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ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY
Tuesday, 22 May 2018

ASSEMBLY

Tuesday, 22 May 2018
The SPEAKER (Hon. Colin Brooks) took the chair
at 12.03 p.m. and read the prayer.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY
The SPEAKER (12:03) — We acknowledge the
traditional Aboriginal owners of the land on which we
are meeting. We pay our respects to them, their culture,
their elders past, present and future, and elders from
other communities who may be here today.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER (12:04) — Before calling questions
I would like to acknowledge a former member for
Bundoora, Ms Sherryl Garbutt, in the gallery today —
one of the three best members for Bundoora.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Sports funding
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) (12:04) — My
question is to the Treasurer. Treasurer, a week ago you
told the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee that
you do not know the value of the 15 000 square metres
of prime harbourfront land that you have gifted to the
AFL to build a new corporate headquarters. Given you
have now had a full week to determine the value of the
taxpayers asset that you are giving away, I ask you
again: what is the value in nominal terms and in today’s
dollars of the 40-year harbourfront lease that your
government is handing to the AFL?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) (12:05) — I thank the
member for Malvern for his question, and I also thank
him for the opportunity for us to restate our
commitment to the sports and stadiums package, which
will be a great boon to Victorian sport and will ensure
that the grand final stays well into the 2050s as a
consequence of our investment. You want to know
what the value of this total package is? I will tell you
what the value is: it is the fact that we have retained the
grand final.
Mr M. O’Brien — On a point of order, Speaker, the
question was specifically about the land value of the
new corporate headquarters site that the government
has gifted to the AFL. The Treasurer has not even
sought to answer that question, and I ask you to bring
him back to answering the question he was asked, not
speaking about different issues which he was not asked.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer has only
been answering the question for a short period of time.
The Treasurer to continue.
Mr PALLAS — Well, Speaker, isn’t it a telling
indictment of those opposite? They know the cost of
everything and the value of nothing. That is how they
govern, that is how they turned their back on Victorians
and that is why in this budget we put over 13 times
more in sport over our last four years than they did in
their last year.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Minister for
Police and the member for Malvern to assist with the
running of question time, and I ask the member for
Ripon to stop shouting across the chamber.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Treasurer is continuing to talk about anything but the
question he was asked. I renew the point of order made
by the member for Malvern, and I ask you to bring him
back to answering the very specific question that he
was asked and to account to this Parliament and to the
community about the public money he is spending.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order. The Treasurer to continue answering the
question.
Mr PALLAS — Look, I will just make the point
again: you might ask what the cost of this is and I will
tell you what the opportunity cost of this is every time,
because it is not simply about the state putting a dollar
value on it.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — The member for Bass is warned.
Mr PALLAS — It is about the entire package and
its value to the people of Victoria.
Mr M. O’Brien — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Treasurer is required to answer to the people of Victoria:
what is the value of this land he has given away to the
AFL? It is not for him to say, ‘I do not want to tell you’.
He is required to answer to this house as a minister what
the value of this land was. He has not done it, and I ask
you to bring him back to answering the question, if he is
not too embarrassed to tell the truth.
The SPEAKER — Order! I understand the point of
order that the member for Malvern is making, but the
Treasurer is complying with the sessional and
standing orders.
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Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Malvern is warned.
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and have the Treasurer answer the question which was
actually asked.
The SPEAKER — Order! I will consider that
matter and come back to the house.

Supplementary question
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) (12:08) — Treasurer,
given you are handing the AFL $225 million to
renovate its own private asset, Etihad Stadium, and you
are gifting the AFL 15 000 square metres of prime
harbourfront land for the next 40 years, why do you still
propose to charge not-for-profit community sporting
clubs interest on loans to repair their change rooms?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) (12:09) — The member
for Malvern is being deliberately obtuse. So we are
very clear about this, when it comes to community
sports infrastructure, this government is providing in
this budget $60 million. Now, let us be clear: never in
their four years in government did they ever come close
to putting that money up.
Mr M. O’Brien — On a point of order, Speaker, my
question specifically related to the interest that this
government is charging on loans to community sporting
clubs. I asked him why he is continuing to do that in
light of his giveaway and largesse to the AFL. He is
halfway through his answer; I ask you to bring him
back to addressing the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Treasurer to
come back to answering the question.
Mr PALLAS — Once again, Speaker, just to be
clear: the community sports infrastructure loans will
effectively leverage about $100 million of opportunity.
It is $5 million, where we give them access to the
borrowing of Treasury Corporation of Victoria and
indeed the state. The $5 million cost is to underwrite
and reduce that borrowing rate. Let us be clear: nobody
is forced to take these loans up, but because we are
giving so much more in sports funding, there is plenty
more appetite to do more.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — The member for Gippsland
South, the member for Hawthorn, the member for
Hastings and the member for Essendon are all warned.
Mr M. O’Brien — I suppose you do not need a
loan when you get a big cheque from the Treasurer. On
a point of order, Speaker, in relation to the answer to
the substantive question, I argue it is not within the
terms of sessional order 9, and I ask you to review it

Ministers statements: emergency services
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (12:11) — I rise to
update all honourable members on announcements the
government has made today in relation to protecting
our emergency services workers and appropriately
punishing those who do them harm. All of our
emergency services workers put themselves in harm’s
way to keep us safe, to fight crime. They are there
whenever we need them in fire and flood, in conflict, in
crisis, and the least that we can do as a Parliament is
deal with the significant flaws that were highlighted in a
judgement of the County Court last week. Those laws,
passed by the previous Parliament, under the previous
government, need to be remedied.
That is why our government today has outlined that a
number of offences relating to causing injury to
emergency services workers will be shifted to
category 1, where there is a mandatory jail term, and
beyond that we will substantially and importantly
reduce and scale back the so-called ‘special reasons’, as
drafted by those opposite. There will no longer be an
ability for any offender who is intoxicated, who is
drunk, to use that as a get-out-of-jail-free card. If you are
under the influence of drugs, similarly that will not be a
‘special reason’. The error of those opposite, as exposed
last week, will be remedied by these changes. If you
cause harm to a paramedic or a police officer or any
member of our emergency services, jail will mean jail.

North-east link
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) (12:14) — My
question is to the Treasurer. Treasurer, you admitted to
the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee last
week that your 2018–19 budget contains not a single
dollar to fund construction of a $16.5 billion north-east
link. In light of this, do you rule out imposing any new
or additional taxes, levies or charges on Victorians in
order to pay for your unfunded north-east link?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) (12:14) — I thank the
member for Malvern for his question. I suppose we
should make the point that if you want to see the
difference between this side of Parliament and the other
side, it is that we seek a mandate for the things that we
do. We have put $100 million aside for this vital
project, but we will not proceed to deliver it unless and
until we have a mandate from the people of Victoria.
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Importantly, look at what we did with Melbourne
Metro. We put aside $300 million in Labor’s Financial
Statement for the planning and delivery, ultimately, of
this vital project. And what is happening? An almost
$11 billion project is underway because this
government got going.
Mr M. O’Brien — On a point of order, Speaker, the
question asked the Treasurer to rule out imposing any
new or additional taxes, levies or charges to fund the
north-east link. I invite you to bring the Treasurer back
to giving Victorians that assurance. Will you rule out
new or additional taxes, levies or charges to fund the
unfunded north-east link?
The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order. I ask the Treasurer to answer the question asked.
Mr PALLAS — Well, as the member for Malvern
already knows, if this government receives a mandate
to deliver this project, it will be a toll road — we have
been very clear about that — and it is our intention to
seek a mandate from the people of Victoria. We will go
to the next election with a very clear offering to the
people of Victoria: vote for us and you will get the
north-east link; vote for those opposite and you will not.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Macedon is warned.
Mr M. O’Brien — On a point of order, Speaker, the
question did not refer to tolls; it referred to taxes,
charges and levies and asked the Treasurer to rule them
out. The Treasurer did not do so, and I would ask you
to review the answer under sessional order 9.
Mr Pakula — On the point of order, Speaker, the
question asked the Treasurer if he would rule out any
taxes, charges or levies, and he said it will be tolled.
A toll is a charge. I do not know how much clearer he
can be.
The SPEAKER — Order! I will carefully check
Hansard and come back to the house.
Supplementary question
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) (12:17) — Treasurer,
you have previously said that you would keep debt to
gross state product at a level no greater than the level
you inherited from the previous coalition government.
Given you have failed to explain how you will pay for
your unfunded $16.5 billion north-east link, can you
confirm: will this debt promise continue to be a
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commitment of the Andrews Labor government — yes
or no?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) (12:18) — We have been
very clear that during this term of office that we will
keep debt below the level we inherited. Might I say not
only is debt below the level we inherited but the surplus
is substantially larger and the economic growth is
substantially larger too. We are actually spending close
to three times the capital amount that those opposite
spent on infrastructure. So we do not really need
lectures from those opposite about how to manage an
economy. But importantly we will say to the people of
Victoria what our fiscal parameters will be. We will
seek a mandate from them at an appropriate stage.

Ministers statements: manufacturing sector
Mr CARROLL (Minister for Industry and
Employment) (12:18) — I rise to update the house on
how the Andrews government is creating
manufacturing jobs not just in Melbourne but in
regional Victoria. Last Thursday I had the great
pleasure of joining another A-grader on our side of the
house, the member for Bendigo West, in Castlemaine
to talk about regional jobs and regional manufacturing.
Victoria will always be the home of manufacturing. It is
a cornerstone of our economy. The numbers speak for
themselves: 280 000 people employed across 13 000
businesses, 15 months of consecutive growth and
exports over $18 billion.
But it is not just in Melbourne that manufacturing is
going strong; it is also in regional Victoria. Twenty per
cent of manufacturing is in regional Victoria, and why
shouldn’t it be? There is access to raw materials,
industrial land and wonderful cities. It is just like when
the member and I were in Castlemaine last week to
meet with representatives of Vossloh Cogifer, which
does all the drilling machines and hard work on our rail
network, being well supported by the Minister for
Public Transport. With our support they have installed a
new computer numerical control milling machine,
which is adding 10 more employees.
Most importantly when we talk about jobs, we are
talking about strength. We love talking about jobs on
this side of the house, but I also see there have been
some new jobs created on that side of the house, with
David Mond, the new Liberal Party organisational
Treasurer, saying, ‘I want to offer my heartfelt
congratulations and thanks to Marcus Bastiaan, an
outstanding talent and dedicated leader of the team’. I
thought the Leader of the Opposition was the leader,
but the new Liberal Party Treasurer says it is
Marcus Bastiaan.
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Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order!
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is now proceeding to debate the issue and not
make a minister’s statement. I ask you to bring him
back to compliance with sessional orders.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Gembrook! There is too much noise in the chamber. I
uphold the point of order. The minister to come back to
making a minister’s statement.
Mr CARROLL — Manufacturing is growing under
the Andrews Labor government. As Jane Hume said on
Q&A, they just need to work a little harder on their side
of the house and they might go somewhere, but while
we are busy counting job numbers they are busy
counting numbers on the Leader of the Opposition.

North-east link
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) (12:21) — My
question is to the Treasurer. Treasurer, you have form
on breaking promises and making users of other roads
pay for your unfunded road projects, such as your
attempt to make CityLink users pay decades of higher
tolls to fund the West Gate tunnel. Will you rule out
making any change to any tolling arrangements on any
other road in order to pay for your unfunded north-east
link — yes or no?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) (12:21) — First of all
there is at least one part of the Liberal Party that likes
this road, and they are in Canberra. They are making a
very substantial contribution to this road — the road
that the Leader of the Opposition has said he will tear
up contracts on, or words to that effect. But importantly
our position is not to do what those opposite did — they
decided to charge the entirety of network users — for
the extension of the West Gate tunnel or for the
Tullamarine-Calder freeways upgrade. It is to make
sure that we get a proper bargain at a lower rate; we did
it for the West Gate tunnel — let us be very clear.
Mr M. O’Brien — On a point of order, Speaker, it
was a very clear question: will the Treasurer rule out
making any change to any tolling arrangements on
other roads in order to pay for the north-east link? It
invites a very simple yes or no. I would ask you to ask
the Treasurer to give that answer — yes or no.
The SPEAKER — I ask the Treasurer to come back
to answering the question.
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Mr PALLAS — The member for Malvern may or
may not know, but we are going through a business
case process preparation at the moment.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr PALLAS — Of course they laugh and they
guffaw, Speaker. They guffaw, because why would you
need to understand a business case for a road? You just
make up your mind that you are going to proceed with
it, regardless of facts or information. This is Trumpism
gone mad, Speaker. We will advise ourselves once we
are apprised of the full information. The people of
Victoria will get the opportunity to vote on it.
Mr M. O’Brien — On a point of order, Speaker, for
the third and hopefully final time, I ask you to ask the
Treasurer to answer the question. Will he rule out
changing any tolling arrangements on any other road to
fund the north-east link? For the third and final time —
yes or no?
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
Mr PALLAS — We are committed to building vital
infrastructure projects for this state — $13.7 billion of
infrastructure is being built in this budget. With respect
to the fear campaign that those opposite will no doubt
seek to indulge themselves in, this government has no
plans to change the tolling structure on other roads in
respect of this road. Indeed, quite frankly, this road will
be funded from state contributions, it will be funded
from user contributions and it will be funded from that
part of the Liberal Party that actually supports the
road — the federal government.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hawthorn and the member for Warrandyte have
already been warned, I think.
Supplementary question
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) (12:25) — Treasurer,
you were Steve Bracks’s chief of staff when he
promised Victorians before an election that there would
be no tolls on EastLink and then broke his promise after
the election. You also promised Victorians before an
election that no compensation would be paid to rip up
the east–west link, but you paid out $1.3 billion to do
so. Treasurer, given your and Labor’s track record on
deceit, how can Victorians take you on trust that you
will not toll the Eastern Freeway?
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Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) (12:25) — Yes, I was
former Premier Bracks’s chief of staff — and what a
great Labor Premier he was. Might I also say that, yes, I
was his chief of staff, but the member for Malvern was
his own man when he signed the dodgy side letter,
when he tried to keep it secret — the benefit-cost ratio
and the business case. He tried to keep it all secret from
Victorians. When this government came to power we
basically produced it, which showed exactly what you
were up to — 45 cents in the dollar —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr PALLAS — Of course we continue with our
commitment to deliver the vital infrastructure that this
state needs. We will of course let the people of Victoria
know, seeking a mandate, and that is exactly what this
is about. Every day you talk about this piece of
infrastructure, people will be reminded of your
dishonesty.

Ministers statements: road infrastructure
projects
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) (12:26) — It is a pleasure to update the house
on last week’s Transport and Infrastructure Council
meeting in Darwin. It was a great meeting. We were
there to discuss the infrastructure needs of the country.
It was a lovely 27 degrees, and I was up there with the
Minister for Public Transport.
Above all else it was actually very enjoyable to meet
with my federal counterparts, Minister McCormack and
obviously Minister Fletcher. They were telling us they
were very keen to get the business case for the
north-east link, because of course they know the travel
time savings which will be realised, unlike their
Victorian counterparts — 30 minutes travel time
savings from the north to the south, massive reductions
if you are going to the airport from the east and the
south-east, and 15 000 trucks off north-eastern streets,
returning the local roads to local residents. We know
that the Doncaster busway will deliver 30 per cent
travel time savings and improvements.
It is great to be part of a crusading coalition who wants
to deliver the infrastructure that Victoria needs. We
know those on the other side are into a different type, a
holy crusade. Whether it be the Sun King Emperor,
Emperor Kroger or Bishop Bastiaan and his little band
of branch stackers —
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is now departing from making a ministers
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statement and is debating issues. I ask you to bring him
back to compliance with sessional orders.
The SPEAKER — The minister did depart from
making a ministers statement. I ask him to come back
to making a ministers statement.
Mr DONNELLAN — We are very keen to crusade
in the streets, whether it be Rosanna Road, Fitzsimons
Lane, Bulleen Road or Lower Plenty Road, to get those
trucks and the cars off the local streets and get them
onto a higher order arterial. We know others have been
hunting, they have been crusading, down at Narracan,
Burwood, Higgins, Chisholm and Menzies. It is a very
unholy crusade, trying to knock off those lefties and
ungodly infidels —
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is now defying your ruling. I ask you to
instruct him in the remaining 7 seconds to come back to
making a ministers statement.
The SPEAKER — I uphold the point of order. The
minister is to come back to the statement.
Mr DONNELLAN — It is very much wet work
being a weed in the Liberal Party.

Education funding
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) (12:29) — My question
is to the Minister for Education. Can the minister advise
what school capital investments there have been to
date —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER (12:29) — Order! The member for
Hastings will leave the chamber for a period of 1 hour.
Honourable member for Hastings withdrew from
chamber.
Mr NARDELLA — My question is to the Minister
for Education. Can the minister advise what school
capital investments there have been to date by the
government in existing schools in Melton, and when
these will be delivered?
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) (12:30) —
I thank the member for Melton for his question. Before
I get to the substance of his question in terms of
investments in schools in the Melton electorate, we
should think about the investment across the state over
our four budgets — $3.8 billion — the biggest
infrastructure campaign, the biggest infrastructure
building program that this state has ever seen;
1300 upgrades and 70 new schools in the construction
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pipeline. The budget that we delivered just a few weeks
ago was $1.25 billion in one budget, the equivalent of
what those opposite delivered in four years.
In terms of the question from the member for Melton,
in the most recent budget there is $6.4 million to
upgrade Melton West Primary School and funding to
purchase land for the future Cobblebank secondary
school. In Melton across our four budgets there has
been $55 million for new schools and upgrades,
compared to $17 million under those opposite. That is
more than three times the level of funding.
Firstly, in terms of Melton West Primary School, there
is $6.4 million for upgraded and modernised facilities,
including a new gymnasium, a canteen, music and arts
buildings, a new toilet block, a new administration
building and landscaping works. Planning was already
done and funded in the previous budget, so this latest
investment will go out to tender very, very shortly. It
will go out to tender next month and then construction
will begin in the next couple of months — so very
quickly we are going to see the works. There is
$4.3 million for Melton Secondary College for the
upgrading of classrooms and maintenance, a new admin
area and a car park currently in construction. We should
be finished by about February next year. There is
$5.5 million for Melton Specialist School. A new admin
multipurpose canteen area is currently under
construction, with planned completion by February.
There is $8 million for Bacchus Marsh, which should be
completed by about mid-next year. There is $200 000
for Arnolds Creek currently out for tender, with
completion by about August of this year. There is
$4.2 million for Kurrajong Primary School. The scope
includes new admin, upgrades to site infrastructure,
landscaping currently out for tender and a projected
completion date by September next year. Melton South
Primary School is completed, with new relocatables.
There is $541 million in maintenance for Staughton
College. Again, that project is completed. Right across
the electorate of Melton the Andrews Labor government
is investing in schools, unlike those opposite.
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, the
whole house could see that the minister was reading
from a prepared statement. I ask you to direct him to
make it available to the house.
The SPEAKER — Order! Was the minister reading
from a document or referring to notes?
Mr MERLINO — Referring to notes, Speaker.
That massive list of investment in schools in Melton
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and schools right across Victoria is something you
would never understand.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Warrandyte has been warned.
Supplementary question
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) (12:33) — My
supplementary question to the minister is: last week
Exford Primary School school council president
Jacqueline McDonald and vice-president Sharon Mills
wrote to you regarding the growth issues and pressures
on the school. The minister has visited the school with
me in the past. My question is: will you make some
time to meet with me and them to discuss the issues
raised in the email to you?
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) (12:34) —
I thank the member —
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker,
perhaps the member for Melton might have had more
money available for his school if he had not rorted
$175 000 from the Victorian taxpayer. There might
have been more money available if you had not stolen
that money.
The SPEAKER — Order! That is a not a point of
order.
Mr MERLINO — The Liberals will never talk
about their massive cuts to education, the huge backlog
of schools that required fixing by the Andrews Labor
government.
I thank the member for Melton for his supplementary
question. I received correspondence from Exford
Primary School and I have previously met with Lisa
Campo, the principal at Exford. I would be very pleased
to meet with them again. I understand, in terms of
growth right across the state, we need to accommodate
90 000 additional students by 2022. In terms of Exford
they have quadrupled their enrolments since 2012. I
understand there is more to be done. We inherited a
massive backlog from the previous government, but I
understand there is more to be done in terms of
permanent facilities and access to services, so I would
be very happy to meet with the school as soon
as possible.

