that
is the whole point. It is getting in the way, and it is not
helping us do our work. I am sure that is not what
people intended, but that is in effect what has occurred
in this case.
As I said at the start and as I have said repeatedly
through this contribution, I strongly support the
financial independence of the Parliament — strongly.
But the administrative arrangements need to be clear,
they need to be transparent and they need to be focused.
The organisation needs to be focused on supporting
members of Parliament, not on supporting the
organisation and not on creating monuments in the
backyard, and that is unfortunately the path that we
appear to have gone down. The current arrangements
are not delivering on behalf of the Parliament. It is as
simple as that.
We need major change, and we have got to have major
change before the parliamentary budget should receive
any more independence. I have said on a number of
occasions in this contribution that I would certainly be
prepared to support very, very strongly the
independence of the Parliament, but there is a lack of
transparency, there is a lack of consultation and there
seems to be a group of people who think, ‘We are going
to sit on top of the heap and give orders’. That is not the
way it works.
Let me say very clearly: if you want financial
independence from the government, you have got to
earn it. The amount of public money that has gone into
this building and the amount of public money that has
gone into that building out there over the last 10 years
was a big step up from a very low bar. So unless we get
what we need and unless we get that cooperation, that
consultation and a desire to deliver services to the
Parliament rather than tell the Parliament how things are
going to run, financial independence will be a
pipedream for decades if not centuries to come.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (18:48) — I too rise to
make a contribution on the Appropriation (Parliament
2018–2019) Bill 2018. I feel the weight of the Parliament
on my shoulders in following the member for
Mornington’s lengthy contribution. As the member for
Mornington indicated in his contribution, the bill that is
before the house appropriates funds not only for the
Department of Parliamentary Services, the Department
of the Legislative Assembly and the Department of
Legislative Council but also for institutions like the
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Victorian Auditor-General’s Office, the Parliamentary
Budget Office and the committee system.
This is an important bill that comes before the house
because it goes to the integrity of the institution. I do
note the comments made by the member for
Mornington because I was working in this building in
the 1990s and we have come a long way in terms of the
way in which we are protecting the heritage of this
building. We are making some significant
improvements to the way in which the building
operates and functions. A lot of that is in response to
the threat of terrorism. I recall that the Premier’s office
used to be where the gift shop is now. There was an
Austudy rally in about 1991 and a window in that office
was broken. It was prior to the election of the Kennett
government. The Premier’s office now is where the
opposition rooms used to be.
In the 1990s the place was pretty run-down. It was clear
that there was not a lot of money being spent. I recall I
had a similar experience to the one the member for
Mornington mentioned in his contribution in terms of
being able to just walk in and out. You could
effectively walk in off the street into the vestibule.
Someone would come and meet you or you could just
walk in and see the Parliament at work.
Circumstances have changed, and they reflect the world
we are living in. I do acknowledge, though, that the
Parliament has used that need to change to its
advantage in terms of modernising and upgrading the
buildings. I agree with some of the comments that the
member for Mornington has made in terms of trying to
get that balance right between making sure that the
institution is protected and enshrined and also making
sure that it is responsive to its clients. The clients are
ultimately the members and the broader community.
The bill looks at appropriation for the Victorian
Auditor-General’s Office (VAGO). Last year, as you
know, Acting Speaker Dimopoulos, we appointed a
financial auditor and a performance auditor to do that
work with VAGO. I am really excited about the work
that is currently underway in the Auditor-General’s
office, particularly in utilising data analytics to try to
improve the degree of oversight in terms of the way in
which public services are delivered in this state. It has
the potential to really shine a light on the way in which
public moneys are spent and to try to find ways in
which we can look at making sure that expenditure is as
efficient as possible. That is quite an exciting initiative.
I want to acknowledge the role the member for
Mornington and Ms Pennicuik in the other place played
in relation to the recruitment of the Parliamentary
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Budget Officer (PBO), as well as other external parties,
like the Clerk of the Legislative Assembly, to run
through that process and find an appropriate person. It
was a robust and rigorous process, and I am excited
about what this will do in terms of elevating public
policy debate and finding ways in which we can
encourage the major parties and also the minor parties
to think about how you draft good public policy — how
you make sure it is robust, it is well thought through
and it is considered, that you think about the
implications of public policy and the rebounding effect
that that will have and try to encourage members to
think about the law of unintended consequences and the
way in which that can play out in the development of
public policy.
I think where we can look at trying to raise the
professionalism of the way in which public policy is
drafted, debated and considered in this place and the
broader community is a really good thing, because you
want that great debate of ideas. You want that
contestability. You want the major parties to bring their
A-game to it, and if the minor parties are starting to
exert a greater level of influence in terms of the way in
which this place and the other place function, you also
want to make sure they too bring forward their A-game.
I think the PBO has enormous potential, and I look
forward to watching its work unfold, not just over the
course of the 58th Parliament but beyond.
Acting Speaker Dimopoulos, as you and the member
for Mornington know, we are members of the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee. I want to thank the
secretariat — the executive officer, Caroline Williams,
and all the staff — for the contribution they have made
in supporting us as members. We are about to embark
upon the estimates process. I am really pleased — and I
know the member for Mornington has a different view
on some of these matters — with the changes we have
made to the way in which the estimates process runs. I
think it is better now than it used to be. I am sure further
improvements can be made, and I hope that the
members of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee in the 59th Parliament make those
further changes.
I think we all suffer sometimes from a bit of cultural
cringe. Why else would we have Laurence
Llewelyn-Bowen on House Rules — a pompous
Englishman who has come over here to tell us what he
thinks is good interior design. I am at times similarly
afflicted with this malaise, because I thought that maybe
Westminster might do the estimates process better.
Maybe if we looked back to the home of the
Westminster system and if we looked at the history of
the English Parliament, we could understand the way in
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which they do their estimates process; maybe there is
something that we can learn. Because they have been
doing it for so much longer, they must be doing it better.
What I discovered was that in the 2018–19 financial
year Westminster will spend £777.85 billion, which is
the equivalent of $1.416 trillion. That money will be
scrutinised by the House of Commons for a total of
three days and it will be a very narrow debate. If you
compare and contrast that with what we are doing in
Victoria — and I appreciate the member for
Mornington has a different view on aspects of the
estimates process — in our case we will probably have
around about 60 hours of scrutiny of expenditure of
government moneys on a budget of $70 billion. If you
do the calculation of the number of minutes of exposure
per dollar of taxpayer funds expended, we are far
superior to Westminster. Indeed at the recent
Australasian Council of Public Accounts Committees
(ACPAC) conference I was speaking with one of the
other chairs of ACPAC, who indicated that in terms of
Australia we do it pretty well relative to other
Westminster jurisdictions, and I think that was an
important observation to make.
I also want to make a couple of observations. If you
look at schedule 1 of the bill, it talks about the estimate
of expenditure in the Legislative Council and the
Legislative Assembly. Now, obviously in relation to the
Council and the Assembly there are fixed costs that
would be the same whether you had one member or
100 members in those places, but if you look at it on a
per capita basis, in 2018–19 the other place will be
spending $115 325 per member, whereas in the
Assembly it will be $56 602. That is a huge difference
on a per capita basis. That is an enormous difference.
Yes, I would acknowledge there would be an issue
about the fact that you could have one member in the
other place and 100 here, and the fixed cost of
operating the other place would be the same, so on a
per capita basis that would skew the result. But I do
want to make the observation that that warrants further
examination as to why it is that the Council, with its
backlog of legislation, is costing the taxpayers of
Victoria far more than this place. In terms of the
differences between the chambers, I think there has
always been that theory of separate but equal, but
clearly there are some lessons to be learned in terms of
the way we conduct ourselves in this place compared to
what happens in the other place.
The bill is an incredibly important piece of legislation
because it does enshrine the independence of this place,
like that of the Auditor-General’s office and the
Parliamentary Budget Office, and the bill does support
the work of the committees. I have been really pleased
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and proud of the work I have been involved with in
relation to the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee. We are really well serviced by the staff of
our committee, and the work that we do is something I
am really proud of.
While I am here I do want to echo the comments of the
member for Mornington in terms of putting on the
record my appreciation of the electorate office staff,
who do a fantastic job in my office but I know in other
members’ offices too. I thank the staff who work in this
place to keep the place running smoothly. It is
interesting when you look at a place like this that there
are so many people who have got so many important
and different roles, and they make a great contribution
to the way in which this place operates. We are all the
richer for their contribution. A bill like this gives us the
chance to place on the record our appreciation. I note
that Friday is Dragan’s last day here. Dragan has spent
10 years working in this place as a cleaner, and we
sometimes catch the train home together on the
Craigieburn line. I wish Dragan well in his future
endeavours.
As I said, the bill is a really important piece of
legislation. I appreciate the fact that there are some
challenges with the way in which this place runs and
operates. I do not dispute some of the comments made
by the member for Mornington, but I would argue that
things here now operate more efficiently, effectively
and better than they did in the 1990s, and I think that is
a really important observation to make. We must
always look for continual improvement and try and find
ways in which we can do things better and improve
things more, but I think that if you look at the overall
trend and trajectory, we are in a far better place and
condition now than we were 20 years ago. On that
note — I know the hour is getting late — I commend
the bill to the house.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