Ministers statements: police numbers
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) (12:35) — I
want to provide to the house an update on how our
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recruitment of new police is going. As the house will
recall we have funded 3135 police, on top of
attrition — so all new, all additional police. It is the
biggest ever uplift of police numbers in Victoria’s
history. It is not surprising that it is being delivered by a
Labor government, because the last time a Liberal
government funded new police was back in the
Hamer government.
What a success this recruitment drive has been. We
have had over 10 800 applications. We have 812 police
recruits at the academy right now. Over the next
12 months we will have 1274 new, additional police
recruits hitting the beat. They are already making a
difference, the ones that have gone out over the last
12 months.
This is not just about keeping communities safe, but it
is actually providing real job opportunities and careers
for many young people. I have had many opportunities
to go out with the recruits, have dinner with them, see
them at their graduation, see them in their training and I
can tell you that this opportunity — the 3000 additional
police — has been embraced by these young people —
and some older ones, as the Premier said — who see
this as a new way of developing their skills. So
people of all ages are really saying, ‘This government
has done an outstanding job in opening up this many
police positions’.
So while we are focused on the recruitment of new
police officers we have got others focused on recruiting
for power, recruiting ultraconservative members to
secure seats in Parliament, or as those who say —
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is proceeding to debate issues. You have
cautioned previous ministers to comply with sessional
orders. I ask you to ask the minister to also show
respect for the house by complying with sessional
orders and making a ministers statement rather than
proceeding to debate issues.
The SPEAKER — I ask the minister to come back
to making a statement.
Ms NEVILLE — I can tell you now, there is not
one of those recruits out there that are B-graders that
need to be moved on, unlike some others who are
recruiting to try and fill their seats in Parliament and
recruiting for power. We are getting on with delivering
the biggest number of police officers in this state.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Minister for Police is the latest in a series of ministers
today who have been defying your rulings and
proceeding to debate during ministers statements. I ask
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you to caution the Minister for Police and other
ministers that that is unacceptable and they should not
do so.
The SPEAKER — I have noticed, in my time in the
chair, that people on both sides of the house, whether
they are asking or answering questions or making
statements, do tend to push the boundaries. I ask all
members to stick to the standing and sessional orders.

Education funding
Mr T. SMITH (Kew) (12:38) — My question is to
the Minister for Education. Minister, Cobden Technical
School student, Joe Kellermeir, has Hunter syndrome.
Hunter syndrome is a degenerative condition
characterised by extreme breathlessness and cardiac,
muscular and skeletal pain that limits physical
capabilities. School life is a real struggle for Joe. In
May 2017 the education department approved the
school’s application for funding to undertake significant
accessibility capital works. Architects were appointed
and the project approved, yet a week ago the school
was advised the project will no longer receive any
funding in your state budget. Minister, why is it your
priority to employ 400 new fat cat education
bureaucrats, but to cut funding to students like Joe?
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) (12:39) —
I thank the member for Kew for his question. Firstly, in
regards to Joe and the Cobden school community, it is a
very serious issue in terms of providing for students
with additional needs, whether it is the reasonable
adjustments that schools are required to deliver under
the act or whether it is in regards to building
upgrades — facility upgrades — either through the
Inclusive Schools Fund or through our broader capital
works program. My message for the Cobden
community — I will get to the second part of your
question in a moment — is that we take the needs of
each and every school seriously.
We have got over 1500 government schools. All of
those schools have specific needs. We have got the
biggest building program that the state has ever seen.
There are some schools that have received planning
funding for capital projects. We know that there is more
work to be done, but whether it is in our mainstream
schools or whether it is in our special schools, where
we have upgraded well over 40 schools and are
providing additional new schools, we are committed on
this side of the house to investing in education. And as I
said in the previous question, our record is there for all
to see. In this budget alone —
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Mr T. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, the
question was very specific to Cobden Technical School
and accessibility capital works that were promised and
have not been delivered. When will the school get these
works delivered?
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister to
come to answering the question.
Mr MERLINO — Speaker, as I was saying, there
has been unprecedented investment in our schools. I
will check the comments from the member for Kew
and I will ensure that the Victorian School Building
Authority engages with the Cobden school community,
but everyone in Victoria knows who invests in
education and who cuts education.
Can I come to the second part of the member’s question
and his reference to so-called fat cats? When you have
the biggest school building program that the state has
ever seen, you need people there to actually deliver
it — 70 new schools and 1300 school upgrades. When
you talk about students with additional needs and
students who need welfare and wellbeing support —
psychologists, speech pathologists and occupational
therapists — those are the people we are talking about.
Those opposite gutted our regional offices. There was
no support for schools across Victoria, and given a
chance they would do it again.
Supplementary question
Mr T. SMITH (Kew) (12:43) — Minister, in the
2017–18 financial year, you spent at least $38 million
more to employ 411 extra education bureaucrats. None
of them teach a single child. Minister, today Joe and his
parents are watching this question time through the live
stream. Their second son, Chris, started high school this
year. He suffers from the same condition. Can you tell
them why you could not find the $500 000 needed to
upgrade Cobden Technical School to make school life
bearable for these two boys?
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) (12:43) —
Speaker, my message to Joe and his parents is that this
government is investing not only in capital upgrades
but also in terms of students with additional needs. It is
the Andrews Labor government that is reforming the
program for students with disabilities (PSD). That is
the funding program to support our kids, and we are
going to move from a deficit model to a functional
needs model.
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, as the
member for Kew pointed out, Joe and his family are
watching now. They do not need political rhetoric.
They want to know why a project that was approved
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has been stopped by this minister. That is what they
want to know. They do not want to hear the spin; they
want to hear why this project was stopped.
The SPEAKER — There is no point of order. The
minister to continue answering the question.
Mr MERLINO — There is no rhetoric in providing
additional support for students with additional needs,
whether it is the review of the PSD or whether it is
delivering greater support. These people may not be
teachers, but they are wellbeing workers — they are
psychologists, they are speech pathologists. They are
supporting students and their families in our schools. In
terms of the Cobden project —
Mr T. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, this
minister is not answering the question. It was a very
specific question. The family wants to know when
these works will be undertaken. It was promised. It
has not been delivered. They want to know, and they
are listening.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister has been
relevant to the question. He was just coming to Cobden.
The minister to continue answering the question.
Mr MERLINO — My message to Joe and his
family is that they can be assured that it is the Andrews
Labor government that invests in education, unlike
those opposite. I will speak with the Victorian School
Building Authority in terms of the Cobden school
community.

Ministers statements: Head Start
apprenticeships and traineeships program
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) (12:45) —
I rise to update the house on the rollout of the Andrews
government’s Head Start apprenticeships and
traineeships initiative, where students will have the
option of year 13 and then leave school with a Victorian
certificate of education or Victorian certificate of
applied learning in one hand and a trade certificate in the
other, fully qualified and ready for work.
Last week I announced that students at Maryborough
Education Centre in the electorate of Ripon will be one
of the schools that will offer this exciting new initiative
from next year. And it is not just in Maryborough
where students will benefit. I visited Phoenix P–12
Community College with the members for Wendouree
and Buninyong to announce that a cluster of Ballarat
schools will have the opportunity to participate.
Phoenix P–12, Mount Clear College, Ballarat High
School and Ballarat Secondary College will all offer
opportunities for these young people so they can take
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part in the Head Start apprenticeships and traineeships
program. From next month the department will provide
information sessions to participating schools so they are
ready to go from 2019.
But while we are focused on providing kids in the
electorate of Ripon and around Victoria — regional
Victoria — with pathways to great jobs, the member for
Ripon is more focused on attacking her National Party
comrades, taking seats off them.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Frankston.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, yet again
a minister is defying your previous rulings and is
proceeding to debate issues in breach of sessional
orders. I ask you to caution the minister that he needs to
comply with sessional orders and that you will sit him
down if he fails to do so.
The SPEAKER — Order! Ministerial statements
are not an opportunity to attack the opposition.
Mr MERLINO — We will continue to roll out this
wonderful Head Start initiative right across Victoria —
100 secondary schools, 1700 students. While we are
focused on pathways to jobs, we know the only jobs
those opposite are worried about — they want more
Liberal Party members in seats. They are a divided lot,
aren’t they.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Deputy Premier is defying your ruling. I suggest you
refuse to hear him further.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Premier has
concluded his statement.
Mr MERLINO — No, Speaker. I have got
6 seconds. I do not want to poke the bear, but we will
focus on investing in our kids, providing pathways to
jobs and delivering skilled workers.
Mr T. Bull — On a point of order, Speaker, I would
like to bring to your attention an unanswered question,
14 194, directed to the Minister for Early Childhood
Education on 28 March. It relates to the time frame to
address the operational and capital works issues at the
Omeo early learning centre, which is still not yet
resolved.
The SPEAKER — Was it a constituency question?
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Mr T. BULL — Yes, it was — 14 194. If you could
follow that up and get me an answer, that would be
greatly appreciated.
Mr Watt — Speaker, I raise a point of order with
regard to question 14 166. I have raised this particular
point of order previously. It was a question around
Crohn’s disease and colitis for a constituent. Given that
it is Crohn’s and Colitis Awareness Month, I would
have thought that the minister would have been able to
answer a question about Crohn’s and colitis and the
funding available for a constituent who suffers and who
is very interested in having this question answered. I
would really appreciate it if you could chase up with the
minister —
The SPEAKER — Can I just ask the member: was
it a question on notice or a constituency question?
Mr Watt — It was a question on notice. I would
really appreciate it if you could get the minister to
answer the question. She is required under the standing
orders to do that. Her belligerence is not appreciated by
me or my constituent.
The SPEAKER — Order! Points of order are not an
opportunity to reflect on other members of the house.
Has the member got any further points of order he
wishes to raise?
Mr Watt — No, this is the only belligerent minister
at this point in time.
The SPEAKER — Thank you, member for
Burwood. I will dutifully chase that up.
Ms Kealy — On a point of order, Speaker, I have a
constituency question which remains unanswered after
an extended period of time. The question was asked on
27 March and was to the Minister for Emergency
Services regarding a critical piece of equipment
required by the Gazette fire brigade — an ultralight.
This was not provided in the budget papers and is
something the community desperately wants. I refer to
question 14 169. Given the critical nature of this, I ask
you to ensure that the minister responds very promptly.
The SPEAKER — I thank the member for that. We
will follow that matter up.
Mr Katos — On a point of order, Speaker, I have
got an unanswered constituency question, 14 211,
directed to the Minister for Roads and Road Safety
regarding why he wants to put an acquisition line
through the front lounge room of a lady that lives on
Barwon Heads Road as part of its proposed duplication.
I ask you to get the minister to respond to that question.
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The SPEAKER — I thank the member for South
Barwon.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Warrandyte electorate
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) (12:52) — (14 389)
My constituency question is to the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety, and it is in regard to Warrandyte
Bridge. The bridge-widening project continues to draw
a lot of frustration from the local community due to the
lack of communication between VicRoads and the
community. When my office called VicRoads they
were told they could not answer any questions, saying
that any information needed to be sought from the
minister’s office. Unfortunately the minister’s office
routinely takes up to six to eight weeks to respond, and
this is clearly not particularly helpful for
Warrandyte residents.
Residents are frustrated at the slow pace of the works,
and it is not uncommon for residents to wait in traffic
jams, with it taking up to between 30 and 60 minutes to
get across the bridge. During the recent bridge closure
residents were given just one week’s notice of a
three-day closure, which is very little time to make
alternate plans. In addition, there is a considerable
safety risk, particularly for emergency services needing
to use the affected roads. Noting that this work was
supposed to be finished before the last bushfire season
commenced — November last year — can the minister
give an update on the schedule of the works, an
expected project finishing date for these works and
assurances that VicRoads will undertake greater
community engagement in the future?

Yan Yean electorate
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (12:53) — (14 390) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Public
Transport. I ask whether a Parkiteer bicycle storage
facility can be provided at Diamond Creek station to
assist passenger access to the train station and to
promote healthy travel options.

Gippsland South electorate
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) (12:54) —
(14 391) My question is to the Minister for Police. I
ask: when will South Gippsland receive more police to
better serve the region? In February I first raised this
matter in Parliament following a number of high-profile
criminal events and given the statistics at the time,
which showed a 17.8 per cent increase in crime in the
South Gippsland area. It concerns me greatly that on
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most weeknights from Sunday to Thursday from Phillip
Island through to Welshpool there are literally only two
divisional vans and another car operating on the entire
stretch. The minister and I have both recently received a
letter from Korumburra Business Association (KBA)
raising the same concerns. The KBA says that it is
concerned about the crime rate rising. It has noted:
These offenders know that the police are at the very least a
half-hour away but often much further than this and are well
gone by the time police arrive. This delay certainly doesn’t
act as a deterrent.

I ask the minister to provide more police for the South
Gippsland region.

Yuroke electorate
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) (12:55) — (14 392) My
question is to the Minister for Education. What
information can the minister provide in regard to the
second stage of the new Aitken Hill primary school?
This year’s budget provided $6.78 million in additional
funding to deliver the second stage of this new school,
bringing the total investment to over $20 million to
build what will be an outstanding new learning facility.
With the opening of Aitken Hill primary school rapidly
approaching for term 1 2019, I welcome the
opportunity to share more details about stage 2, and I
thank the minister for delivering these new facilities for
Yuroke residents.

South Barwon electorate
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) (12:55) — (14 393)
My constituency question is for the Minister for
Finance. Can the minister explain why Zeally Bay
Sourdough of Torquay is forced to pay higher
WorkCover premiums, being lumbered into a category
with industrialised bakers, and not being treated as the
artisan bakery that it is? I have been contacted by the
owners of Zeally Bay Sourdough, Jan and John Farnan,
who have raised their frustrations with the fact that they
are forced to pay a crippling amount of WorkCover
premiums. They are being treated as an industrial-sized
bakery, yet their business uses artisan techniques, and
one-third of their staff are administrative office based
and not physically working on the bakery floor.
In figures provided to me by Zeally Bay Sourdough for
the 2017–18 year, the premium costs were over
$57 000, an increase of 19 per cent on the previous
year. This again was on top of increases of 12 per cent
and 17 per cent over the previous two years. With a
growing and successful story like Zeally Bay, should
we not be doing more to actively encourage our small
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business to grow, and therefore ultimately hire more
people, creating more jobs in Victoria?
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Given this, the co-signatories are concerned by
council’s plans for Elsternwick Park. The concerns are
summarised in the following extract from their letter:

Ivanhoe electorate
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) (12:56) — (14 394) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Education. I
seek information on the progress of the construction of
the new performing arts centre at Viewbank College in
my electorate. This is a $11.5 million project, which I
had the pleasure of visiting with the principal, Judith
Craze, and some of the assistant principals, including
John Munro, just last week to again catch up with some
of the students. The works now through GJ block
largely are completed, so there are new classrooms and
refurbished science rooms and also preparation for
science experiments and science works. For the Singin’
in the Rain production in August this year we want to
make sure that the project is concluded in plenty of time
so we can enjoy the new production in that new
$11.5 million redevelopment of Viewbank College. I
look forward to the update.

The recent decision to ignore the request for an additional
oval at Elsternwick Park North, and to replace the 13 hectares
with a ‘passive/open space environmentally focused reserve’,
further intensifies the oval crisis. We believe the council
resolution is a change of land use and is inconsistent with, and
in breach of, the Crown land grant.

My question to the minister is: is Bayside council’s
intention for Elsternwick Park consistent with the
Crown grant?

Ripon electorate
Ms STALEY (Ripon) (12:59) — (14 397) My
constituency question is to the minister for Transport.
Why are traffic management vehicles with flashing
lights and staff with lollipop signs still needed to
manage the boom gates for every train that runs along
the Maryborough to Ararat rail line, given it is now
22 May and she declared the line open on 29 January?

Bass electorate

Frankston electorate

Mr PAYNTER (Bass) (12:57) — (14 395) Recently
the Premier along with his deputy rode into Pakenham
on their white horses and announced that they would be
funding a new secondary school alongside the John
Henry Primary School in Henry Road, Pakenham, and
promised the school community that by 2021, year 7
would commence. There was the announcement of the
land purchase next door to the primary school. The
problem with that is that there were no funds in the
2018–19 budget allocated to build the new John Henry
secondary college. So the school community is asking:
was in fact the Premier misleading the Pakenham
community when he came down and announced a new
secondary school starting in 2021 or in fact is the money
in the budget? If not, when is the budget announcement
or funding going to be allocated to the school?

Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) (13:00) — (14 398)
My constituency question is to the Minister for Industry
and Employment, and I ask: what benefits can
jobseekers in the Frankston electorate expect from the
Jobs Victoria program? We all know how important a
secure and stable job is to our wellbeing. It is not just
about a pay cheque; it is about a place in our
community. Being unemployed can too often cause
social isolation and problems well beyond simply not
having an income. That is why I have been proud of the
Andrews Labor government in that it is making sure it
does everything it can to ensure people have every
opportunity to get a job. I know that access to
employment is a top priority for local residents, and I
look forward to hearing from the minister how
Frankston constituents will benefit from this initiative.

Bentleigh electorate

I know there is a lot going on in Frankston at the
moment. It is almost a new evolution that Frankston has
never seen before, with more investment and more
passion injected into Frankston than ever — and people
from outside Frankston are starting to take notice. We
certainly want to make sure in the seat of Frankston,
our community of Frankston, that we are supporting
that growth and employing local people in those jobs.

Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) (12:58) — (14 396) My
question is to the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change. I recently received a letter co-signed
by AFL Victoria, Cricket Victoria, Football Federation
Victoria, St Kilda Football Club, Southern Football
Netball League, South Metro Junior Football League
and Victorian Amateur Football Association,
representing over 40 000 players and umpires. Teams
are being capped by Bayside council due to a shortage
of ovals.

Mr Pearson — On a point of order, Speaker, I
listened to the member for Bass’s constituency
question, and I seek your guidance. I know that the
member was not reading; he was thinking on his feet. I
am not sure, though, whether the question asked was
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pursuant to sessional orders, and I ask you to review
the question.
The SPEAKER — I will have a look at the
questions asked today and see if they were compliant
with the standing and sessional orders.

FLORA AND FAUNA GUARANTEE
BILL 2018
Introduction and first reading
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) (13:01) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to repeal and
re-enact with amendments the Flora and Fauna Guarantee
Act 1988 and to make consequential and related amendments
to certain other acts and for other purposes.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) (13:02) — I ask the minister
to provide a brief explanation of the bill.
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) (13:02) — The bill
will give a modern, overarching framework for
biodiversity protection and management in Victoria as
well as strong and effective protection for Victoria’s
native species and important habitats.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

SENTENCING AMENDMENT
(PROTECTING OUR PROTECTORS)
BILL 2018
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Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Gidley, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hibbins, Mr
Hodgett, Mr
Katos, Mr
Kealy, Ms
McCurdy, Mr
Morris, Mr
Northe, Mr

Sandell, Ms
Sheed, Ms
Smith, Mr R.
Southwick, Mr
Staley, Ms
Thompson, Mr
Thorpe, Ms
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Ms
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Watt, Mr
Wells, Mr

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

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

Motion defeated.

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE

Introduction

Alert Digest No. 7

Mr PESUTTO (Member for Hawthorn) (13:02) —
I move:

Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) presented Alert Digest No. 7
of 2018 on:

That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Sentencing Act 1991 to make further provision in relation to
the imposition of custodial sentences on offenders who attack
paramedics, police officers, custodial officers, youth custodial
workers and other emergency workers in the course of their
duties and in relation to the imposition of custodial sentences
on certain other offenders and for other purposes.

House divided on motion:
Ayes, 40
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Battin, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T.
Burgess, Mr

O’Brien, Mr D.
O’Brien, Mr M.
Paynter, Mr
Pesutto, Mr
Riordan, Mr
Ryall, Ms
Ryan, Ms

Electoral Legislation Amendment Bill 2018
Justice Legislation Amendment (Access to Justice)
Bill 2018
Justice Legislation Amendment (Terrorism)
Bill 2018
National Redress Scheme for Institutional Child
Sexual Abuse (Commonwealth Powers) Bill 2018
Serious Offenders Bill 2018
State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2018
together with appendices.
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Tabled.
Ordered to be published.