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

Yarra Hills Secondary College
Mr HODGETT (Croydon) (19:00) — (14 331) I
rise today to draw to the attention of the Minister for
Education the need for a suitable shade cloth or
covering at the Mooroolbark campus of Yarra Hills
Secondary College. The action I seek is for the minister
to give consideration to and fund suitable sun protection
at the Mooroolbark campus of Yarra Hills Secondary
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College. This is a campus with over 700 students in
years 7 to 12 that has grown significantly in the last
three years. The campus is less than five years old,
having been completely rebuilt in 2013. Although the
school provides state-of-the-art facilities, equipment
and educational precincts for the students to learn in,
there is unfortunately a lack of appropriate shade
available within the school grounds.
The parents and friends association has kindly provided
financial support to plant significant shade trees, and a lot
of work by the students and community groups has seen
the gardens become well established. Despite this there is
a very short supply of shade and sun protection for the
students. It will take many years for the trees to provide
significant protection, and with two unsuccessful
applications for Cancer Council funding of $25 000 the
school’s need for shade sails has become critical. I invite
the minister to visit Yarra Hills Secondary College in
Mooroolbark to see firsthand the need that is evident
regarding this shortfall of shade and sun protection.
Again, the action I seek is for the minister to fund this
much-needed protection at the Mooroolbark campus of
Yarra Hills Secondary College.

TAFE funding
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) (19:01) —
(14 332) My adjournment matter this evening is for the
attention of the Minister for Training and Skills. The
action I seek is for the minister to update my
community on the recent announcement of 30 free
TAFE courses and how this will benefit constituents in
my electorate and those important TAFEs that service
my electorate and my community. The announcement
this week of 30 training courses to be provided free
through our TAFE system is an extraordinary outcome
for skills and training in our state. More than
13 000 residents in the Mordialloc electorate have gone
through and gotten TAFE qualifications. They are now
helping to build our state and our community, and
TAFE has meant so much for them in their training and
development. To have that announcement of 30 priority
courses being provided to our local community is such
an extraordinary outcome. It is against the backdrop of
supporting skills and training, rescuing our TAFEs with
the TAFE emergency funding that we provided when
we came to government and returning some of the
funding that was taken out of TAFE.
Investment in our TAFEs and support for skills and
training is what the Andrews Labor government
prioritises to give young people hope for the future. We
see the benefit that will be provided to Chisholm TAFE
and Holmesglen TAFE. There is the overwhelming
response and positivity I have received from my local

1309

community, with people potentially having to decide
what they will do next because they now have an
opportunity to try a new skill. Young people for whom
the cost of getting a TAFE qualification and skill has
been a barrier are now looking ahead to a bright future
where they can access TAFE qualifications. There is
nothing more important than the dignity of work,
finding a job and getting underway in your life and in
your community. The TAFE announcement is so very
extraordinary.
The extra element of allowing TAFE to be brought into
the Victorian certificate of applied learning (VCAL)
and completed in VCAL, potentially adding an extra
year of schooling, is a great announcement for my local
community. I know my secondary colleges are so very
excited to see that implemented. In conclusion, I ask the
Minister for Training and Skills to update my
community on how those 30 priority courses will
benefit my constituents and my local TAFEs of
Chisholm and Holmesglen.

Princes Highway east
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) (19:04) —
(14 333) My adjournment matter is for the attention of
the Minister for Roads and Road Safety. I am pleased to
see he is at the table tonight so he can hear it firsthand.
The action I seek is for him to fund the final two stages
of the Princes Highway duplication between Traralgon
and Sale, which were not funded in last week’s state
budget. This project has been funded in a bipartisan
manner at both the state and federal levels since about
2009 when I think the first funding was allocated. So
work has literally been going on for almost 10 years to
duplicate about 50 kilometres of road; it is actually
42 kilometres of the actual highway.
It has been funded on a 20-80 basis — 20 per cent from
the state government and 80 per cent from the
commonwealth. In last night’s commonwealth budget,
the federal Liberal-Nationals coalition, through the
great work of my colleague Darren Chester, committed
to the final two stages of the duplication of the Princes
Highway — $130 million is in the budget. For all the
bluff and bluster that we have heard from the
government side previously and even in the last few
days about what the federal government is or is not
doing, here is a project where there is $132 million as
the commonwealth’s contribution to this important
project now on the table — and nothing from the
Andrews Labor government.
I ask the minister to go back to the drawing board in
relation to his roads budget for 2018–19 and commit
the $33 million. There are two sections remaining that
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are unfunded. There are two sections currently being
built, which will be finished by about this time next
year. If the two remaining sections — 8 kilometres at
Kilmany and about 4 kilometres around Flynn — are
not funded, then this project will grind to a halt and the
people of East Gippsland and Sale in particular are
going to be condemned to more years of the traffic and
roadworks that they have been putting up with, as I
said, for nearly a decade now.
The state government announced in its budget the other
day around $280 billion in revenue over the next four
years. To fund this project would cost 0.011 per cent of
that budget. We have seen billions of dollars in
overruns on the Metro Tunnel project, the level
crossing removals, the West Gate tunnel, Hoddle Street
and numerous other projects. The state component is
$33 million. It has been done by previous Labor
governments at state and federal levels; it has been
done by previous Liberal-Nationals governments at
state and federal levels. I ask the minister to go back to
the drawing board and reconsider the decision not to
fund this in the budget last week, make sure that it is
done, match the federal government’s money and get
on with this important project.

Our Lady of the Sacred Heart College
Bentleigh
Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) (19:07) — (14 334) My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Minister
for Education and concerns Our Lady of the Sacred
Heart College Bentleigh (OLSH). The action I seek is
that the minister join me on a visit to the school to
inspect the brand-new performing arts centre, which
was partly funded under the government’s capital fund
for non-government schools. It was a
$500 000 contribution from the Andrews Labor
government to a $1.3 million project. It is a
state-of-the-art facility with proper seating for
300 people — a facility that will be used for not only
performances but also rehearsals and lessons. I had the
pleasure of walking through the new theatre a couple of
weeks ago, and last week I was at Legally Blonde, put
on by OLSH in partnership with De La Salle College.
There is always a fantastic performing arts offering at
OLSH and they now have facilities to match, so I ask
the minister to join me on a visit.