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Acting Clerk:
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 — Notices under
s 32(3)(a)(iii) in relation to:
Code of Practice for the Keeping of Racing Greyhounds
(Gazette G19, 10 May 2018)
Statutory Rule 38 (Gazette G19, 10 May 2018)
Land Acquisition and Compensation Act 1986 — Certificate
under s 7
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of approval
of amendments to the following Planning Schemes:
Glen Eira — GC83
Kingston — GC83
Stonnington — C274
Victoria Planning Provisions — VC143, VC146
Statutory Rule under the Seafood Safety Act 2003 — SR 51
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994:
Documents under s 15 in relation to — Occupational
Health and Safety Act 2004:
Ministers orders approving:
Compliance code: Demolition

1429

Crimes Legislation Amendment (Protection of Emergency
Workers and Others) Act 2017 — Sections 21 and 22 —
21 May 2018 (Gazette S218, 15 May 2018)
Firearms Amendment Act 2018 — Remaining provisions —
9 May 2018 (Gazette S209, 8 May 2018)
Gambling Legislation Amendment Act 2018 — Sections 6 to
9, 11 and 18 — 9 May 2018 (Gazette S209, 8 May 2018).

OFFSHORE PETROLEUM AND
GREENHOUSE GAS STORAGE
AMENDMENT BILL 2017
Council’s amendments
Returned from Council with message relating to
amendments.
Ordered to be considered later this day.

PRIMARY INDUSTRIES LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL 2017
Council’s amendments
Returned from Council with message relating to
amendments.
Ordered to be considered later this day.

ROYAL ASSENT
Message read advising royal assent on 15 May to:
Long Service Leave Bill 2017

Compliance code: Excavation
Documents under s 15 in relation to — Statutory
Rule 51
Documents under s 16B in relation to:
Education and Training Reform Act 2006 —
Ministerial Order No 1125
Housing Act 1983 — Director of Housing
determinations under s 142E
Victorian Electoral Commission — Report on the Northcote
District by-election held on 18 November 2017.

The following proclamations fixing operative dates were
tabled by the Acting Clerk in accordance with an order
of the house dated 24 February 2015:
Bail Amendment (Stage One) Act 2017 — Whole Act (except
ss 11 and 14(10)) — 21 May 2018 (Gazette S218,
15 May 2018)
Bail Amendment (Stage Two) Act 2018 — Remaining
provisions — 1 July 2018 (Gazette S218, 15 May 2018)

Major Events Legislation Amendment (Ticket
Scalping and Other Matters) Bill 2017
Service Victoria Bill 2017.

APPROPRIATION MESSAGES
Messages read recommending appropriations for:
Electoral Legislation Amendment Bill 2018
Justice Legislation Amendment (Terrorism)
Bill 2018
National Redress Scheme for Institutional Child
Sexual Abuse (Commonwealth Powers) Bill 2018
Serious Offenders Bill 2018.
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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Program
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport)
(13:12) — I move:
That, under standing order 94(2), the orders of the day,
government business, relating to the following bills be
considered and completed by 5.00 p.m. on Thursday,
24 May 2018:
State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2018
Serious Offenders Bill 2018
National Redress Scheme for Institutional Child Sexual
Abuse (Commonwealth Powers) Bill 2018
Electoral Legislation Amendment Bill 2018.

In making a few comments on the government business
program motion, I again repeat with optimism that this
is a program that should attract the unanimous support
of colleagues in the chamber. As you will see from the
program, the State Taxation Acts Amendment
Bill 2018 kicks us off today, and that is obviously a
budget-related bill. It is a particularly important
budget-related bill because it provides for that
all-important payroll tax cut for country businesses.
Over two budgets the Treasurer has done a fantastic job
in slashing the payroll rate for regional businesses by
50 per cent. If this bill passes through the Parliament,
we will have the lowest payroll tax of anywhere in the
country, and that will give us a great business and
economic advantage in regional Victoria. I would hope
that we will also receive unanimous support for that,
particularly from other regional members of Parliament.
While I am on matters related to the budget, I would
also like to indicate to the house that the government
will be starting proceedings with a take-note motion to
continue debate on the budget, even though the bill
formally passed this place during the last sitting week,
in line with the desire to allow all members who wish to
speak on the budget to be able to do so over
coming weeks.
There are a number of other important bills on the
program for this week. I would like to draw to the
attention of the house the National Redress Scheme for
Institutional Child Sexual Abuse (Commonwealth
Powers) Bill 2018. There has been a lot of work done
over successive governments on this important matter. I
indicate to the house that there is every likelihood that
there will be a lot of interest from members of the public
on this bill, and they may be either physically watching
in the chamber or watching the streamed coverage of the
Parliament’s proceedings. I am sure we are always on
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our best behaviour, but I think particularly when we are
considering that bill we should be respectful and
mindful of the broader audience that will be taking a
great interest in the debate.
Also, for completeness of the record, on the Offshore
Petroleum and Greenhouse Gas Storage Amendment
Bill 2017, a message has come from the upper house. In
discussions with the manager of opposition business
there is an agreement to have the Serious Offenders
Bill 2018 as an item of business tomorrow in order to
enable opposition members to gather their thoughts for
their contributions on that bill which has been amended
in the upper house. They are fairly straightforward
amendments.
With those few comments, as I said before, I
optimistically commend the motion to the house for
universal support of what is another very strong
government business program from the Andrews
Labor government.
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) (13:15) — This business
program has a number of significant bills on it. In
saying ‘significant’ I do not necessarily imply whether
they are beneficial or adverse in terms of their
substance, but they are certainly bills that have very
considerable implications for the community and which
will require careful consideration by this house. The
Electoral Legislation Amendment Bill 2018 proposes
far-reaching changes to the way in which political
parties, citizens and community groups can operate and
participate in the electoral process, and the implications
of that bill need very careful attention.
As referred to by the Leader of the House, the National
Redress Scheme for Institutional Child Sexual Abuse
(Commonwealth Powers) Bill 2018 seeks to give
further effect to a direction in terms of responding to
the issue of institutional child sexual abuse that has
been underway under successive governments for a
number of years. In particular in Victoria this scheme
arises from the recommendations of the Betrayal of
Trust inquiry that was undertaken by a committee of
this Parliament. Again without pre-empting the content
of the bill, it seeks to address an important aspect of
providing redress for victims of child sexual abuse. It
will be important that we make sure that the detail of
that bill is correct and that it will operate effectively.
The Serious Offenders Bill 2018 is a bill on another
important topic — that of the adequacy of the
sentencing regime and post-sentence provisions to
properly protect the community. It is a very large bill,
and again it is one that will need careful attention and
consideration both as to the adequacy and effectiveness
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of the measures that are in the bill and as to other issues
that may not be in the bill. Finally, there is the State
Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2018, which seeks to
give effect to some of the budget-related taxation
measures that have been announced by the government.

It is disappointing that while there is an
acknowledgement from those opposite that there is a
substantial program of legislation this week, they are
content to seek to disrupt and oppose the government
business program, which is in the interests of Victorians.

On top of that, as the Leader of the House referred to,
there are two bills for which amendments have been
referred back to this place from the other place. The
Leader of the House has indicated that at least one of
those will be dealt with this week, and I presume she
intends to deal with the other one this week as well.

The bills put forward by the government this week are
the Electoral Legislation Amendment Bill 2018, the
National Redress Scheme for Institutional Child Sexual
Abuse (Commonwealth Powers) Bill 2018, the Serious
Offenders Bill 2018 and the State Taxation Acts
Amendment Bill 2018, which of course, as the Leader
of the House outlined in particular, provides an
opportunity for the house to debate and discuss and
make changes to the various state taxation acts. This
will allow the government to pursue its budget
initiative, which is very significant and warmly
welcomed in regional and country Victoria, to seek
payroll tax cuts of 50 per cent, the lowest in Australia,
with that indication put out there in the bill of this
mechanism that will allow that as part of the
government’s legislative agenda this week. Again it is
making sure that the community clearly understands
that our government continues to prioritise the needs of
regional and rural Victorians, particularly those
economic drivers in the business communities.

The key issue that is not on this government business
program is this house dealing with the issue of rorting
and abuse allegations against a large number of
members on the Labor side of this house. There has for
a long time been outstanding the issue of the very
serious allegations that led to the resignations of the
former Speaker and former Deputy Speaker, and those
have not been dealt with by this house. Then in more
recent times we have had the culmination of the
Ombudsman’s investigation into the red shirts rorting,
which made adverse findings in relation to a number of
Labor members of this house.
This house ought to deal with those matters. I have
made this point time and time again. It is a
responsibility of this house to uphold the standards of
this house and uphold our standing in the community,
and it is disgraceful that the government repeatedly
refuses to do so. They rightly, when in opposition,
called for action to address the allegations and the
findings of the Ombudsman in relation to the former
member for Frankston. That is something that the
government of the day also considered needed to be
dealt with. The house referred the issue to the Privileges
Committee. That committee reported. This house
considered that report and imposed sanctions on the
member. This is exactly the same process that should
be followed in relation to the allegations against the
members for Tarneit and Melton and the adverse
findings of the Ombudsman in relation to a large
number of Labor MPs.
It is disgraceful that the Labor Party is continuing to use
its numbers in this house to block any such
investigation and to cover up the conduct of their
members, and for that reason we oppose this
government business program.
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) (13:20) — I wish to
commend and support the contribution from the Leader
of the House in relation to the government business
program. Given the work that was outlined by the
member for Bendigo East, we had better get down to it.

With those few words and given it is a busy agenda that
we need to get through, I continue to commend the
business program to the house and look forward to
getting down to business, despite the efforts of those
opposite to delay those opportunities to progress these
vital changes, particularly in relation to the payroll tax
cuts for regional and country businesses across Victoria.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) (13:22) — I rise to speak
on the government business program. We have four
bills on it this week, and it is good to see the Electoral
Legislation Amendment Bill 2018 coming up — it is
good to see donations reform coming up; the Greens
have been pushing for that for a very long time. It is
good to see that the government is making good on the
promises it made at the Northcote by-election, or at
least some of those promises — we have still got
renters rights and the plastic bag ban to go. Time is
running out, so I look forward to seeing those bills
being introduced into this place with enough time given
for them to pass this Parliament.
We have opposed the government business program for
quite some time now because we have not seen the
referral of the members for Melton and Tarneit to the
Privileges Committee, and we have also now got the
failure to take any further action regarding the
Ombudsman’s report. These scandals — this misuse of
public money — have been one issue, but then it has
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been the failure of this chamber to follow up and take
appropriate action that has been almost an even greater
issue and has really cast a shadow over this place, so we
have not supported the government business program
because of that.
It is worth pointing out too that the government
business program is essentially the legislative
guillotine. If the government business program were
not to pass — and I believe in previous parliaments
when the numbers changed, the government business
program was not passed — it would simply mean that
bills would go through in the normal process and we
could go through the normal process. It would not
necessarily mean that things would be delayed. It would
just mean that people would be free to speak, and then
of course the government —
Mr Pearson — Nothing would get done. Do you
want the lazy lounge, where nothing gets passed?
Mr HIBBINS — What absolute nonsense! If this
Parliament were to not pass the government business
program, we would proceed with bills, people would
speak and the government or anyone would have the
right to then put the question.
Mr Pearson — Nothing would happen.
Mr HIBBINS — The member for Essendon speaks
a lot, but I tell you what — he does not say much. I
mean, really! I do not think he actually knows what he
is talking about here. I would suggest to the house that
it is entirely fine for them not to pass the government
business program, and in fact I would suggest to this
government and to any future government that it might
do well to do away with the government business
program altogether.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (13:25) — I am
delighted to support the Leader of the House’s motion,
and what absolute rubbish from the member for
Prahran. Is it any wonder why legislation is locked up
in the lazy lounge — otherwise known as the
Legislative Council, the other place — because of the
fact that nothing can get done? That is what the
member for Prahran is saying in his comments in his
contribution just then.
We have got a government business program, and it has
been the custom and practice of this place for 25-odd
years that the government of the day has the ability to
pass those bills it thinks are important. If the member
for Prahran had his way, nothing would happen. The
bills would just sit on the notice paper, debate would go
on and on and on, and then the member for Prahran
would be saying, ‘Why haven’t you gone off and
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passed this bill — why haven’t you passed this
legislation?’. Maybe if those in the other place did what
they were sent there to do and actually passed bills
rather than just block, delay and obfuscate, then maybe
we would not be in this position. That is the reality of
the situation.
We are not going to be like those opposite, where they
had the opportunity to govern this state for four years
and did nothing. We will not be like the Greens
political party that will use every step, every measure in
their arsenal, to prevent an elected Labor government
from delivering progressive government to this state.
We are holders of a proud tradition. We are the proud
beneficiaries of the Bracks-Brumby governments.
The Roman poet Virgil wrote about Aeneas in the
poem The Aeneid, in which the Trojan Aeneas fled
Troy and founded the Roman republic. In the same way
as Aeneas did in terms of founding the Roman
Republic, this government is doing the same thing by
continuing the great tradition of progressive
administrations that started under Cain and Kirner and
continued under Bracks and Brumby. We are not going
to be lectured to by people like the member for
Prahran — these blow-ins and dilettantes who do not
deserve to be at the table of progressive government
administration. All the member for Prahran does every
time he can is to line up with the member for Box Hill
and frustrate the agenda of the most progressive
administration in the state of Victoria.
I am proud to stand up and support the Leader of the
House’s motion. I am proud of the bills that are on this
government business program. I am proud that we are a
government that does the things we say we are going to
do. We came to the party. We came to the Parliament
with a clear legislative agenda, and we are going to
implement it and will not be frustrated and delayed by
people like the member for Prahran. I commend the
government business program.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) (13:28) — I would like to
speak on behalf of the National Party in coalition on
the government business program. We will be
opposing the program. We will be opposing the
program for very much the same reasons as the
manager of opposition business has laid out — that we
have had rorting by members and the actions that have
been taken have not passed that most important of
tests, which is the pub test. Similarly, the red shirts
issue that the Ombudsman has investigated and about
which she has made adverse findings — we all know
that the responsibility for that ends in this house. That
too is not passing the pub test. People are looking to
this institution, the Parliament, to take action on these
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matters and to hold people to account so they can be
satisfied and confident that the democratic process is
doing what it should. If no-one else will regulate or
discipline us, we must do it ourselves.
The program this week has a number of bills on it. The
State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2018 is an
extension instrument of the budget, and there are a
couple of things in there that are of interest, in particular
the exemption for duty payable in respect of first-time
purchasers of farmland by farmers under 35 years of
age. This aspect I think lines up with the first home
buyers type of duty, something which is important as
we move forward and as agriculture again reasserts
itself as a major contributor to the Victorian economy.
This too will help us as we move through the
generational change that is necessary in farming.
The Serious Offenders Bill 2018 brings into line
sentences for some of our violent offences with those
for serious sex offences in a state where crime is now
very much on people’s minds. Certainly for those who
perpetrate serious violent offences we do need to make
certain that they are not an unacceptable risk to our
community. Everybody out there is now worried about
crime. Even in country Victoria there is a concern about
the crime that is out there. People should be able to go
to bed at night not having to worry about what is likely
to happen while they are sleeping or worry about what
will happen to their friends and loved ones out in the
street. This is not acceptable, and particularly these
extremely serious violent offenders need to be treated
with the harshest possible sanctions from the law.
The national redress scheme for institutional child
abuse is another chapter in what has been a very, very
difficult process for those who went through the
institutional child abuse royal commission. This will
bring Victoria into line with the commonwealth over a
redress scheme. The Electoral Legislation Amendment
Bill 2018 reforms the electoral process.
It will be a busy program, particularly as there are still a
large number of people who are yet to make a
contribution on the budget. All Nationals members
have spoken on the budget and delivered those findings
back to our electorates. This is a program that is about
government business but is lacking those important
components, as stated by the member for Box Hill, so
that we have unfinished business in this house. We will
continue to oppose the business program until this
house does what it must, and it must discipline and
sanction itself.
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House divided on motion:
Ayes, 43
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Bull, Mr J.
Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
Couzens, Ms
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Hennessy, Ms
Howard, Mr
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
Kilkenny, Ms

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

Noes, 40
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Battin, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T.
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Gidley, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hibbins, Mr
Hodgett, Mr
Katos, Mr
Kealy, Ms
McCurdy, Mr
Morris, Mr
Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr D.

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

Motion agreed to.
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Beyond Perception: Seeing the Unseen
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) (13:38) — Earlier
this month I had the pleasure of representing the
Minister for Creative Industries to open a new
permanent exhibition at Scienceworks in Spotswood.
Beyond Perception: Seeing the Unseen allows teenagers
to step away from the theories they learn in the
classroom and immerse themselves in an environment
where they can experiment with the fundamental forces
of nature. The exhibition is designed to deepen the
interest of a whole new generation in science,
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technology, engineering and mathematics (STEM).
STEM education will be one of the keys to our state’s
future prosperity.
Scienceworks is at the frontline of engaging young
people in these subjects outside the classroom, with
record attendances year on year. Starting with under-5s
in the new Ground Up exhibition, Scienceworks is
helping future generations develop foundation skills for
STEM. Thanks go to the leadership of the Scienceworks
general manager, Nurin Veis, and the CEO of Museums
Victoria, Lynley Marshall. Support from the Andrews
Labor government includes a $17.3 million funding
boost to Museums Victoria’s operating budget over the
next four years. I am also proud of Labor’s $6 million
contribution to develop both the Ground Up and Beyond
Perception exhibitions.
Thanks must go to Jonathan Shearer, acting general
manager at Scienceworks, and to the scientists and
engineers from Monash University, RMIT, Deakin
University, the Australian Synchrotron and Museums
Victoria who collaborated on the Beyond Perception
exhibition — and especially to the 37 local high school
students from Hobsons Bay who provided their insights
through the youth advisory committee, JBoard.

Harry Dean
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) (13:39) — I rise today
to mark the passing of Harold Leslie Dean, known to all
as Harry, on 4 May this year. I had the great privilege
and pleasure of knowing Harry for over 20 years. I first
made his acquaintance when I was treasurer of the
Mornington branch of the Liberal Party, while Harry
was in charge of the area of finance. But we got to know
one other much better during the GST election of 1998.
By then I was the campaign treasurer for Dunkley, a
seat with a slim margin and one that was going to be
very difficult to hold. Under the circumstances the
approach to campaigning had to be fluid, and the
allocation of resources, particularly money, similarly
so. For everything to work as it needed to, the man in
charge of the money had to be prepared to back his
judgement, and he did. We held Dunkley in 1998. We
had a hardworking candidate and a hardworking team,
and Harry was a very important part of that victory.
Harry was much more than a great servant of the
Liberal Party and a good bloke to work with. When we
first met he was long retired and focusing on his
passion for golf. He had largely worked in Asia,
running the local operations of Fortune 500 companies
and their thousands — tens of thousands — of
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employees. His business expertise and experience was
second to none.
I count myself as exceptionally fortunate not only to
have met Harry but to have had the privilege of
working with him closely for a number of years. Harry,
you had a long and successful business career, and in
retirement you used your skills and judgement for the
benefit of your community. Your support and
enthusiasm will be greatly missed. I extend my
condolences to Harry’s family and particularly to
Margaret. Margaret, yours was truly a wonderful
partnership. Vale, Harry Dean.

Junior Triple Zero Hero Awards
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) (13:41) — I rise today to
congratulate two of my outstanding young constituents
in Michael Moore from Attwood and Aahana Chapade
from Roxburgh Park, who were recently recognised at
the 14th annual Emergency Services
Telecommunications Authority’s Junior Triple Zero
Hero Awards. Aahana called 000 after her mother had a
stroke in the school carpark, while Michael called 000
after he discovered a body while on a ride with his
friends. Michael and Aahana have set a great example
for other young people in helping to remind them of the
importance of knowing what to do in an emergency.
They should both be very proud of their conduct, and I
am pleased they have been recognised with this award.