Cranbourne South Primary School
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) (19:08) — (14 335) My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Education, and the action I seek is that he provide an
urgent solution to the myriad of issues facing
Cranbourne South Primary School in my electorate. I
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have met with the school’s very passionate principal,
Monique Corcoran, and its very strong school council
on a number of occasions to hear their very serious
concerns about the welfare and safety of their school
community and the learning of their students.
The school is dearly loved by the school’s leadership, the
teaching staff, the students and the Cranbourne South
community. However, it is in urgent need of a major
maintenance upgrade. The coalition went to the last
election committed to providing $618 000 to assist the
school community to begin to deal with the many
challenges. There is an urgent need for ramp access for
non-ambulant people as currently there is no such access
to critically important areas, including the first-aid room.
While an accessible building grant was applied for in
November 2017, the school has only recently been
informed that it is reaching the tender stage.
Minister, concerned school parents have been moved to
write to your department as the school has been kept in
the dark regarding the progress of these desperately
needed ramps. Three classrooms have had to be
relocated as a result of this inadequacy.
Another issue of great importance is the need to replace
the student toilet block. The school has been forced to
quarantine the existing toilet block since February of
this year because of its shocking conditions, with
portable toilets having to be provided. I call on the
minister to have these toilets replaced immediately.
Forcing children to use portable toilets in their local
school for over three months is just unacceptable. The
school community is very disappointed that the school
has been left in a situation in which it has now received
two Environment Protection Authority Victoria
abatement notices, two amended abatement notices and
a revocation notice about the ongoing issue of its septic
water treatment upgrade. The ongoing issue has caused
a great deal of concern and wasted a lot of time for the
community, who just want to have their children
receive a good education. Providing children with
decent toilets and an effective method of disposing of
the effluent is surely not asking too much.
The school also has a significant problem with
dangerous trees that need to be removed. Fourteen trees
have been classed by an assessment and management
arborist report as critical. One such tree was uprooted in
a wind storm earlier this year. The school council has
already put in $6000 to have six dangerous trees
removed. These funds have come from an already very
thin building and grounds budget, leaving very little for
the remainder. The department has inexplicably refused
to reimburse the school. The school has been left to
initiate an emergency maintenance grant to remove the
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remaining dangerous trees. However, I now call on the
minister to reimburse the school for these things.
I also call on the minister to have all the asbestos in the
students toilets and A block removed immediately and
to not wait until 2022. Unbelievably classrooms 1 and 2
in the main building have been quarantined because of
the mould. These rectifications must proceed now.

Country Fire Authority Craigieburn station
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) (19:11) — (14 336) My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Minister
for Emergency Services, and the action I seek is that the
minister provide an update on the time line for the
delivery of the new Craigieburn fire station funded in
last week’s budget. Local firefighters are absolutely
ecstatic that the Andrews Labor government is
investing in giving them the resources they need to
keep our communities safe by building a brand-new,
state-of-the-art fire station for the Craigieburn
community with space for more trucks and more
firefighters.
I would like to put on the record my gratitude to senior
station officer David Maxwell, to senior volunteer first
lieutenant Chris Gray and to all the Craigieburn
firefighters, be they volunteer or career, for the
absolutely outstanding job that they do. I am delighted
that we are able to support their work, and I look
forward to passing on the minister’s response to my
community.

Burwood police station
Mr WATT (Burwood) (19:12) — (14 337) I rise
with an adjournment matter for the Minister for Police.
The adjournment matter that I raise is particularly
around the Burwood police station. I have talked about
the Burwood police station in here a number of times. I
have not had much of a response from the minister, but
I did note that in the Whitehorse Leader this week the
minister was reported as talking about the Burwood
police station. The article states:
Police minister Lisa Neville said Burwood police station was
not fit for operational use.

This is the first time she has acknowledged that the
station is not fit for purpose. I find it interesting that she
is yet to acknowledge the fact that the police station has
been closed since July 2015. She has acknowledged
that there have not been police there since 2015. She
has now acknowledged that it is not fit for purpose, but
she has not acknowledged the fact that she actually
closed the police station. In this article she also went on
to say:
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Victoria Police is currently assessing what work may be
required to bring it back to a safe and secure operational
standard.