Keith and Mary Herring
Ms SPENCE — In keeping with the theme of
saving people’s lives in an emergency, it gives me great
pleasure to acknowledge the late Keith Herring, ASM,
and Mary Herring. I was delighted to hear that both
Keith and Mary were recently acknowledged for their
tireless work in the formation of the first-ever
community emergency response team (CERT) in
Craigieburn and their service with the Craigieburn and
District Ambulance Committee, or CADAC. The
Craigieburn CERT recently announced that the award
presented to the best new recruit member will be
renamed the Keith and Mary Herring Achievement
Award. Mary will be asked to present this award each
year at the team’s annual dinner dance. Sadly, Keith
passed away in May 2016. Keith and Mary’s daughter,
Kath, as well as their grandchildren and other members
of the family were present for this announcement as
well as other emergency service dignitaries. This is
well-deserved recognition for two incredible and
tireless workers in the Yuroke community.
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David Treasure

Carrum Surf Life Saving Club

Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) (13:42) — I rise to
pay tribute to former member for Gippsland East David
Treasure, who sadly passed away on Saturday. David
was a highly respected member of the National Party
for 30 years and served two terms in this Parliament
from 1992 to 1999. While in this place he was a
member of the Library Committee and the Economic
Development Committee. He was a member of the
Mountain Cattlemen’s Association of Victoria and
served a term as president of that organisation. He was
also an Avon shire councillor.

Ms KILKENNY — I was delighted to acknowledge
some wonderful volunteers from the Carrum Surf Life
Saving Club at their recent awards dinner. The number
of patrol hours some of these volunteer lifesavers put in
is absolutely staggering, and the work the dedicated age
managers are doing with our young nippers is
commendable. There are also the volunteers behind the
scenes — the ones who do so much for this wonderful
club to help keep it ticking over.

In his early years David attended primary school at
Dargo and Lindenow South and secondary school at
Bairnsdale Technical School before becoming a
grazier. The Treasure family is one of the most
prominent names in Victoria’s High Country. The
Treasures have had a presence in East Gippsland since
1878, when George and Emily Treasure moved their
young family there on packhorses from Victoria’s
north-east. It is not surprising therefore that David had a
close relationship with the land. Like many cattlemen
of his generation, David was the beneficiary of the
knowledge and skills of his forebears.
David was an honest and down-to-earth man, a true
country gentleman and a man who had time for
everybody. He will be remembered as a passionate
defender of the bush and as a true custodian of the
mountain cattlemen’s culture and heritage. I extend my
condolences to his wife, Jennifer; children, Mandy and
Carl; and grandchildren, Sarah, Luke and Spencer.
David will be greatly missed by all who knew him.
Vale, David Treasure.

National Volunteer Week
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) (13:44) — This week is
National Volunteer Week, when we officially celebrate
and acknowledge the incredible work of thousands and
thousands of volunteers across our communities. I want
to thank all the volunteers in my electorate of
Carrum — those unsung heroes — for without them
our clubs and community groups would just not exist
and our local community would not be the vibrant,
engaging and inclusive place we are privileged to be
part of. I would like to encourage my local community
and community groups to nominate a local volunteer
for the 2018 Victorian Premier’s Volunteer Champions
Awards. Nominations close on Monday, 28 May.

I would like to specifically single out Kay Hasell. Kay
together with husband David does just about everything
at the club that is not to do with the water, from hiring
out the club to running the kiosk. This is a crucial role
for the club, with hiring bringing in about one-third of
the club’s revenue. Kay and David are there to greet
people at the club and help set up, and they are there
afterwards to clean up and pack away. They do not even
have kids at the club anymore, but their involvement
and contribution is absolutely invaluable and they do it
with such genuine joy and pride. Kay and David have
had a profound impact in giving their time to the
Carrum Surf Life Saving Club. I thank them for their
generosity and for their care and commitment to this
wonderful club and the people in our local community.

National Volunteer Week
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) (13:45) — National
Volunteer Week provides everyone with the
opportunity to pause, consider and then celebrate the
great work our volunteers do in our communities,
whether it be on a large or small basis, whether they are
out there front and centre or whether they are working
away quietly behind the scenes. There are around
6 million Australians who give their time in the service
of others. I want to thank all those volunteers who
willingly contribute to making our society and their
community a great place to live, particularly in my
electorate of Eildon.
It is hard to think of any sector in the community that is
not touched by volunteering or to which volunteers do
not make a vital contribution. Volunteers provide
support and care for the elderly. The latest Australian
Bureau of Statistics figures demonstrate that more than
160 000 volunteers actively participate within Victorian
health organisations. Through our Landcare groups
volunteers look after our beautiful natural environment
and even tackle invasive weeds. Our sporting clubs
could not survive without volunteers, nor could
community radio stations.
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There are many other community organisations and
church groups that volunteer in so many different ways.
We have volunteers in schools through formal
programs, perhaps though an Ardoch program, or
informally, with parents assisting with reading programs
or working bees. And of course when our communities
are at their most vulnerable our emergency services
volunteers in the Country Fire Authority, the Victoria
State Emergency Service (SES), Marine Search and
Rescue, Alpine Search and Rescue, Life Saving
Victoria, St John Ambulance Victoria and the Victorian
Council of Churches are all there to protect and assist us.
Tomorrow is Wear Orange Wednesday in support of
our dedicated SES volunteers, and I encourage all
members to wear at least a splash of orange.

All These Creatures
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (13:47) — I rise today
to congratulate writer and director Charles Williams on
his short film All These Creatures, which won the
Palme d’Or — short film at the Cannes film festival. All
These Creatures is set in the 1990s and was filmed in
Dandenong, as the member for Dandenong well knows.
It is the story of a 13-year-old Ethiopian boy dealing
with his destructive father and contemplating what sort
of a man he will become. The film won this prestigious
award among 3943 entries. Interestingly the film was
originally written without a gender or nationality in
mind, but it was after casting Yared Scott in the lead
role that the film pivoted and sought the involvement of
the local Ethiopian community. Yared Scott was born
in Ethiopia and raised by his adoptive parents in
Melbourne.
The success of this film is so important to our nation
and to African-Australians because it recognises
African-Australians as part of the Australian
community and does so on the world stage. For far too
long the stories of our community and of our nation
have been seen through the lens of white male
privilege. A film like this empowers the disempowered
and gives a voice to those who have been silenced for
far too long. While I am yet to view this short film, I
look forward to doing so in the near future.

David Hutchinson
Mr PEARSON — An old friend of mine, David
Hutchinson, has recently been ill. I first got to know
David when I was running for Essendon in 2014. Since
that time, David and his wife Judith have become very
good friends of mine and of my office. David is a
tireless worker for my community. He is focused, he is
diligent and he cares about making our community a
better place. Although David is temporarily out of
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action, I am looking forward to seeing him back at the
gym and making a significant contribution to our
community in the very near future. David, rest up and
look after yourself.

Monash University Clayton campus public
transport
Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverley) (13:48) — Today
in the Parliament I rise to recognise the announcement
of the commonwealth government to significantly
improve public transport to and from Monash
University, Clayton. I remember launching route 601
under the former Liberal government to significantly
improve public transport to Monash Clayton. The
previous Liberal government also provided funding to
undertake a detailed study of heavy rail to Monash
Clayton. The commonwealth government’s
$475 million announcement of heavy rail to Monash
Clayton is welcome and moves forward from the
route 601 and rail study projects undertaken by the
previous Liberal government. I again state my
continuing campaign to improve public transport for
Glen Waverley and Mount Waverley residents
travelling through the Monash University corridor. The
Liberals will continue to look at all the options for rail
connections from Monash, including options such as
extending towards Glen Waverley.

Mount Waverley electorate railway station car
parking
Mr GIDLEY — Today in the Parliament I renew
my campaign for the people of Glen Waverley and
Mount Waverley to be provided with appropriate car
parking facilities at local train stations. Between 2010
and 2014 the last state Liberal government invested
heavily to improve car parking facilities, including the
$10.8 million upgrade to Syndal station, which also
included construction of a multideck car park. Car
parking at Glen Waverley, Mount Waverley and
Jordanville stations was also improved. In contrast, there
has not been a single car park improvement at Glen
Waverley or Mount Waverley train stations since the
Andrews Labor government was elected at the end of
2014. Even worse, car parking at our local train stations
has gone backwards as demand has increased, meaning
residents are forced to park miles away and walk to the
station, often along poorly lit and isolated streets.

Banyule Community Health Service
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) (13:50) — I rise to
congratulate and to thank the newly inducted life
members of what was in 1975 the West Heidelberg
Community Health and Welfare Centre and today is the
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Banyule Community Health Service: Sister Frances
Baum of the Missionary Sisters of the Sacred Heart of
Jesus — I want to congratulate her for her life
membership of the Banyule Community Health
Service; Jim Pasinis, the former and long-serving chief
executive officer of the service; David McKenzie, the
deputy chair of the board and also, since 1991, a
member of the board of directors, who is a former
member of the House of Representatives for Diamond
Valley; and of course Peter Ogden, a board member
since 1990 and previously a local business operator in
West Heidelberg, who can often be found in the cafe at
the community health service, keeping his finger on the
pulse of all the comings and goings.
Can I say, on behalf of our community, we want to
commend the CEO, Mick Geary, and the board chair,
John Ferraro, and his team for making sure that this was
a respectful and appropriate occasion to acknowledge
decades of service from these people. It is a hard-earned
right to be a life member of the Banyule Community
Health Service. We are very thankful for their work.
The community health service was rebuilt by the
Bracks government in 2007 and continues to improve
the health and wellbeing of our community. We are
very thankful for the service and the work of everyone
who works there.

Building cladding replacement
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) (13:51) — I rise to call on
the government to establish a fund to pay for the
immediate replacement of dangerous cladding and
other safety measures on apartment buildings found to
have non-compliant, flammable cladding. Many
residents in the Prahran electorate have raised this
serious issue with me. Some have bought units in
apartment buildings in good faith and are now being
left in the lurch, faced with massive costs of tens of
thousands of dollars to replace cladding, install safety
measures or alternatively face eviction. What was
for some people their dream home is now turning into
a nightmare.
This has come about because of a failure of regulation,
of compliance and of enforcement. I would point to the
privatisation of building surveyors as one of the key
causes. What was a public function, carried out in the
public interest through local government, was
privatised many years ago now, resulting in dodgy
buildings being signed off on — yet another example of
the failure of privatisation and the neo-liberal ideology
that underpins it.
The government now needs to step up, step in and
immediately fix these buildings and use its resources to
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recover the funds from those responsible, not subject
owners to a messy and complicated legal process. This
will give peace of mind to home owners who otherwise
face massive bills that they may or may not be able to
afford, as well as to renters who could face eviction and
uncertainty about the safety and security of their
tenancy. I urge the government to act.

Sydney Road Community School
Ms GARRETT (Brunswick) (13:53) — I rise on
behalf of my community to highlight the outstanding
work that is being undertaken week in, week out by the
Sydney Road Community School and also to highlight
their deep concerns about their future, because they are
being forced to relocate in the coming years. The
Sydney Road Community School offers a
comprehensive curriculum, including the Victorian
certificate of education, vocational educational and
training and the Victorian certificate of applied learning,
to students with a wide range of backgrounds, abilities
and aspirations. The school has been leasing buildings
of a former Methodist Sunday school in Brunswick
since 1972. However, that lease is set to expire in 2023.
This will leave younger students vulnerable and without
any idea as to where or how they will complete their
studies at the school in the future.
It really is important to highlight the valuable
contribution that this school is making to the lives of its
students, their families and the wider community. They
are working tirelessly to ensure that more students stay
in school, and they remain firmly committed to opening
up greater opportunities to a cohort of students that
would otherwise be disengaged from mainstream
educational settings. These include students who have
past experiences of or are currently living with mental
health issues, suicidal ideation or self-harm, or who
have had involvement with the justice system. With
numbers consistently rising and the school reaching its
intake capacity at the current site in Brunswick, it is
essential that a new and secure facility is found as soon
as possible, and I commend that to the house.

Ringwood Saints Baseball Club
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) (13:54) —
Congratulations to the Ringwood Saints Baseball Club
on their 50th anniversary. Ringwood Saints is a
fabulous family club, with baseball enjoyed by all ages
in our community. This was well demonstrated at their
recent birthday celebrations, with every age group
present. The Saints have six senior teams and numerous
junior sides, as well as T-ball, and they attract both
women and men as well as boys and girls to their
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exciting sport. I wish the club all the best for the next
50 years, and may it go from strength to strength.

Mountview Uniting Church
Ms RYALL — Congratulations to Mountview
Uniting Church in Mitcham on its 50th anniversary. It
was fabulous to join the congregation and
Reverend Byrne on Sunday for their celebration service
with the Maroondah Singers. I am grateful for the
Mountview Uniting Church and their faithful Christian
service to our local community.

Maroondah Singers
Ms RYALL — Congratulations to Maroondah
Singers on their 50th anniversary celebrations.
Maroondah Singers came together in the Mountview
church building at the same time as the church was
established 50 years ago. As a community choir the
Maroondah Singers are going from strength to strength
with their wonderful voices and performances. I wish
them well for their next 50 years of performances.

Melbourne East Netball Association
Ms RYALL — Melbourne East Netball Association
(MENA) held their annual MENA Pink Day this month.
It was pink galore, with pink clothes, pink hair and pink
socks. The wonderful volunteers at MENA put on a
cupcake stall to raise just over $1100 — an absolutely
extraordinary result. Congratulations to all involved for
supporting Breast Cancer Network Australia.

TAFE funding
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) (13:56) — TAFE
is a vital part of our community. For thousands in our
local community, it is their first step toward a job, their
personal development, learning and supporting their
families into the future. In 2014, as the Labor candidate
for Mordialloc, I pledged to always support TAFE, to
always fight for investments in skills and training and
to get the very best outcomes for our local people. That
is why this Labor government restored funding to
TAFE. We reopened closed campuses and we got
TAFE back on track, but the job was not done, and in
this budget we made the incredible announcement that
30 priority TAFE courses would be free, which is an
excellent outcome.
For 13 000 residents in my electorate TAFE was the
start of their journey towards a job, and it has been a
fundamental part of our learning, skills and
development for so very long. When you accompany
that with our procurement policies, where we provide
10 per cent of all places to apprentices on major
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projects over $20 million, we are giving Victorians
their first opportunity on Victorian projects. So instead
of facing a skill shortage and instead of trying to plug
the labour shortfall with people from either interstate or
overseas, we are making sure that young people and
those transitioning to new skills can get the very best
opportunities. With an infrastructure boom and with
confidence up in Victoria, it is the least the government
can do to support working people and people getting
skills and training, and I commend such a wonderful
policy for my electorate.

Lowan electorate roads
Ms KEALY (Lowan) (13:57) — Concerned road
users is in my electorate have again reported
substandard roadworks which have failed after just
weeks of being rebuilt. Unfortunately this is a situation
which I have heard of many times before, particularly
regarding road repairs in south-west Victoria. The
supervision of roadworks under the Andrews Labor
government has been appalling, with ongoing reports of
poor workmanship. I have witnessed a shovel-load of
bitumen being put into a pothole, stepped on and then,
less than a minute later, a B-double log truck blowing
out the repairs. Along the Dartmoor–Digby Road, we
have currently got roadworks and, again, log trucks
have blown out the works within a couple of weeks. It
is simply not good enough. I ask the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety to take responsibility for the poor
standard of road repairs in western Victoria. I ask him
to undertake an immediate inquiry into the standard of
workmanship of road repairs to ensure we see an end to
substandard road repairs and that taxpayer money is not
being wasted on building roads that last only weeks and
not the years that they should. Local people deserve to
travel on safe roads. It is time we fix country roads and
save country lives.

Western Victoria public transport
Ms KEALY — It was extremely disheartening to
hear that public transport in western Victoria had been
completely overlooked in the Andrews Labor
government’s recent budget. With no mention at all of a
plan to bring back passenger rail to the region, review
Labor’s disastrous timetabling changes, which resulted
in wait times of over 50 minutes for connecting
services, or the vital link between Hamilton and
Horsham, the people of western Victoria were left
extremely disappointed. It is time to get western
Victoria moving, but with no vision outside of
Melbourne it is clear we will never see that under a
Labor government.
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Susan Little
Ms KEALY — Congratulations to Susan Little of
the Hamilton fire brigade for her outstanding
achievement, being the recipient of the Living the
Values Award.

Cranbourne Food Truck
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) (13:59) — As we
have heard, this week is National Volunteer Week, an
opportunity for us to celebrate the contribution of
Australia’s 6 million volunteers, 1.5 million of these
right here in Victoria. The theme of this year’s National
Volunteer Week is ‘Give a little. Change a lot’, which
is about celebrating the impact of our volunteer effort
and the real and genuine difference it makes to all of us.
In the lead-up to this week I joined the member for
Cranbourne and Pauline Richards on a visit to the
Cranbourne Food Truck, which is operated by the
Cranbourne Regional Uniting Church and many
volunteers. The truck provides free food to the needy
across the Cranbourne area, and the volunteers go to
great lengths to ensure clients feel socially included and
supported. This initiative has been operating since
2012, with the truck active four nights a week and
providing hot meals, fruit, vegetables and
nonperishable food parcels. I want to thank Christine
Marsh, Roy Snook and Peter the soup maker
extraordinaire for hosting our visit.

Greater Dandenong Volunteer Resource
Service
Ms WILLIAMS — I also want to pay tribute to the
hundreds, if not thousands, of volunteers across my
local community and thank the South East Volunteers
and more specifically the Greater Dandenong Volunteer
Resource Service for all the wonderful work they do in
supporting our community member and organisations.
Volunteers really are the lifeblood of our communities,
often sustaining activities and initiatives that many of us
take for granted or could not do without. Volunteers
build resilient and connected communities. They take
significant pressure off the public purse, and they make
an enormous contribution to community health and
wellbeing. This is why I was thrilled to see in this year’s
budget the Andrews government commit specific
funding for volunteer training and capacity building in
addition to the support given to so many volunteer
services and organisations. I would urge all members to
say thank you to their local volunteers this week.
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National Volunteer Week
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) (14:00) — In this volunteer
week I thank the many, many wonderful volunteers in
Evelyn. I know I run the risk of offending some by
missing them out, and I apologise in advance. We have
a wide range of amazing people who volunteer with
disability services, such as the Melba Support Services
and Caladenia Dementia Care, who care for frail aged.
We have tireless and patient volunteers at Lilydale
Assist, and I want to make a special mention of Lis
Guldager-Nielsen and Sylvia Ramsden, who have given
an amazing 30 years each volunteering and providing
advice, advocacy and support to the community of
Lilydale and surrounds through Lilydale Assist.
How can I thank volunteers without highlighting our
Country Fire Authority men and women? They are the
epitome of putting others before themselves. Despite
the very difficult times they have been through, they are
always there when we need them. With the Victoria
State Emergency Service they do so much for us in fire,
floods, storms and road accidents, and I thank them
most sincerely.
Then of course there are the services clubs, such as
Rotary, which are continually giving and working for
the benefit of our community. Then there are the
hundreds of quiet volunteers who look after
neighbours, volunteers who sit alongside young learner
drivers as they build up their mandatory number of
driving hours and volunteers with community sports
clubs and school councils. Thank you to each and
every one. You are the backbone of this community.
You are the unsung heroes.

Cranbourne Food Truck
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) (14:02) — Last Friday I
visited, along with the member for Dandenong and
Parliamentary Secretary for Carers and Volunteers
Cranbourne, the Regional Uniting Church to meet and
greet the excellent volunteers who do great work as part
of the Cranbourne Regional Uniting Church food truck
team. This team was one of the three recognised in the
2017 Premier’s Volunteer Champions Awards
teamwork category. I congratulate the team, which
included Graham Astfalck, Jillian Drysdale, Christine
Marsh, Charica McCormack, Bob Neal, Helga Pitzer,
Roy Snook, Sharon Start, Jacqui Symonds and
Cath Taylor.
This operation commenced in January 2012 and
provides free food, including hot meals, fruit, vegetables
and non-perishable food parcels, to the homeless, poor
and disadvantaged in the Cranbourne area four nights a
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week, stationed in a set location for 2 hours. The core
aim of the food truck is to make clients who are socially
isolated feel included in their community and provide
care and support for their needs. On a given night on
average about 25 people turn up to socialise and have a
cooked meal. This excellent team pool their combined
skills of planning, cooking, hospitality, communications,
fundraising and promotion, transport knowledge and
administration in order to bring hope and dignity to
those in the community who are hungry, lonely and
often without shelter.

Michael O’Connor
Ms STALEY (Ripon) (14:03) — Michael Gerard
O’Connor: 30 March 1951 to 15 May 2018. He is
survived by his wife, Judy, their children, Damian,
Rachel, Emma and Liam, and grandson Myles, to
whom I extend my deepest condolences. Michael
moved to the Pyrenees shire in January 2000 and lived
at Waterloo, where he ran a small farm. He was a
councillor of the Pyrenees shire from 2008. He
represented the Beaufort ward and served as mayor
many times. He was an active member of the Waterloo
and Beaufort community. The list of his community
involvement is long and diverse. Nothing was there to
build his résumé. Michael was the real deal — at home
making strategic decisions in a collegiate and ethical
way yet also always ready to cook the barbecue and
serve behind the counter at the school canteen.
He was one of my most valued advisers. When Michael
O’Connor said his community held a view, I knew that
was what the community’s view was. When Michael
O’Connor said something had community support, I
knew that it did. He was a strong and determined
advocate. There was never any room to be
wishy-washy or flexible in an answer to Michael. He
pushed until he got your position, then he tried to
change it if it did not accord with his. The community
of the Pyrenees shire is poorer for Michael’s death, and
I will miss his counsel. Michael O’Connor was a good
man. Vale, Michael O’Connor.

Legally Blonde
Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) (14:05) — I recently had
the pleasure of attending opening night of a joint
production of Legally Blonde by Our Lady of the
Sacred Heart College Bentleigh and De La Salle
College in Malvern. The musical was the first to be
held at the newly redeveloped Alexander Theatre at
Monash University, funded in part by the Andrews
Labor government. Congratulations to the wonderful
cast: Keely Jamieson, Oliver Barr, Lauren Quintal, Josh
Muldeary, Eli Te Moni, Sinead Fernandes, Laura
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Martin, Isobelle Carmody, Paris Leveque, Charlotte
Yanko, Angela Edgley, Ella Stutterd, Brooke Pereira,
Tiana Genovese, Owen Clune, Heath McCullough and
Lachlan Joseph.
Congratulations also to the chorus — unfortunately too
many of them to name in a 90-second statement but
they were fantastic. Congratulations to the band —
Mr Josh Debreceni, Andre Mackie, Adam Carr,
Maxwell Harvey, Nic Viscovic, Joel Thompson,
Benjamin Gibson, Maya Blackman, Dominic Gehrig,
Anthony Ryan, Joseph Hunter, Blair Hunter, Jordan
Burns, Tom Pagonis, Adam Scandrett, Nathan Barrow,
Ben Coonan, Jameson Clarke, Dylan Clarke, Fletcher
Bird, Robert Ranzolin and Heidi Ching — and of
course the crew, Arina Tarpey, Ella Louise Bourke,
Kayla Neumann, Eliza Cappel, Nicole Duncan, Alby
Innocente, Lucas Cozzi, Nathan Monagle-Linke,
Harrison Attard, Benjamin Northeast, Blair Hopkins,
Oliver John and Wes Cretella.

National Volunteer Week
Mr PAYNTER (Bass) (14:06) — National
Volunteer Week gives us a wonderful opportunity to
acknowledge and celebrate the wonderful contribution
our volunteers make throughout Victoria and in
particular in the electorate of Bass. Amongst others of
course, we have the Country Fire Authority, the
Victoria State Emergency Service, our Rotary clubs,
our Lions clubs, our Red Cross branches, our surf
lifesaving clubs, our Landcare groups, hospital
auxiliaries, volunteer programs that are run through
hospitals, organisations such as Outlook in Pakenham,
the Country Women’s Association of Victoria and our
various sporting clubs and community groups. Without
volunteers these clubs and organisations would not
survive. They would simply not have the financial
capacity to do so.
I acknowledge and applaud our volunteers and their
commitment to these organisations. Not just in
volunteer week of course — this just gives us the
opportunity to highlight their wonderful commitment to
these organisations — but every day is volunteer day.
In fact I know today there would be thousands upon
thousands of volunteers throughout the state of Victoria
giving their life and their absolute commitment to these
organisations, and I applaud them for doing it. They do
not ask for thanks, but today I thank them for doing so
and for their commitment to these wonderful
community groups. They do it because it is in their
blood. They do not do it for money. They do not do it
for acknowledgement. They do not do it for reward.
They do it because they were brought up as volunteers,
and if you look at their family history, their mothers
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and fathers and grandfathers and grandparents were
also volunteers. I applaud them and thank them.

Michael O’Connor
Mr CARROLL (Minister for Industry and
Employment) (14:08) — Can I follow the member for
Ripon and offer my condolences to the Michael
O’Connor family as well.

BUDGET PAPERS 2018–19
Mr SCOTT (Minister for Finance) (14:08) — I
move:
That this house takes note of the 2018–19 budget papers.

Ms BRITNELL (South-West Coast) (14:08) —
When preparing my contribution on this year’s budget I
looked back on my contribution from last year and,
unsurprisingly, I could read it almost word for word and
it would still be relevant. This is a traditional Labor
budget. It focuses on the city. It looks after Labor’s
mates. It treats the taxpayer like a bottomless pit of cash
to boost its revenues, and it increases state debts. Last
year I spoke about the budget failing to take any real
advantage of the enormous opportunity regional
Victoria offers, particularly my electorate of South-West
Coast, where there is opportunity for growth —
opportunity to bolster the state’s economy through
increased productivity, not through increased taxes.
Well, the 2018–19 budget has done the same. It has
squandered the extraordinary opportunity, because
Labor is relying on unsustainable population growth in
Melbourne and has absolutely no plan for
decentralisation or for regional growth. The Great South
Coast region is the most productive in the state — the
Australian Bureau of Statistics data proves it. We punch
well above our weight in terms of agricultural
production, yet the government has failed to support
anything to help that grow. In fact, the Great South
Coast Food and Fibre Council are still waiting for
money allocated to them in the last budget, and when
the committee questions it they are given all sorts of
excuses. But the reality is, this is typical of the
process, bureaucracy and failure of this government to
just deliver.
On decentralisation, we know that if we want people to
move to the regions, we need to provide them with
good schools, good health care, good recreational
facilities and efficient transport links for road and rail in
particular. We also need to provide industry with
opportunities to grow. Instead we see increased taxes
that will not only discourage people from setting up
businesses in the South-West Coast but will discourage
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them from setting up in Victoria. Over four years
Premier Andrews and Labor have added 12 new taxes
and increased charges — new taxes like the vacant
home tax, annual property valuations, the Uber and taxi
tax, the city access tax and the increased royalties on
brown coal, to name a few — 12 new taxes, 12 broken
promises, even though he said he would not increase or
deliver any new taxes. That was a lie. Then of course
there are the proposed increases to the fire services
property levy that we will see from next year — of
course, after the election — to pay for the sweetheart
deals made with the United Firefighters Union,
whatever they may entail, but we can be assured it will
be exorbitant because the unions are involved.
Those on that side will now cry they cut payroll tax for
regional businesses, but it is a paltry amount and a
paltry attempt. There is so much more that could be
done. Rather than a reward system, they are offering
businesses no reward. They are not offering carrots to
move to the region. Premier Andrews has made
Victoria the most taxed state in Australia — a
punishment system. There is not one dollar in the
budget for the Warrnambool Base Hospital
refurbishment — not one single dollar to upgrade the
emergency department or to expand the operating
theatres. The week before the budget was handed down
health data showed that patients at Warrnambool wait
the longest for elective surgery. The emergency
department, built in the 1990s, was designed to handle
15 000 patients per year, but last year there were more
than 25 000 presentations to the department.
How can we expect to continue to attract the wonderful
health professionals that we actually do have in our
part of the world if we do not have the facilities to be
able to facilitate their needs? I know two general
surgeons who are about to retire in Warrnambool in the
next couple of years. I do not understand how we think
we can attract general surgeons, who are very needed,
to facilities where they probably will not be guaranteed
theatre time. It is not going to work. We have got the
job done, the master plan is done, the feasibility study
is done and we are ready to build. It is time for this
government to do it.
My community is bitterly disappointed there was no
funding to get the hospital upgraded. The Labor
government has had four years to get on with this job
and match the Liberal Party’s commitment to do what
needs to be done, to do the job of governing. Instead
they put their mate in the upper house, Mr Purcell, in
charge of a committee and gave him $7.5 million to get
the project ready for inclusion in the state budget. In
other words, they delayed. Labor have neglected to
fund this project, but Mr Purcell in the other place
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shares the blame for this neglect. He was the chair of
the committee; he was the man charged with securing
funding. He failed, and it is the people of South-West
Coast that will continue to wait for treatment.
Mr Purcell’s excuse is that the planning is not complete.
How does he explain Ballarat Base Hospital receiving
full funding when planning for that hospital is nowhere
near as advanced as Warrnambool? The member for
Buninyong said in this house in the last sitting week:
… this massive announcement of funding will see them being
able to complete their master plan knowing that everything
they put in their master plan can be reliably funded into the
future.

Well, our master plan is complete. So is our feasibility
study, responsibly done. Why does Ballarat Base
Hospital not have to wait until its planning is
completed? Why is it that this hospital is given special
treatment? Why are the people of South-West Coast
continually being told they have to wait when other
projects are given full funding straight up? James
Purcell, Premier Andrews and the newly minted Labor
candidate for South-West Coast, Kylie Gaston, must
answer these questions.
In an email sent to me the day prior to the budget being
delivered, Mr Purcell said that the cost of this project
was likely to blow out by $50 million. So once again we
see a key project that this government is running
blowing out. But it still remains unclear if we will get
anything extra for that $50 million, or if it will be like
the level crossing removals or the Metro Tunnel
project — an extra cost but the same number of
crossings removed and the same length of tunnel. I am
not aware of what this extra cost will involve because
Mr Purcell has failed to set up the promised briefing on
the project. But I do know there has been plenty of
planning done — a master plan was completed and
forecasts and projections completed, and responsibly so.
The only thing that needed to be done was the public
consultation. Mr Purcell and Labor have done nothing
but delay. Perhaps it is time for Mr Purcell to release
publicly the work his committee has done so we can get
some idea of why this project has failed to progress.
Mr Purcell also has some questions to answer about his
failure to secure funding for the Reid Oval upgrade in
Warrnambool — another project he was telling
everyone who would listen he could get funding for.
Reid Oval is supposed to be the region’s premier
sporting ground, but if anyone has seen the facilities,
they would agree it is not the case. Bendigo certainly
pointed that out at the interleague game just last
Saturday, as seen publicly in today’s paper. Change
rooms built in the 1970s, inadequate match-day
facilities to accommodate media and fans, a
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substandard playing surface and a lack of lighting are
keeping the oval in the dark ages. The facilities also
pose an OH&S risk. The timekeeper’s box is accessed
by a ladder and a hatch in the floor. If someone was to
have a medical episode up there, it would be near
impossible for medical professionals to remove the
person safely and in a quick fashion. The
Liberal-Nationals got the project started, funding a new
scoreboard, a female change room and upgrades to the
netball courts. It is unfortunate though that Labor and
James Purcell have not continued it. But then again it is
not hard to see why this oval and the lighting upgrade at
Hanlon Park in Portland were forgotten. I mean, they
are not AFL-owned. They do not get handouts.
What an absolute insult for local clubs in my electorate,
which mostly run on volunteer labour — volunteers
who we are celebrating this week and who do an
enormous amount of work right across the electorate in
all areas, and volunteers who run our sporting clubs.
They raise funds through fundraising, and then they are
told that to upgrade their facilities they can apply for a
loan that bears interest, while at the same time the AFL,
a non-taxpaying organisation, gets a handout to upgrade
its own facilities and a sweetheart deal to build a new
headquarters. How anyone on that side of the house
thinks this is okay is beyond me. They really have
forgotten the little guys. As someone commented on
my social media pages, ‘If you do not invest in the
grassroots, there will be no-one to play in the flash big
stadiums in the future’.
I do note, however, that there are some unspecified
buckets of cash in the budget for projects just like this,
obviously put aside to tie these important projects to an
election. I have no doubt, now that a Labor candidate
has finally been announced for South-West Coast, that
there will be a lot of ministers flying in to make these
pledges. But the damage is done. Mr Purcell has been
very active in telling people he will get them funding in
the budget. The community is now bitterly disappointed
and is seeing straight through Labor’s games. The
people of South-West Coast will not be hoodwinked;
they know when they are being dudded.
If these promises do come during the election
campaign, how can the people of South-West Coast
believe they will be delivered? James Purcell, with help
from his mates on that side of the house, has been
running around over the past four years saying, ‘I’ll get
you this’ and ‘I’ll get you that’, but nothing has
happened. The government has not delivered, so what
will make it any different after the election? It just
keeps moving the goalposts further out of reach.

BUDGET PAPERS 2018–19
Tuesday, 22 May 2018

ASSEMBLY

On education funding, I see that the money for the
Warrnambool Special Development School was
included in the budget. Work is already underway on
this project because my community and I shamed the
government into action. I was proud to stand with the
member for Kew in December last year and announce
that if a Liberal government is elected, the school will be
immediately funded. Obviously not wanting to look
foolish, Labor fast-tracked the money almost instantly. I
have no doubt that had I and my community not been so
vocal nothing would have happened until now and work
would not have started on the new school as it has.
There was some more money for school maintenance in
this year’s budget, which I am sure the principals are
happy with. I am disappointed to hear though that
schools in my electorate that received money in last
year’s budget are still working through the process.
They are being told to put larger than normal
contingencies in their budgets because of the price of
tenders. This may explain why there is around
$4 million in expenditure remaining for the
Warrnambool Special Development School. Why can’t
that $4 million be used for an undercover outdoor area
or playground? They were not included in the plans but
they are very important for children with special needs
and often compromised chests. That sort of area is very,
very important for coping with our winter weather.
Rather than just accepting cost blowouts, Labor should
be demanding this money be spent wisely and
effectively, not just accepting exorbitant pricing and
telling schools to make do. Last year one school was
given $2.6 million for improvements. They needed to
replace the wooden windows with aluminium ones.
They also needed to modernise the school and get the
asbestos removed. They are being told, ‘Don’t expect
the windows to be done; they are not able to be done’.
They are asking, ‘Can we at least be able to open a
window in one classroom?’. That is disgusting. But as
the process goes on they have had to alter their
expectations.
There was so little in this budget to deal with the
recycling crisis which is gripping the state other than
giving handouts to councils, which actually does
nothing to address the problem in the long term. It is a
bandaid solution. I would have loved to see money for
the industry to develop a waste-to-energy plant in our
region, or grants for local companies to improve their
equipment and processes so waste can be value-added
and used here rather than being sent overseas. Councils
are increasing the cost of their collection services,
pushing up household bills and the cost of living
because of this government and its inaction on this
critical issue. The Minister for Energy, Environment
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and Climate Change has handed out some cash and
washed her hands of the problem. She will blame
councils, she will blame the collection companies, she
will blame anyone, but the fact is that her government
has washed its hands of this. The cost of living is
growing, and it is their fault.
There was also no money for the Lookout drug and
alcohol residential rehabilitation centre, a much-needed
service to fill a gaping hole in service delivery in the
south-west. This is a project I am deeply passionate
about, and I will continue to advocate strongly on this.
It is too important to ignore, and I know the Minister
for Mental Health recognises that, so I will continue
talking to him until that money is announced.
I refer now to roads, because they are a key issue for
my electorate. Granted the government is spending
money, but when you break down the package you see
the amount actually being spent on roads is a paltry
1.4 per cent increase on last year, hardly enough to
cover CPI and the increased costs of materials. A good
chunk of the package is being spent on setting up a new
bureaucracy, which will apparently bring about more
effective repairs for rural and regional roads. We have
seen how this government is the fat cat’s friend, so it is
my fear that this body will just become another level of
bureaucracy, swallowing up money for road repairs to
cover wages.
There is around $200 million to continue the rollout of
wire rope barriers. This is money that needs to be spent
actually fixing the roads first. Why rope people in when
you have not even got a decent road to drive on? It is
dangerous. There is nothing wrong with the concept,
but fix the roads first, and do not rope us in.
I also want some assurances that these repairs will last
longer than a few weeks, that there will be checks and
balances put in place and some sort of plan. That is one
of the biggest failings in road repairs, and it is time the
minister and the government realised that. But of
course this government is so accepting of cost
blowouts on all its projects because they can spin it to
say that they are spending record amounts on
infrastructure, despite getting nothing extra to show for
it. This is a typical Labor budget, just as we have seen
for the past four years.
Mr SCOTT (Minister for Finance) (14:23) — It is a
pleasure to rise to discuss this budget. I will touch upon
both my electorate and my ministerial responsibilities. I
do not think that any members of the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee (PAEC) are present, but we
will enjoy the PAEC presentations. It is always an
important part of the —