The reason for my adjournment is simply to ask the
minister to provide the funds necessary to do the work
that is required to open the police station. It would be
nice if, in providing the funds, she acknowledged the
fact that she actually closed the police station, but even
if she is not actually willing to acknowledge that the
police station was closed by her and the government, it
would be nice if she were to at least reopen the police
station and provide the funds necessary to get that
work done.
I do note that since the Burwood police station’s
closure, burglary and break and enter in Burwood have
increased by 28.71 per cent, theft in Burwood has
increased by 41.1 per cent, drug offences in Burwood
have increased by 24.24 per cent and total crime in
Burwood has increased by 11.16 per cent. That is just
since the closure of the Burwood police station. These
are the statistics that have come about since the closure
of the Burwood police station, and I would ask the
minister to provide the funds that are necessary to get
this station open.
In the last year alone total crime in Box Hill South —
which is, for those uninitiated people, the busy suburb
right next door — has increased by 18.6 per cent.
Crimes against the person in Burwood have increased
by 19.33 per cent. Drug offences in Burwood in the last
year alone are up by 32.32 per cent. Crimes against the
person in Surrey Hills, a suburb next to the suburb of
Burwood for those who do not know, have increased in
the last year alone by 23.33 per cent.
The government’s closure of the Burwood police
station can no longer be ignored in light of these
damning statistics. Once again I implore the minister to
provide the funds and get it open. Admit you have
closed it and get it open — provide the funds that are
necessary to get that done.

Geelong electorate accessible tourism
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) (19:15) — (14 338) My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Regional
Development. The action I seek is for the minister to
provide information on the status of the project to
improve the accessibility of Geelong and the Bellarine
district. This project is a collaboration between the
Australian Federation of Disability Organisations and
Tourism Greater Geelong and The Bellarine. The project
aims to target small to medium enterprises to address
both capability and workforce gaps in the Greater
Geelong tourism sector. The project aligns with a
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number of the Barwon regional partnership priorities,
such as building the visitor economy throughout the
region and ensuring a fair, safe and healthy community
for everyone. This is an exciting opportunity for the
Geelong region to ensure that we have an accessible city
for all abilities in all aspects of life.

Bus route 788
Mr DIXON (Nepean) (19:16) — (14 339) My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Public
Transport, and the action I seek is a commitment to
fund Public Transport Victoria’s (PTV)
recommendations for the 788 bus. I quote from PTV’s
own document, which I happen to have. It says:
Peak route 788 services are at capacity. The peninsula bus
market has significant potential to grow bus patronage.
However, current service frequencies are poor, particularly
when considering peak demand. Passenger congestion on
board vehicles is reaching extreme levels often difficult for
drivers to control. Average peak customer boardings are
currently 96 to 105 during morning and afternoon peak
periods. The legal carrying capacity of standard route buses is
78, hence the demand for more frequent services to cater for
existing demand, with consideration for future growth.
Articulated vehicles have been assigned to other congested
trips on route 788. They too are nearing capacity. The only
solution available is to introduce higher frequencies or backup
buses to assist existing demand. The current route 788 takes
68 minutes. The proposed express service takes 49 minutes,
resulting in a significant improvement for customers.

These are PTV’s own words. Under ‘Risks of not
implementing’, the document goes on to say:
Peak customers on route 788 are at potential risk of injury,
particularly students due to overcrowded buses and extended
wait times as they are unable to board their desired service …

Three alternatives have been put forward by PTV. One
is to upgrade route 788 to a 20-minute service,
incorporating Monash University and Frankston
Hospital. The second alternative is that the
788 timetable remain the same but that there be
additional 788 express services and that route 887 be
upgraded to operate for 52 weeks of the year. The third
option is for 20-minute frequency upgrades to the
route 788 bus, integrated with the 887 and 788 express
service. The costs of those options range in a recurrent
sense from $305 000 a year to $2.5 million. The capital
costs range from a one-off $420 000 to $1.2 million.
These solutions, I think, are very worthwhile. It has to
happen because this bus service is the only option for
the disadvantaged, the elderly, the workers, the
students, the pensioners and the sick people who rely
on it. We are the second worst municipality for bus
services in Victoria. That is a matter of fact.
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Labor have been in government for 15 of the past
19 years. Just because Nepean is not a target seat does
not mean that the sick, the elderly or our students should
put up with a bus service like this, which even PTV says
is not good enough and is overcrowded. It has just come
to my attention that this year a number of school
students have been missing school because the bus is so
full that it just keeps going. It is a real issue. After 15 of
the past 19 years it is about time that the people of
Nepean got their fair share of transport funding.