BUDGET PAPERS 2018–19
1444

ASSEMBLY

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr SCOTT — I see the member for Essendon here.
Mr Pearson interjected.
Mr SCOTT — It is a great honour to be on PAEC. I
was on it for eight long years and, with the indulgence
of the house, I remember the estimates process well. It
is a very tiring and engaging process. I have to say with
some empathy, particularly when in opposition, that the
resources of government and ministers and the advice
of the budget papers themselves have a different role to
play. It is a very important role for accountability in the
Parliament.
As a local member I am really pleased to see that this
budget makes significant investments in my electorate.
This is particularly true in terms of the provision of
capital for schools. I would like to note the investment
of over $10 million for the new high school for Preston,
building on the $5 million provided in the previous
budget. This is a really important investment for the
community, which I both represent and in which I live,
because it is the reopening of a school in 2019 that had
closed under the previous government. But I would say
that there were certain circumstances that caused it to
close and I actually do not accord blame to the previous
government in that particular circumstance. The school
had a very long tradition as Preston Girls High School.
It served many thousands of young women in my
electorate and provided them with a wonderful
educational opportunity.
It will be wonderful to see Preston High School open
on that site, providing thousands more children over
future years with an opportunity for a good public
education. It is a wonderful facility. It is a very solid
brick building, built prior to the Second World War. It
has a wonderful history and a wonderful future, with
the appointment of Sean Butler as principal and the
investment of over $15 million by our government to
ensure the school not only reopens on the site but
reopens with facilities that will do justice to the work
that was done in the previous school and what will be
done in the new school. I would like to pay tribute to
the High School for Preston group and all the work they
have done advocating on behalf of the community for
the reopening of the school. They are tireless in their
work and are true representatives of community
activism at its best.
There is also a significant investment outlined in the
budget of $6.3 million for the Reservoir East Primary
School, lead ably by its principal, James Cummings. It
is another school that has a wonderful school
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community which is very dedicated to the education of
the children. The Reservoir East Primary School serves
a very diverse community of different backgrounds,
different ethnic groups and in fact different strata of the
socioeconomic elements of our society. It does a
wonderful job of bringing people together and
providing a good start in education and primary school.
Again, the $6.3 million will provide facilities which do
justice to the work that is undertaken by the teacher and
parent group at that school.
There is also funding of $9 million for the Northern
College of the Arts and Technology, a school led by
principal Raffaela Galati-Brown from the very dark
days when it was closed under the Kennett government
through to today. She has done an enormous amount of
work to ensure that particularly vocational education is
available there. It has got a very strong tradition of
working with industry, ensuring that job opportunities
are available for young children in the northern suburbs
through the provision of appropriate technical
education, particularly focused on the arts and
technology. The $9 million investment will give the
school facilities worthy of the community it represents.
I will also touch upon the investment of $2.2 million for
the Northern School for Autism located in Reservoir.
Again, this is a school where fantastic work is
undertaken. The injection will provide facilities worthy
of the school community and their work.
The community I represent will also benefit from the
increased funding for neighbourhood houses,
particularly the Reservoir Neighbourhood House and
Preston Reservoir Adult Community Education, both of
which are centres of community activity which ensure
the provision of services to the broader sections of the
community I am lucky enough to represent.
Turning now to my multicultural affairs portfolio, the
budget includes $43.6 million of additional funding for
multicultural affairs. I do note that multicultural affairs
has a very proud record here in Victoria. The
multicultural nature of our state and its support for
multiculturalism have rightly been recognised as a great
strength. The non-partisan support — because it goes
beyond bipartisan support for multicultural affairs,
since parties beyond the opposition and government
have a tradition of supporting multicultural affairs — is
something that I would dearly like to see continue in
this state. It is a very important part of what Victoria is
in the 21st century — a diverse society where people
come from around the world, bringing their skills,
talents, cultures and work ethic and ensuring that
Victoria is improved and is stronger for that diversity
and the contribution that is made by so many migrants
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who choose to make Victoria their home. The
$43.6 million in additional funding means that as a
government we will be expending $84.6 million in the
multicultural affairs portfolio into the 2018–19 financial
years. It is fair to say that that is a significant increase
on previous investments in this area.
Some particular highlights in terms of investments in
the multicultural affairs portfolio include $17.1 million
for the multicultural community infrastructure program.
I think I should touch upon a couple of aspects of that
investment. Firstly, within multicultural affairs,
multicultural community centres and ethnic community
organisations and facilities play a critical role in the
success of multiculturalism across our state. I have
visited facilities across Melbourne and across regional
Victoria. Those facilities are places in which people
gather and fulfil two very significant but important
functions. One is to celebrate culture and to ensure the
retention of culture within the diverse community, and
the other is to share that culture with the broader
society. Both aspects are necessary for the success of
multiculturalism.
The second aspect I would like to highlight in relation
to that infrastructure program is the $6 million allocated
in this budget for security for the Jewish and Muslim
communities. Unfortunately in the world in which we
live there are security risks attendant upon both the
Jewish and Islamic communities. The Jewish
community has the misfortune of being targeted by the
extremes of politics and also those who are attracted to
violent extremism in its various forms. The Muslim
community also faces security risks.
When people are at their places of worship or at
community centres, they should be in as secure an
environment as possible. Support for security for these
two communities will ensure a greater level of security.
Unfortunately we cannot ensure 100 per cent secure
facilities in the world we live in today, but providing
this funding will improve security. I note the work that
has been undertaken particularly by the Jewish
community in doing audits and work themselves on
their security needs. I know they are seeking funding
from the federal government, and I wish them luck and
urge the federal government to work with the Jewish
community on the needs they have identified in terms
of their security needs for both their religious and
community facilities.
There is also $8.6 million in the budget for the
Victorian African Communities Action Plan. I note
Acting Speaker Pearson has been deeply engaged in
this process of working with the African ministerial
working group on the issues that face the African
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community. This has been a really intensive bottom-up
process, where there has been work undertaken by
members of African communities, and of course it is
not just one community — Africa is a continent in
itself, an enormously vibrant, diverse multicultural
continent. The community here in Victoria from
various African societies reflects that diversity. They
have been working together with government to
identify needs that exist in the community, including
issues like employment. The Minister for Industry and
Employment is here, and there has been a lot of work
done both in terms of the social procurement
framework, which I will touch upon later, and also the
Jobs Victoria Employment Network to address the
employment needs of African Victorians.
This $8.6 million will assist in dealing with issues such
as employment and education, amongst other issues
that have been identified by the African communities
themselves, working in partnership with government.
There has been an implementation committee to ensure
that bottom-up process continues, and I think it is a
very important investment which will go a long way to
ensuring the success and contribution to Victorian
society by the African communities. There is so much
talent there amongst African communities that can be
unlocked to ensure not only the success of those
communities but also that the broader society has the
benefit of those talents being fully utilised.
There will also be $1.7 million to support culturally
diverse youth at risk and $1.4 million to expand the
multicultural festivals and events program. This is
funding on top of the existing funding for multicultural
festivals and events. Festivals and events play a very
critical role in multiculturalism in Victoria.
Multiculturalism is often misconstrued. People within
society get an opportunity to experience other cultures,
and one of the primary means of experiencing other
cultures is through festivals and events. With festivals
and events it is not just the food, music, celebration and
dance; it is also about meeting people from different
backgrounds to appreciate and understand both the
differences and the cultures that persons have brought
to this society. Really importantly, through that
understanding of difference and appreciation of those
different cultures, it is about gaining an understanding
of the common humanity that underpins all human
expression. In the research that we have undertaken
within Victoria, festivals and events can be a very
powerful communicative tool of the benefits of
multiculturalism — one that we should be supporting. I
am pleased to see the additional investments in
multicultural festival and events.
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There is also an investment of $0.3 million for the
multicultural safety ambassadors program. This
program relates to safety in the workplace. It should be
noted that often persons come here from societies
where there is not as great an emphasis on occupational
health and safety. With this program the intention is to
work with business, with employers and with
employees to ensure that all Victorians have an
understanding of the requirements for a safe workplace
and to establish good practices for workplace safety.
There is also an investment of over $14 million to
combat violent extremism. I have certainly briefed
members of the opposition on action being undertaken
in terms of programs to combat violent extremism. This
is responding to the recommendations from the
independent Expert Panel on Terrorism and Violent
Extremism Prevention and Response Powers. This is
important work. For obvious reasons the detail of such
work is not necessarily something which should always
be in the public domain, since combating violent
extremism by its nature is not always best done with a
full understanding of how that is being addressed by the
government for those who may be violent extremists
themselves or leaning towards violent extremism.
There has always been an attempt by this government
to use evidence, drawing upon international best
practice and also expert opinion, to ensure that our
responses to violent extremism maximise the safety of
the Victorian community.
In terms of the finance portfolio, I will touch upon that
briefly. There is additional funding being provided to
the Essential Services Commission for that organisation
to undertake enhanced regulatory activity. I touched
upon, in terms of the African community, some of the
issues around the social procurement framework. There
is additional funding to provide support for
procurement reform, and that reform will be driving
social outcomes out of procurement, particularly in
terms of economic participation by disadvantaged
groups, whether they be disabled, disadvantaged
migrants or other groups who have had difficulty
accessing the labour market.
I turn briefly to the investments that have been made in
terms of the 30 free TAFE courses and also the 18
preapprenticeship courses which also will be made cost
free. I draw the attention of members to budget paper 2,
pages 31 to 33, which identifies, firstly, the benefits of
providing such education, because there is clear
evidence that persons who have technical education are
much more likely to be participating in the labour
market and in that participation are much more likely to
be employed. Also at page 33, if you look at where
gaps exist within the labour market, there is a
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mismatch. There is a group of persons who do not have
appropriate educational qualifications in order to meet
the needs of the labour market. So investments in
TAFE will help both society and also those who are
struggling to find employment. This is an excellent
Labor initiative and an excellent Labor budget.
Mr WELLS (Rowville) (14:38) — I rise to join the
debate on the take-note motion on the budget. I think I
got halfway through my contribution on the budget last
time the house sat, so I am thankful for the opportunity
to be able to speak on it now.
The first thing that we have to do with regard to any
budget that comes down is to make sure that the budget
has credibility and integrity, because this is supposed to
be a true and fair assessment of the state’s financial
position. It is a document that is available to every
single Victorian and those outside Victoria to look at
and get a snapshot and a good understanding of what
the current financial position is and what it is going to
be over the next four years. It is supposed to be fully
authorised and supported by the Department of
Treasury and Finance (DTF). In fact everything in the
budget papers should have gone through the
Department of Treasury and Finance to make sure that
it is factual and based on evidence and that there is no
political spin in there. Of course if the Department of
Treasury and Finance is compromised and starts to play
the role of supporting the government of the day in
propaganda, then it has a true credibility problem.
There are a couple of points that I want to raise in
regard to what the Treasurer said in his speech. The first
point is that on page 10 he said:
In the past 19 years, 7000 additional police officers have been
funded — all of them under Labor governments.
Having already committed to the biggest recruitment drive in
the history of Victoria Police, this budget invests a further
$1.4 billion towards community safety measures.

This is an important point — the claim by the Labor
government that all 7000 additional police have been
funded by Labor governments. It is true that in 2010 the
Labor government put aside in their election document,
I think from memory, about $600 million to fund about
another 1966 frontline police. In 2010 the money was
put aside, but it was then spread out over the forward
estimates. The full cost of funding for those police over
the next five years was there in the budget papers, but
the reality is that after the Baillieu government was
sworn in in December 2010, by February 2011 — so
just two months later — it found that it had significant
issues in regards to the finances left to it by the previous
Labor government. Because what they said was in
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those papers and the actual reality of what was in those
papers were two entirely different things.

released crime stats, so we could not trust them. We
could never trust Labor with crime stats.

For example, when the Baillieu government came to
power expenditure was growing at 7.3 per cent
annually but revenue was just growing at 6.9 per cent.
So from day one we were going backwards financially
by 0.4 per cent. We were spending 7.3 per cent but
revenue was only coming in at 6.9 per cent, so we had
an unsustainable situation — a drastically unsustainable
situation. With the global crisis of 2008, the federal
Rudd Labor government pumped a lot of short-term
stimulus money into the Brumby government, and of
course when that stopped the expenditure continued to
increase. So we had a significant financial problem.

In the run-up to the 2010 election when we had a look
at some of the crime stats they were releasing we
thought, ‘This could not possibly be right’, so we set up
the Crime Statistics Agency to ensure there was an
independent body that could actually release the
documentation. So I was interested to see the Treasurer
saying what a safe place Victoria is, yet I read a press
release that our shadow Minister for Police put out on
1 May saying that murder is up by 1.72 per cent,
attempted murder is up by 132 per cent, common
assault is up by 36 per cent, aggravated robbery is up by
nearly 30 per cent, aggravated burglary is up by 45 per
cent, motor vehicle theft is up by 10.27 per cent and
resist or hinder an officer is up by 147 per cent.

As I said, in February 2011 we had a writedown of
$8.3 billion in GST and stamp duty, so any money that
was put in the forward estimates by the previous Labor
government was completely wiped out. If you are
talking about a $600 million commitment to fund police
and you have a writedown of $8.3 billion, then there
was not one cent in those financial papers over the
forward estimates to fund one police officer — not
one cent.
The Liberal-National parties when running in 2010
promised more police and more protective services
officers (PSOs). I remember — I think the member for
Gippsland East might have been in the chamber at the
time — when the member for Monbulk said that they
were plastic police and that he had no time for PSOs.
What an outstanding success PSOs have been. We
thank every single PSO on railway stations along with
those looking after Parliament House, Government
House and the courts. They do an outstanding job. But
the money we had to find to fund those police and
PSOs was all money that was determined by the
financial and economic decisions of the
Baillieu-Napthine governments. There was no money
whatsoever for funding police under the previous
Labor government.
When it comes to credibility the next area of accuracy I
want to challenge the Treasurer on is also on page 10 of
the Treasurer’s speech where he says:
… Victoria is the safest it’s been for a decade …

I have to admit I had to read this a couple of times,
because if this is factually correct and DTF are able to
tick that off, then so be it, but the previous
Liberal-Nationals government set up the Crime
Statistics Agency because we did not trust Labor with
crime stats. We never trust Labor with crime stats.
Remember what happened between 2006 and 2010?
Even the Chief Commissioner of Police selectively

I ask the members for Ferntree Gully and Gippsland
East, do you feel safer? There is no way known that
government members could put their hands on their
hearts and say that we are the safest we have ever been
for 10 years, but that is what the Treasurer said in the
budget speech. As I said, why the Department of
Treasury and Finance have ticked that off without
checking the facts with their own agency to see whether
that is accurate just does not make any sense. It is just
unbelievable. That is the mess we had to clean up when
we came into government in 2010. It was very tough
going, but we had to do what we had to do.
The other point I make note of is in regard to state
taxation. We have got 14 new or increased taxes. I
quote from Channel 7 news on the eve of the election,
28 November 2014:
Peter Mitchell: … 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?
Daniel Andrews: I make that promise, Peter, to every single
Victorian …

Mr Wakeling — How’d that go?
Mr WELLS — Well, I do not think what the
Premier says and what he actually does are the same, so
for me that would be, I think it is unparliamentary to
say a blatant lie, but an untruth. It is just plain wrong. I
think there have been between 12 and 14 new or
increased taxes. It is absolutely disgraceful that the now
Premier could look down the barrel of the Channel 7
camera and say that.
But it does not end there. The other situation that goes
to the credibility and integrity of the government is the
red shirts situation running into the 2014 election. Part
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of this budget appropriation is to make sure that the
government and the Parliament spend the money
wisely. We have seen what happened with the red shirts
and the report that the Ombudsman brought down. It is
absolutely damning, the amount of money that
members of Parliament have misused for campaigning.
What has happened in the electorate of Rowville? What
did the good people of Rowville obtain from this
budget? You will not believe it — yet another study
into Rowville rail. Just what we need — another study.
Member for Ferntree Gully, do you know what they
promised? They promised a tram. I am not sure how
that will get up the Wheelers Hill hill, but putting that
aside, we are going to have a tram going from Caulfield
to Monash University and then from Monash
University to Rowville. I have had lots and lots of
correspondence on this, but not one person — not even
those people who you would say would be politically
the far opposite to me — have written to me, come to
me, emailed me or rung me and said, ‘This is a great
idea — we want a tram’. They want an absolute
commitment to have a train. Fortunately the federal
government have stepped in and have said they are
going to put in, I think it was, about $460 million for
heavy rail from Caulfield to Monash University. That
will be a phenomenal start. All we would need is the
state government matching that commitment to make
sure that we have that first significant step to be able to
go from Caulfield to Monash University. That would
allow the opportunity for residents in my area of
Rowville and those in the member for Ferntree Gully’s
area to at least catch the bus to Monash University to
get to the heavy rail.
I noted with great interest that in question time the
Minister for Education was talking about the number of
capital upgrades for schools right across the state, but
we did not get down to the letter R for Rowville,
because there are good schools in my area that received
not one cent in capital works funding: Rowville
Secondary College, Scoresby Secondary College,
Heany Park Primary School, Carrington Primary
School, Karoo Primary School, Park Ridge Primary
School, Lysterfield Primary School — and the list
goes on.
There was no money to upgrade any roads, so Ferntree
Gully Road will remain congested — no funding for
any roads whatsoever.
Then of course we have Scoresby Country Fire
Authority (CFA) brigade, a fantastic volunteer-based
CFA in my electorate. There is nothing for Scoresby
CFA, and we know why. It is a volunteer-only CFA, so
they will be dropped right down to the bottom of the list
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because there are no United Firefighters Union
members in the Scoresby volunteer firefighting
organisation.
We have great concerns about this budget. Firstly, if you
live in a Labor marginal seat, you will receive priority
funding for education. It does not matter what sort of
needs you have. We heard about Cobden special school
today. You would have thought that the Minister for
Education would have got up and said, ‘I will make sure
that by the end of the day this will be fixed’. That is
what we were expecting him to say. For him to say they
were pulling the money because they are investing right
across the state just does not make any sense to us. It
would have been so much easier to say, ‘You’re right,
and if we promised the money to that family for that boy
who has Hunter syndrome, then we will make sure that
something is done and we will not withdraw the
money’. However, they have withdrawn the money. We
hope in good faith that that is sorted out.
As I said, we have issues in regard to the credibility of
this budget. Firstly, there is the issue about the mistake
they made in saying only a Labor government funds
police. There is the issue about them saying Victoria
being the safest it has been in 10 years when it comes to
crime. You can understand why we have such great
concerns when it comes to credibility and integrity
when you look at the Treasurer. I watched the Treasurer
at the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
hearings, and it would have to be the worst
performance I have seen from any Treasurer in
25 years. It was embarrassing.
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) (14:53) — I am
pleased to rise to speak on the take-note motion on the
2018 budget papers. I am very, very thrilled that
Bendigo received what can only be described as the
best building Bendigo budget ever. Bendigo West has
certainly done very well with this year’s budget. It is no
small feat when you have a Premier that is absolutely
committed to the regions; when I have a colleague in
the Minister for Public Transport who is committed to
our region; and of course there is advocacy within our
own communities to make sure that our community
receives the very best.
I heard the Deputy Premier, who is also the Minister for
Education, state this morning that over $1.25 billion has
been invested in education in this budget alone, which
is more than the previous government, those opposite,
spent in their four years in government. As part of that
education funding I was very thrilled to announce that
Castlemaine Secondary College would receive
$11.75 million to continue the works that will complete
the building of that new school. They have been
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waiting some time. This work started back in 2010,
when the previous government funded the school for
one stage, which took four years. We then were able to
top up the funding in the 2014 budget by $2.5 million
to make sure they had the $8 million that was needed
for stages 2, 2.5 and 3. Now of course we have
completed that commitment with $11.75 million to
complete that new school. The new school will include
the development of the artisans precinct and the
completion of the performers precinct. Of course, as I
said, it is in addition to the $2.5 million that was
provided in the 2015–16 state budget and $332 000
through Pick My Project funding in 2015–16.
Can I say how excited the people of Castlemaine were
to hear that news, and of course it was on the front page
of the local Castlemaine paper. The whole town was
celebrating the announcement. The principal, Paul Frye,
has worked extremely hard in advocating for this.
Indeed the former principal, Mary McPherson, did a
sterling job in getting this project off the ground in the
first place. Principal Paul Frye told a packed auditorium
of people who had assembled to hear the
announcement:
What it means is that we can begin planning in coming
months to finish building our school.

Building works will start next year and should be
completed in a very short space of time.
It was interesting to hear comments by school council
president Beth Mellick, who has also been a powerful
advocate for this project. She described the funding
announcement as ‘a tremendous boost for public
education in the local community’, and local councillor
Christine Anderson, who has previously worked as a
teacher, including a stint at the Castlemaine college,
described it as thrilling. She said:
I remember seeing the original concepts on paper and
thinking how unlikely it is that it will ever happen, and here I
am being proven beautifully wrong by this announcement.

And of course the students were also impressed to have
the funding included in this year’s budget. That was a
very well received announcement in my community in
Castlemaine.
Other announcements in Bendigo relate to our pipeline
of infrastructure builds that have continued since we
came to government. Amongst that of course is the
announcement of the GovHub in Bendigo. The
GovHub will bring more than 1000 public sector jobs
to the Bendigo CBD, which will revitalise the Bendigo
CBD, and will also bring another 100 new jobs to
Bendigo, boosting the number of people working in the
centre of the city. Staff from the City of Greater
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Bendigo, Regional Development Victoria and Parks
Victoria will work at the GovHub, as well as staff from
the Department of Environment, Land, Water and
Planning and the Department of Economic
Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources. Bringing
all of these agencies together under the one roof will
provide a one-stop shop for people seeking government
services or advice. It is a big boost for local jobs, but it
is also a big boost for Bendigo’s CBD. Having more
workers working right in the heart of the city will
rejuvenate our coffee shops, our retail sector and of
course the Bendigo mall. As part of that GovHub there
will be 70 construction jobs, and that project is due to
be complete by late 2021.
In addition there was the announcement of $20 million
towards the purchase of a location for a new court in
Bendigo. This is an important announcement because it
means we will be able to get on with getting a new
court in Bendigo, something that has been on the
agenda in Bendigo for as long as I can remember. In
fact I can remember 15 or 16 years ago, when I worked
for the former member for Bendigo West, that a new
courthouse was something that was talked about quite
regularly amongst the legal fraternity, but more
importantly it has been obvious more recently that it is
not a built-for-purpose court anymore. It is a very old
heritage building that lacks the facilities that are needed
for a modern courtroom, particularly when it comes to
security for victims of family violence, which we know
is very important.
Of course the biggest announcement in Bendigo was
the funding for our Bendigo TAFE of $59.93 million.
This is a significant investment, and it comes on top of
over $50 million that has already been provided to
Bendigo TAFE over the last couple of years. This is a
really important modernisation program for Bendigo
TAFE. Stage 1 will deliver a mixed-use education,
community arts and commercial precinct that will boost
activity and vibrancy in Bendigo’s central business
district and invest in the future of regional Victoria —
and why is this important, Speaker? This is important
because it means that Bendigo TAFE is back.
Bendigo TAFE was almost written off when those
opposite cut its funding and forced a merger with
Kangan in Broadmeadows, ending up with a huge
deficit, a cut in staff numbers and students leaving left,
right and centre. I cannot even remember the figure
now, but over 100 staff left the TAFE. Of course a
number of courses were cut as well; I believe more than
30 courses were cut at the time. It takes a long time to
come back from that kind of damage. It has taken a
long time to rebuild TAFE, almost from the ground up
in the case of Bendigo TAFE because it was brought to
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its knees by the previous government. There is no doubt
about that; it has taken a long time.
Over the last couple of years our investment has
included $7.8 million for the food and fibre project,
which we opened just recently. It expands agricultural
training at the institute’s Charleston Road campus. On
top of that has been Back to Work funding of
$5.7 million; $1.5 million in TAFE Boost funding;
$12 million in the Stronger TAFE Fund; $3.92 million
in Skills First; $1.18 million for the Reconnect
program; and the list goes on and on.
Importantly there is $59.93 million to revitalise our
TAFE and to rebuild that whole TAFE precinct. It is
such an important part of attracting more students, more
courses and more teachers to our wonderful Bendigo
TAFE. Why is it important? It is important because we
know, this government knows, that having access to a
good TAFE, having access to skills and to the study of
the subjects required to get a good job in the areas where
we know skills are required for future jobs is so
important. TAFE has been a central part of this budget,
and Bendigo is a central part of that budget
announcement as well. I am really, really proud to stand
here today and say that I am part of a government that
invests in our students at TAFE and in our TAFE sector.
On top of that there is the announcement of prioritising
TAFE and preapprenticeship TAFE courses, including
30 free TAFE courses for students. This will attract so
many students, particularly regional students. People
forget that students who go to Bendigo TAFE have to
travel a long way, often from as far afield as Swan Hill
or even further north, such as Kerang et cetera. They
travel to Bendigo to study, and that is a huge cost for
them. It is a huge cost in petrol, transport and
accommodation when they do get there, so these
courses being free means that they will be able to
access those courses, stay in Bendigo and not be out of
pocket just from accessing the courses.
I am delighted to also say that the budget included
additional funding for our neighbourhood houses. This
is something that I know was campaigned for very hard
by neighbourhood houses across Victoria, and no more
so than by those in my region. I was very delighted to
be able to go to Maldon Neighbourhood Centre to
advise them that they had had an increase in their hours
thanks to the increased investment in this budget. They
were thrilled because that means that they can now go
and deliver the programs that they were delivering but
also add to them. Every week they hold a free
community lunch — well, it is not free; it costs you
$5 — a close to free community lunch, and anybody is
invited and can come to the community centre and have
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lunch. The food is cooked by the inmates at the
Tarrengower Prison, and it is a fantastic day where
everybody gets together. When I went over to announce
the additional hours for the Maldon Neighbourhood
Centre there was great excitement in the room because
that meant that that program could continue but also
that it could possibly be expanded to include more
community members to attend that community lunch,
which is really exciting.
One of the other announcements in the budget that
probably has not gained as much recognition as perhaps
it could have is the Healthy Heart Victoria initiative,
which has $5 million to be invested in key prevention
programs across the Loddon, Campaspe and Central
Highlands regional partnerships. This is something that
came directly out of our regional partnership events that
we have been holding across the regions since we came
to government, and this was highlighted as a major
initiative for our regions. Healthy Heart focuses on
preventive measures to prevent obesity, diabetes and
other chronic illnesses that we know lead to heart
problems. We have one of the highest rates of heart
attacks in Victoria, so we know we can do more. This
$5 million will go a long way to addressing some of
those issues and putting in place those preventive
measures that we know are so important to prevent
people from going on to have heart attacks.
The other announcement in the budget that probably
did not get enough recognition either is the Industry
Capability Network. This has $5 million across the
whole of regional Victoria and is about boosting jobs
through better procurement. I was pleased to have the
minister in Bendigo to make this announcement:
… $5 million to support formal representation of the Industry
Capability Network in Victoria’s regions, to encourage more
participation in government projects by regional businesses.
This ensures government investment creates more jobs in
Victoria. Regional representation will be created …

not just in Bendigo but also in Ballarat, Shepparton and
Geelong. It is $5 million across the whole of Victoria,
which is a very significant investment.
I should also mention the Regional Health
Infrastructure Fund, because the budget had an
additional $50 million towards that fund. This has been
extremely well received by our regional hospitals
across Victoria. Just before the budget I was pleased to
announce $700 000 to Castlemaine Health for the
replacement of beds, which means 75 per cent of beds
at Castlemaine Health will be replaced as a
consequence of their success in the round of funding for
the Regional Health Infrastructure Fund. This means
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that all regional health services, regional community
health services, regional publicly funded palliative care
services and bush nursing centres can access that fund,
which now has an additional $50 million in the pool.
That takes the total to $250 million over this term of
government, and that goes towards building rural and
regional hospitals.
Last but not least is the additional funding for our
regional roads, which is something that I know regional
members on this side of the house have been
advocating for for some time. As part of that
investment there is $19 million in the budget to
improve safety along the Calder Highway, particularly
between Bendigo and Mildura. I know the member for
Mildura, who is not in the house at the moment, and I
have often discussed that long, slow, very boring drive
from Bendigo to Mildura — 4 hours in total. This will
improve safety along that section of road with rest areas
and overtaking lanes.
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) (15:09) — I rise
to contribute to this take-note motion on the budget
papers. You can always tell when you are following a
member of the government because they talk about
everything that was funded in their electorate in the
budget. Funnily enough, when it is a member of the
opposition speaking we always talk about what we do
not get funded, because that is the way this government
operates: they worry about their own, but people who
live in electorates that do not vote for the Labor Party
get ignored. That is exactly what has happened in my
electorate again under the Premier and this Labor
government.
When you look at the budget and capital works and you
turn to the back of the appendices, which lists the
suburbs and identified locations of where capital works
are happening under this government, for suburbs in
my electorate — the suburbs of Wantirna, Wantirna
South, Knoxfield, Boronia and Ferntree Gully — there
is nothing. There is nothing listed in the budget that
identifies one capital project afforded to my
community.
When government members stand up and say they
want to make Victoria the Education State, come out
and tell parents in my community that for four years
you have not funded one bit of major capital works at
any one of the schools in my electorate. You come out
and explain to my parents, my school councils, my
school communities why it is that their children should
be punished by this Premier.
When we go through the budget and look at roads and
road infrastructure — we know that traffic congestion
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is such an important issue — there is nothing in this
budget which identifies any solutions to improving
roads for my community.
Then there is sporting infrastructure, which is such an
important part of the Knox community — nothing in
this budget is identified as providing any support for
clubs within my community. Yet we know this
government is happy to give over $200 million to
the AFL —
Mr Katos — Two hundred and twenty-five.
Mr WAKELING — Two hundred and twenty-five,
I stand corrected — $225 million. But if my
community want any money, they have to go cap in
hand and ask for a loan. Well, I can tell you now: the
AFL are not getting a loan, they are getting a cash
injection. My community gets nothing. At best they get
a loan, which they have to repay to this government.
When we look at public transport, there is nothing in
this budget to upgrade or provide improvements for the
Ferntree Gully station.
When I talk about education, I talk about schools in my
electorate — important secondary schools like Fairhills
High School or Scoresby Secondary College, which
serves both the member for Rowville’s electorate and
mine. We know how important it is to invest in
secondary school education, but under this government
both of those schools have been ignored. Parents have
been told, ‘If you send your children to a secondary
school, Fairhills or Scoresby, don’t expect to receive
one cent of funding from this government’. That is the
repeated message year after year from this government.
When you contrast that to the previous four years, I was
very proud to be part of a government that got on with
the job of actually trying to finally invest in schools in
my community, including Ferntree Gully North
Primary School, Wattleview Primary School, Mountain
Gate Primary School, Fairhills Primary School and
finishing the Eastern Ranges autism school, projects
that were important to service the educational needs of
children in my community.
There were significant oval upgrades at many of the
sporting facilities across Knox that fell within my
electorate. We provided support to environmental
works that were being undertaken by the Friends of
Koolunga and the Friends of Blind Creek.
We duplicated High Street Road between Stud Road
and Burwood Highway, and we put protective services
officers (PSOs) at Ferntree Gully station, something
that those opposite opposed, something that those
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opposite said would not work, something that those
opposite called ‘plastic police’. Well, let me tell you,
those hardworking PSOs, those hardworking members
of Victoria Police, do a fantastic job. Unlike those
opposite I will not criticise them; I will support them. I
will back them because I know they have done a
fantastic job in supporting the Victorian community.
As I said, under this government, what have we had?
We have had more taxes. We have had new taxes.
Remember that the Premier stood out on the steps of
this Parliament on the eve of the election and gave a
cast-iron guarantee to Peter Mitchell from Channel 7
saying that, hand on heart, under a government he
leads, there will be no new taxes. What do we know?
We know that is a lie, but it is unparliamentary to
say that.
We know that, like so many things, this government
says one thing in opposition and does another. There is
no starker example of this than for those people in my
community who wanted to see the construction of the
east–west link. This government said the contract was
not worth the paper it was written on. It said we would
not be up for one cent of compensation when they
ripped up that contract. Over $1 billion later, we have
paid out money to not build a road, a road that my
community and the residents of the eastern suburbs of
Melbourne know has to be built and will have to be
built into the future. It is stark. There is only one side of
politics that will build that road, and it is not this
government. The very clear message to my community
is that if you live in the eastern suburbs and you want
the construction of the east–west link, do not rely on the
Labor Party, because the Labor Party are only
concerned about the residents of the inner city and the
inner north. They are not concerned about the needs of
people who live in the eastern suburbs of Melbourne. It
is very stark where we stand as an opposition compared
to where this government stands.
This government is all talk but no action. Look at the
talk we had about the north-east link. Here is a
government that said, ‘We’re going to get on with the
north-east link’. Well, embarrassingly the Treasurer of
this state actually confirmed that for this road project
that he said is the most important thing he wants to get
on with and build, he has not allocated one cent. So
how can anyone possibly believe this government when
they say, ‘We’re going to get on with it. We’re going to
build this road. It’s the most important road project that
we are going to get on with and build’, when they go on
and allocate not one cent of funding?
We all know that under this government it is all about
the spin. It is not about the substance. They will say one
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thing, but when you scratch the surface, when you
scratch the veneer and you get below and actually have
a look at what it is they have done, what it is they have
allocated, we know that this is a government that has
done nothing to fund the projects they themselves say
are the most important to this state.
I know and residents who live in my community know
that this government has delivered nothing over four
years. When you look at the capital works program
over the past four years, you see that no major road
projects, no major school projects, no major public
transport projects have been delivered by this
government that service the needs of my community.
A member for Eastern Metropolitan Region in the other
place attacked me and the member for Bayswater —
who is also here — for being churlish in our
commentary on the budget. He highlighted to us that in
fact my community did receive funding. We received
funding for a footpath. I do not begrudge the footpath.
Footpaths are important. Transport links like that are
important for people for walking and riding their
bicycles. That is not a problem at all. In fact a footpath
upgrade is important from an educational perspective.
He said, ‘I don’t know what you’re talking about.
Heathmont Secondary College got funding’. He forgot
to mention that Heathmont is actually not in the City of
Knox. He could not find a secondary school in the City
of Knox that got any funding. This is a municipality
with 160 000 residents and he could not find one
secondary school that received one cent of capital
funding. The nearest he could find is a secondary
school in another municipality. Manna from heaven. I
mean, seriously.
It just demonstrates how out of touch this government
is when it takes for granted the needs of residents who
live in the outer east and it says to the people of Knox,
‘Don’t be churlish. Be happy with the knowledge that a
school in another municipality is going to service
residents who live in the city of Knox’. That was the
message from this government. That was the message
from an upper house member whose electorate office is
within the city of Knox, but who, as a local member,
could not see fit to actually lobby to get any funding for
a secondary school in the entire municipality in which
his electorate office resides. I think that just
demonstrates the lack of interest and the lack of focus
that this government has when it comes to residents in
my community.
I would like to just highlight an issue within the
environment portfolio. This is an issue which
demonstrates the way in which this government
operates when it comes to supporting local business and
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local communities. The Cape Otway Lightstation has,
for 21 years, operated under a lease by the Bowker
family. They are people who have run their own family
business, invested their own money and employed
upwards of 40 people to work at that facility and they
are now currently going through an expression of
interest (EOI) process because their lease is coming to
an end. There is nothing wrong with conducting an
expression of interest process and nothing wrong with
allowing other businesses to equally put in a
submission for a tender process. That is fair and
reasonable. Just last week the company that operates
this facility received a letter from Parks Victoria
acknowledging the fact that they are now part of the
process of going to stage 2, but in the middle of the
process, after this company and other companies have
spent their time and energy and money to prepare
submissions for the next 21-year lease to operate the
lighthouse, and with no explanation, Premier Andrews
and his government have decided to scrap the
expression of interest process — no explanation, no
understanding and has just said, ‘We are in the middle
of an EOI process. Thank you for participating in the
process, but, by the way, we are scrapping it’. What is
the explanation? Well, the explanation is, and I quote:
The decision to withdraw the Cape Otway lightstation EOI is
based on a change in direction …

Seriously, a change in direction? There are upwards of
600 leases around this state, many of them operated by
small family businesses that are now being told by this
government that if you run a small business, if you are
investing your own time and money and if you are
employing your own staff, under this government as
soon as you come to the end of your lease you are gone.
That is exactly what the message is from this
government to not only this company but to the many
other family businesses around the state. It just
highlights the way in which this government operates.
It is more focused on ideology. It is not focused on
community, it is not focused on business and it is
certainly not focused on regional jobs. This government
should hang its head in shame because again they are
sinking their boots in to local communities.
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Planning) (15:24) — I
am delighted to get up today to make a contribution to
the take-note motion of the 2018–19 budget. In doing
so, the Victorian budget will deliver on three
fundamentals: new skills and good jobs, more schools
and indeed better roads for every Victorian. It is a
budget that has been framed in a way that ensures all
parts of the state get a decent share of the budget for
2018–19. I am of course also reminded of the excellent
forward estimates that the Treasurer has placed in the
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budget which speak so eloquently of the real strength of
the Victorian economy going forward. I just want to
commend the work of the Treasurer and the Minister
for Finance and of course the Premier for the leadership
that he has shown in framing what is, by any measure, a
really excellent outcome for the Victorian community.
But I want to particular focus my contribution today, not
surprisingly, on my own electorate of Richmond.
Families in Richmond will have good schools close to
their homes, with a share of the $1.3 billion for school
allocations across the state. This year’s budget includes
$500 000 to design a new senior campus for
Collingwood College and Fitzroy High School on the
Fitzroy Gasworks site. I do not need to remind
colleagues in the house of the history of Fitzroy High
School, except to indicate the Fitzroy High School was
in fact the only high school closed by the Kennett
government that actually reopened. Can I say it is going
absolutely gangbusters in what is a unique relationship
of twinning between Collingwood College and Fitzroy
High School where there is a shared curriculum between
the two schools.
It is a unique partnership and one that will be further
consolidated by the opportunities that are going to be
presented at the Fitzroy Gasworks site where $500 000
will be going to the planning of a senior high school.
That will be conducted, as you would expect, through
broad community consultation and conversation
between the school communities as to what the framing
of that senior high school might look like. It may be a
senior high school that has year 10, 11 and 12, it may
be a year 10, 11, 12 and 13 school or it may be a
specialist school. That is yet to be determined, but it is a
fantastic commitment by the government.
There is an extraordinary budget commitment of
$8.28 million to upgrade facilities at Abbotsford
Primary School. For those who know Abbotsford
Primary School, it is a lovely little school tucked just
off Victoria Street, and the beauty of this public school
is that it is in fact a bilingual school. It teaches children
in Chinese and Vietnamese as well so that when a child
goes through that school from prep to grade 6, by the
time they get to grade 6 they will be completely fluent
in a second language. What a power to have. What a
unique asset these children will have, being able to be
not only bilingual in Chinese and/or Vietnamese but
also to have a pathway through to extend their Chinese
language skills at Richmond High School. I will come
to Richmond High School in a couple of minutes. They
will be able to transition right through from prep to
year 12. Imagine the power that is going to be available
to those young people coming out of secondary school
and being able to look to the north — to our major
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trading partner in China — and to negotiate their way
there. It is just an extraordinary opportunity in my
electorate.
The budget also includes $200 000 for upgrades at
Richmond Primary School, a whopping $1.08 million
for landscaping works at the great Richmond West
Primary School and $550 000 to upgrade and
modernise facilities at Spensley Street Primary School.
I was at Spensley Street Primary School on Sunday
when they were having their harvest fete, and I have to
say the —
Ms Victoria — Did you buy some jam?
Mr WYNNE — I did. I actually bought some very,
very nice apricot jam — homemade — which I had
some of yesterday and also a very lovely —
Ms Victoria — Chutney?
Mr WYNNE — No, not chutney — some tomato
sauce that will see its way clear very soon. But again, it
is a great public school. They are so pleased to have
that $500 000, which will assist them with further
classroom space as part of a specialist science program
for the students there. I know that that amount of
money is really going to have a fantastic impact on that
school. We have also provided funds to purchase land
to extend Clifton Hill Primary School, making sure that
that great school can keep meeting the needs of a
growing population.
I had the pleasure of being with the Minister for
Education only yesterday at Richmond High School —
a $44 million investment in a senior secondary school
for boys and girls in Richmond — where in fact we
celebrated what is called the ‘topping out’ of the school.
The major construction of the school is complete, and
now it will be clad and obviously all of the internals
will be done. They are well on schedule with this, and
the beautiful thing was that the first intake of grade 7
students, who are temporarily opposite in the sports
facilities, came over with us to go for the first time up
onto the roof of this spectacular four-storey facility and
actually see the bones of what their school is going to
be like. They were absolutely beside themselves. They
were so excited to be the first group of school leaders to
come and see what their school is going to be like. I
have got to say that when you are up there on the fourth
floor of that school it is unbelievably spectacular. It has
views to the city that you cannot imagine — views to
the MCG, to Collingwood and down to Richmond. I
am just thrilled with the commitment that our
government has made. It is an enormous amount of
money — $44 million — but is there any better
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investment a government can make than in public
education? So this has been a fantastic outcome.
I am delighted that the Minister for Housing, Disability
and Ageing has provided $22.4 million to fund the
installation of smoke detectors, sprinklers and smoke
separation barriers in the common areas of all of our
public housing high-rise estates. As members would
know, we have got 47 of the very high 20-plus storey
public housing towers. Members will of course also be
aware that there was in fact a small fire in the Napier
Street towers in Fitzroy. Thankfully —
Mr Edbrooke interjected.
Mr WYNNE — I am looking at my colleague the
member for Frankston. What the fire brigade did there
was absolutely extraordinary. They were running into
this fire early in the morning and just did a magnificent
job. But we have learned the lesson of what we need to
do in terms of ensuring not only that all of the flats
themselves are sprinklered — the apartments — but
that the common areas, the balconies and the
congregating areas on the ground floor are sprinklered
as well. That is a great initiative by Minister Foley. I
know I can say, on behalf of my residents, just how
grateful they are for that extra bit of security in the
event of, God forbid, a fire occurring.
Mr Edbrooke interjected.
Mr WYNNE — Yes, it is absolutely life saving, as
the member for Frankston indicates.
In relation to the Yarra River, this has been
groundbreaking legislation. The landmark Yarra River
Protection (Wilip-gin Birrarung murron) Act 2017 has
obviously now passed the Parliament. We all remember
what a great day that was when the Wurundjeri elders
came in when we introduced the bill into the house and
when they spoke in their own language. They were so
pleased that the government were in fact listening to
them and were respectful of their ambitions for the
sacred Yarra River. In that context the act does enshrine
a new statutory body, the Birrarung Council, to act as
an independent voice for the river, and it enables the
declaration of parklands and open space along the river
as Greater Yarra Urban Parklands.
This is groundbreaking legislation. It is certainly the
first in Australia and possibly one of the first in the
world, and I am delighted that we have had the
opportunity as a Parliament to ventilate these issues and
to get bipartisan support for the protection of the Yarra
River, acknowledging the voice of the Wurundjeri
people who speak for the Yarra River. There is
$1.25 million that has been put into the budget for the