Yan Yean Road duplication
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (19:19) — (14 340) My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety, and the action I seek is that the minister
explore ways that VicRoads can further minimise tree
removal through the design process for the Yan Yean
Road duplication stage 2 project. My local community
have raised concerns with me about the potential
impact on significant river red gums. These local
concerns have come to light through the extensive
consultation process that is being currently run by
VicRoads.
Locals are very grateful that this government funded
Yan Yean Road stage 1 and in last year’s budget
funded stage 2 as well. They recognise that tree
removal can be a consequence of road improvement,
but they have particular concerns about two significant
and very large river red gums that are at the gateway to
rural Doreen. They are something that people really
identify with as being part of the character of Doreen.
Locals are particularly grieving about the loss of river
red gums in the area after the unfortunate removal of a
massive river red gum on the corner of Bridge Inn and
Plenty roads to make way for a supermarket. This tree
went overnight — no consultation, no advice to
people — so people have been very, very upset about
this. When I went to find out how this could have
occurred and I asked the council how it occurred, it
came to light that it was the doing of the previous
planning minister, who had called in the Coles
development on the corner of Bridge Inn Road and
Plenty Road and then approved the removal of native
vegetation — the massive river red gums — there with
no advice to the community.
We are not that sort of government. The Minister for
Planning is in the house right now, as is the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety, and I know we take a
completely different approach when we are building the
necessary infrastructure that is needed to support our
community, something that the previous planning
minister on his watch did not do. He expanded the
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urban growth boundary. The population of Mernda and
Doreen doubled on his watch between 2011 and 2014,
and I am sad to report to the house that not one dollar of
state funds was allocated during his time as planning
minister, when all this population growth occurred, to
support this growth. We are now getting on with the
job, and I am delighted that the Bridge Inn Road
duplication has been funded in this year’s budget
because I think it offers opportunities to maybe have a
different approach to the intersection. I urge the
minister to have VicRoads act.

Responses
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) (19:22) — In relation to the Yan Yean Road
project, this is early consultation. We have received a
lot of community feedback. We will very much work
with the community to ensure that we minimise the
impact on the environment around this road
construction, absolutely. I know that river red gums
used to be taken out of Hallam many years ago to
actually line the inner-city streets — the lanes. Funnily
enough these river red gums have been incredibly
popular through the history of Victoria. Absolutely we
will ensure that we minimise that impact, and we will
continue working with the community to ensure that we
save as many as possible.
In relation to the member for Gippsland South, we have
just finished our budget. As the member would be well
aware, there is new spending of $941 million in
regional Victoria, and that is separate from the money
we are spending currently, which was repurposed
funding from the east–west link. I think it is over
$700 million that we worked with his colleague Darren
Chester to ensure did not go to the east–west link but
actually went to regional Victoria. We have just
finished our budget and that is something we will
consider in the future, but obviously since it is a project
we started in 2007 we have a very good record of
getting the job done.
The member for Mordialloc had an issue for the
Minister for Training and Skills; I will refer that off.
The member for Croydon had a matter for the Minister
for Education. The member for Bentleigh had another
question for the Minister for Education. The member
for Yuroke had a question for the Minister for
Emergency Services. The member for Hastings had a
question for the Minister for Education. The member
for Burwood had a question for the Minister for Police.
The member for Nepean had a question for the Minister
for Public Transport and, lastly, the member for
Geelong had an issue she wanted raised with the
Minister for Regional Development.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house
now stands adjourned until tomorrow.
House adjourned 7.24 p.m.
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