STATE TAXATION ACTS AMENDMENT BILL 2018
Tuesday, 22 May 2018

ASSEMBLY

Yarra River Action Plan going forward, and there will
be successive commitments over the out years as well.
Community sport did not miss out, certainly not from
this government: $3 million for Ryans Reserve to
upgrade four ageing courts and the old pavilion,
$3 million for Yarra Bend Park to provide a pavilion to
allow for netball courts and $2 million to upgrade
facilities for women’s football at the spiritual home of
the Magpies, Victoria Park, which is just fantastic. I
know for women’s sport, having been down at Victoria
Park only very recently for some local football and
talking to the women who play down there, their
facilities are a disgrace. Their change facilities are in
fact the umpires room. It is just not acceptable, and I
know just how important that investment has been,
particularly for women’s football at Victoria Park.
There are so many places I could go here, but I just
wanted to touch upon the record investment of
$705 million that the Minister for Mental Health got in
the budget to address mental illness and addiction. This
is really a landmark commitment by the Andrews
government. It includes six dedicated crisis hubs in
emergency departments, including of course at
St Vincent’s Hospital. I had the pleasure of being at
St Vincent’s Hospital only a little over a week ago with
the Minister for Mental Health, when we announced the
mental health hub that will be part of the casualty ward
at St Vincent’s Hospital. The reason for that of course is
when you have got people who are coming in in severe
crisis with psychiatric or drug and alcohol issues, you
have to manage them differently to other casualty ward
patients, so a whole area will be dedicated to ensuring
that these people are in fact triaged in a way that
addresses their needs but does not disrupt other patients
who of course would be serviced in the casualty ward.
I will just conclude, can I say, with the extraordinary
commitment to people, training and jobs: $172 million
to make priority TAFE courses free, giving more
residents — and indeed my residents — a chance to be
able to train at TAFE and get the right skills they need
for a good job. Thirty priority TAFE courses and
18 preapprenticeship courses will be made free — it is
fantastic — with more than 30 000 new TAFE places to
be funded right across the state.
This budget, I think, speaks to what is at the core of why
we are the Australian Labor Party, because it talks to all
the fundamentals that are important to our community,
whether it is in education, whether it is in jobs, whether
it is in training or whether it is in those crucial social
safety nets, such as the funding that is being provided
for mental health. These are the reasons why I am so
passionate about this budget and so passionate about the
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fact that the budget strikes the right note: strong
economic growth for the state, very strong surpluses
going forward, net debt to gross state product very
satisfactory and I think from our point of view a budget
that is actually shared — shared in regional Victoria, in
your part of the world, Deputy Speaker, as much as it is
shared across metropolitan Melbourne. We know that
this is a government that actually governs for the entire
state, whether it is in the massive investments that are
being made in public transport as well that link our
communities together. I am so proud to be a part of a
government that truly does govern for all Victorians.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms VICTORIA
(Bayswater).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

STATE TAXATION ACTS AMENDMENT
BILL 2018
Second reading
Debate resumed from 8 May; motion of
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer).
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) (15:40) — I am
pleased to rise to speak on the State Taxation Acts
Amendment Bill 2018. I think this is the fifth or sixth
such bill in the 58th Parliament. We normally only have
one of these a year, but of course Labor have had so
many tax increases over their term in office that we
average much more than one a year. This budget is
slightly different. We see significant tax increases
coming through in this budget. When you have a tax
increase of 35 per cent since the election, it really does
give you pause for thought about where this money is
going and, more importantly, where it is coming from.
We do have a government that genuinely believes that
it knows how to spend Victorians’ money better than
they do, and that is why it feels no compunction at all
about taking more and more of it out of their pockets.
The government really believes it knows best. It takes
more out of the pockets of families, it takes more out of
the pockets of workers, it takes more out of the pockets
of individuals and it takes more out of the pockets of
businesses, because it believes it has a grand vision. Of
course when we see where that money goes, you do
have to question it, you do have to protest and say,
‘This government has got that balance wrong’.
Being the highest taxing government in the country,
which the state of Victoria is under the Andrews Labor
government, is not a badge of honour. That is a mark of
shame. On any measure of state tax to gross state
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product Victoria is now the highest taxing state in the
country. We were not a few years ago. We were not at
the election. At the election we were pretty much middle
of the field, but under the 12 new and increased taxes
we have seen under this Andrews Labor government,
we have now vaulted to the front of the field. We are
now clearly the gold medallist when it comes to
taxation. Again, that is nothing to be proud of at all.
When we look at the measures in this State Taxation
Acts Amendment Bill 2018 we do have to remember
the history of what has come before it. We do have to
remember the tripling of brown coal royalties, which
was sprung as a budget surprise overnight in 2016. We
do have to remember that directly led to the closure of
Hazelwood power station, and the closure of
Hazelwood disrupted Victoria’s electricity market. The
Australian Competition and Consumer Commission has
found this was a major contributing factor toward the
85 per cent increase in wholesale power prices that
Victoria has seen.
So Labor’s taxes have got consequences, and not just
for the poor old pay-as-you-go worker, who now pays
higher taxes if they are able to save up and buy a new
car because the Treasurer thought that higher taxes on
new cars were a good idea. Every time you get your
power bill in the mail, be it your electricity bill or your
gas bill, it is much higher than it was four years ago,
and the reason it is much higher is because of
Labor’s taxes.
We have seen the new vacant residential property tax.
That was sort of sold as being some tax to pick up
foreign land bankers who would buy property in
Melbourne and keep it untenanted. This was seen by the
government as a terrible thing, worthy of a punitive
level of taxation. We asked the government, ‘If that’s
the case, why don’t you just apply it to non-Australian
residents?’ The answer was, ‘Well, we don’t want to
just tax the foreigners; we want to tax everyone’. So the
farmer who has got a little one-bedroom apartment in
Melbourne that he and his spouse or she and her spouse
stay in when they come to town — maybe for a doctor’s
appointment, maybe to see the grandkids in a school
play, maybe to see a football match or maybe to go and
see something at the art gallery — is treated as an
absentee landlord. They are treated as people who are
capitalist robber barons who are land banking, who
should be forced to rent out their little one-bedroom
apartment to anyone. This government says, ‘We are
going to tax you in a punitive way, and we are going to
call it a vacant residential property tax’. But it is an extra
1 per cent. For example, if it is a $400 000 apartment —
these days, the way the property prices are, you do not
have to be too flash to have a $400 000 apartment in the
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city — you pay an extra $4000 a year. That is extra.
That is on top of the land tax you already pay.
We have a government here that thinks that farmers
who dare to have a little one-bedroom flat or apartment
in Melbourne are filthy rich capitalists deserving to be
taxed as though they are ripping off the poor. This is
where you really see the ugly underside of this
government’s ideology because, as I said earlier, this
government genuinely believes it knows how to spend
money better than the people who earn it do. They
genuinely believe their decisions are more important
than anybody else’s, and we see that writ large in their
tax policy.
I have mentioned the increased stamp duty on new cars.
Of course there is the increased fire services property
levy, which is going up and up and up to pay off the
United Firefighters Union and their members who had
the sweetheart deals with the Premier because the union
secretary, Mr Marshall, has got some sort of
voodoo-like hold over the Premier.
Mr Donnellan — On a point of order, Deputy
Speaker, just a factual correction: the fire services
property levy does not fund firefighting services.
Factually, it would be sensible if the shadow minister
actually got his facts correct.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — The member for
Malvern to continue. There is no point of order.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — As the Treasurer actually
introduced the fire services property levy, I am happy to
correct the minister and advise him that yes, in fact the
fire services property levy funds the operations of the
Metropolitan Fire Brigade and the Country Fire
Authority.
Mr Donnellan — It does not.
Mr Angus interjected.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — The minister has got no idea
what he is talking about, but nobody should be surprised
about that, should they, member for Forest Hill? We
have seen the increase in the fire services property levy
to pay off their union mates, we have seen the removal
of the off-the-plan stamp duty concession for most
classes of purchases. Of course that was, again, sold by
the government as, ‘We are going to remove these tax
breaks for everyone except for owner-occupiers, and
that is great because it means the owner-occupiers will
get a free run’. Of course what happened, as anybody
who understands the industry would know, is that for
the investors, who are the people who are usually first to
sign up for an off-the-plan project and who are the
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cornerstone investors to get these projects off the ground
to actually get them built, all of a sudden there was no
incentive for them to get involved. A lot of these
projects are not going ahead. A lot of these projects are
being delayed in getting built. That means instead of
getting 50 per cent of something they get 100 per cent of
nothing. When their tax changes reduce supply in the
housing market, they look surprised when prices go up.
They have just absolutely no idea of how the
economy works.
We have seen the new stamp duty on property transfers
between spouses. I think this is a really nasty little tax
this government has introduced. They have maintained
it for a principal place of residence, but you could have
a situation where you have a couple who meet, fall in
love and get married later in life, and maybe because it
is a bit later in life they have got a property each.
Maybe one has got a property in town, maybe one has
got a property down the beach, and they say, ‘This is
terrific. We are making our life together. We’d love to
be able to put the property in joint names’. For the
property in town, which might be the principal place of
residence, that is okay; they can put it in joint names.
But that property down the beach, ‘That’s a holiday
house and you are clearly trying to avoid tax by daring
to want to put the property in joint names, so we’re
going to sting you full fare on the stamp duty because
you dare to want to put a property in the name of your
spouse’. How on earth does this sort of thing do
anything other than penalise people who enter into
marriage or a domestic partnership and want to actually
join their lives together? What most of us would call
family life this government regards as a tax dodge, and
they tax it.
Goodness me! What if you happen to be a small
business person; you have been working for years for
somebody else, and you decide to go out on your own?
You want to make sure that not all of your family’s
assets — your house, maybe you might have a small
investment flat, or you might have a holiday shack
somewhere — are going to be put at risk if the business
does not go as well you had hoped. So you might want
to transfer that into your spouse’s or your partner’s
name. Well, under this government you are regarded as
being a dirty tax evader, and you are going to be hit
with a punitive level of stamp duty.
Mr Angus — Punished.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — Punished because you dare to
want to make a go of it as a small business person.
Again, this is a government full of people who have
never put their own money into a business in their
lives. They have never taken a risk in their lives. They
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have no respect at all for those people who set up a
small business.
We can keep going down the list. There are the new
Uber and taxi fare taxes, which will commence on
1 July this year, so happy new financial year to everyone
who will be going home on 1 July. You will be paying
higher taxi and Uber rates, thanks to this government.
You have the new point of consumption betting tax,
which interestingly should be in this bill, because it was
announced about two weeks ago, but it is not. The
government knew this tax was coming. The government
actually announced in last year’s budget that the point of
consumption tax was going to be implemented. Literally
one week later the government says, ‘No, that tax we
talked about last year is not in this year’s budget, but we
are going to have separate legislation’.
Mr Angus interjected.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — I have been trying to think of
the reason for it. Were they just incompetent, member
for Forest Hill, or is this another little bit of smoke and
mirrors from this Treasurer, who said, ‘I don’t want my
election year budget to be derailed by putting another
tax into it, so we’ll try and do that separately so I can
pretend that it is a budget with no new taxes, even
though we know that one week after the budget is
handed down we will be announcing a new tax to take
place in the 2018–19 financial year’?
There is the new city access tax on the West Gate
tunnel. It is not enough for people coming in from the
western parts of Victoria or Geelong to have to pay a
toll to go in this West Gate tunnel. The government
says, ‘You know what? If you want to come to
Melbourne between 7.00 a.m. and 9.00 a.m., Monday
to Friday, you can pay a tax as well as a toll’. Aren’t
they generous people? They have so little regard for
people from the west of Melbourne and the west of
Victoria that not only do they get to pay a toll to travel
into Melbourne, but they can pay a tax as well.
We have seen the new stamp duty surcharge
subsequently increase for foreign purchasers and the
new land tax surcharge subsequently increase for
foreign owners. So that is 12 new and increased taxes
and charges, and we are not even getting into a whole
raft of other fees and levies that I could easily
go through.
Turning to some of the specific measures in the bill,
there are changes to the Payroll Tax Act 2007 to
implement the budget measure to reduce the rate of
payroll tax for certain types of regional businesses. I
say ‘certain types of regional businesses’ advisedly
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because not every regional business that pays payroll
tax will benefit from this change. In fact the
government advised at the bill briefing that there are
approximately 4000 businesses in regional Victoria that
pay payroll tax. But when I asked how many of those
businesses meet the criteria for the lower tax rate, the
answer was ‘We don’t know’.
So there are 4000 businesses in regional Victoria that
pay payroll tax, but the government has no clue how
many of those 4000 businesses are actually eligible for
this payroll tax change. The government has taken a
guess at what this payroll tax change is worth. They say
it is worth around $40 million a year. I make the point
that since the election payroll tax collections under this
government have gone up by $1 billion a year. So they
are giving back $40 million a year, but they are taking
$1 billion a year extra out of Victorian businesses.
This Treasurer is like the fellow who walks into church
and makes a big song and dance about pulling out his
wallet while the collection plate is going around. He
takes out a $5 note and waves it around and puts it in
the church plate while he slips $100 out of the plate into
his pocket.
Mr Angus — Treasurer Tim.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — Treasurer Tim. That is the
way he deals with payroll tax. He makes a big song and
dance about a $40 million saving when he is taking
$1 billion extra out of Victorian businesses. Obviously
we do not object to any reduction in payroll tax, but let
us not kid ourselves, and importantly let us not let the
Treasurer kid anybody that this is a significant change,
given that the Treasurer himself does not know how
many businesses will benefit. We know it will be fewer
than 4000, and we know that he has been taking
$1 billion a year extra in payroll tax since the election.
There are changes here in relation to Australian
Defence Force (ADF) personnel. Last year there were
amendments regarding the requirements for a serving
ADF member to reside in their principal place of
residence to qualify for a first home owner grant, and
those residence requirements were removed. That was
appropriate, and that had our support. This amendment
eliminates the same requirement in relation to serving
ADF personnel to qualify for the first home buyers
stamp duty exemption. This applies whether or not the
ADF member has purchased the property on his or her
own or with a partner or spouse.
What is interesting in this change is that a serving ADF
member who owns a property in Melbourne which is
unoccupied as a consequence of being posted interstate
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or overseas can still be subject to Labor’s vacant
residential property tax. So the government is again
making a big song and dance about how generous they
are to serving ADF personnel, but let us say there is an
unmarried soldier, sailor or air force person and they
are posted overseas. It might be a 12-month posting,
and they have a property that is in the inner or middle
suburbs of Melbourne. This government treats that
serving sailor, soldier or airman as being some sort of
capitalist robber baron, and they are subject to the
vacant residential property tax, because the government
says, ‘Do you know what? We know what to do with
your property better than you do. We think that you
should be forced to rent it out’, notwithstanding that
maybe a person has good reason for not wanting to rent
it out. Maybe in fact they have not actually moved into
it themselves and they would like to be the first person
to move into their newly built home instead of renting it
out to somebody else. But, no, this government thinks it
knows better. So these brave soldiers, sailors and
airmen posted overseas to serve their country will be
treated by this government as being nasty little
capitalist landlords, or non-landlords, who should be
forced to rent out their properties or otherwise they are
subject to a punitive rate of land tax.
The bill also brings the young farmers duty concession
into line with the stamp duty concession threshold.
Previously the young farmers duty concession kicked in
at $300 000. Now it has been moved up to $600 000 at
full rate and at a concession rate between $600 001 and
$750 000. That brings some uniformity with the same
thresholds that operate in relation to the first home
buyers stamp duty concession.
There are also some administrative measures in the bill.
We see that foreign purchaser additional duty (FPAD)
provisions are amended. This clarifies that where
foreign owners together own more than 50 per cent of
the interest in land it will attract the FPAD, even if the
owners are legally unrelated parties. This is undoubtedly
going to lead to an increase in the number of properties
that are classified as being foreign owned and will
therefore lead to an increase in the amount of tax that is
paid. The government did not have a particularly
convincing explanation as to why this was being done,
so I will read with interest the contributions of members
of the government subsequently to determine if they
actually have a good reason for doing this.
The bill also overturns the effect of the Court of Appeal
decision in the matter of Commissioner of State
Revenue v. Danvest Pty Ltd & Anor, which cast doubt
on the State Revenue Office’s treatment of the duty
liabilities of partnerships dealing with property in
certain circumstances. It is always interesting and
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indeed probably worthy of caution where government
steps in to overturn the legal effect of a court decision.
The government believes that a failure to do so in this
instance would open up a loophole, which would see
property held by partnerships not taxed in the way in
which it has been done for quite some time. To this
extent, we take the State Revenue Office on trust that
this is giving effect to the genuine legislative intent of
the provisions. Obviously there may be others who
have different views, but in my consultations there was
not anything that was particularly raised with me.
There are a number of other technical changes in the
bill, including amendments to allow the apportionment
of certain duty exemptions, to extend who can provide
equity release programs to entities regulated by the
Australian Prudential Regulation Authority and to
clarify that where the name of a spouse or domestic
partner goes onto a title with their spouse or domestic
partner on a principal place of residence, the sharing of
a mortgage will not trigger stamp duty obligations as
being a sale. Again, this would seem to be another one
of those matters where there has been some lack of
clarity and which needed to be fixed up as a result of
the government introducing its legislation last year to
impose this spousal stamp duty imposition on
property transfers.
This government has got an appalling record when it
comes to taxes. We had the then Leader of the
Opposition, now Premier, standing on the steps of the
Parliament the night before the election being
interviewed by Peter Mitchell on Channel 7 news. He
was asked very directly and very bluntly by
Mr Mitchell whether or not he would give a
commitment not to increase taxes if he was elected
Premier. The then opposition leader looked down the
barrel of the camera, straightened his shoulders,
mustered up all the sincerity he could and said:
I make that promise, Peter, to every single Victorian.

Well, we know what happened to that promise.
Mr Angus — What a lie.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — As the member for Forest Hill
says, it was a lie. Not once, not twice, but 12 times we
have seen new taxes and increased taxes, which have
hit Victorians in the hip pocket — a 35 per cent
increase in taxes under this government, $6.2 billion
extra in taxes under this government, 12 broken
promises and a status as the highest-taxed state in the
country. This is not what Victorians voted for; it is the
opposite of what they voted for. They voted for a
politician who said, ‘No new taxes and no increase in
taxes’. The fact that this government has time and time
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again broken that promise to Victorians, made them
hurt, made them pay and made their lives more difficult
all because it thinks it can spend taxpayers money
better than the people who have actually earned it,
is terrible.
We do not oppose this particular bill, but it does give
every member of this house an opportunity to reflect on
the taxation record of this government. It is a record
which does it no credit. It is a record which Victorians
will judge harshly on 24 November this year.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (16:03) — I take great
pleasure in joining the debate on the State Taxation
Acts Amendment Bill 2018 before the house. In
particular, as someone who grew up in regional
Victoria and who is now the Parliamentary Secretary
for Regional Victoria, I want to highlight what a benefit
the measures contained in this bill and flagged in the
budget are to job generation in this state. I know you,
Acting Speaker Couzens, as a regional member as well,
fully understand how the reduction in payroll tax last
year and now its effective halving this year is going to
make an enormous difference to some 4000 businesses
in regional Victoria.
When most people think of a benefit like this they think
about the larger cities like Geelong, Ballarat, Bendigo,
maybe Warrnambool, maybe Latrobe, maybe
Shepparton or maybe Wodonga, but this extends to
every part of the state. I get to visit every municipality
in the state, but parts of my electorate reside in the Shire
of Mitchell. Beveridge and Wallan are actually in the
Shire of Mitchell but are inside the urban growth
boundary, so I am calling this the special economic
zone because this area is not that far from the centre of
town and the fact that taxes on employment have been
reduced so close to Melbourne offers an enormous
opportunity. I know it is an opportunity that the
business sector is taking up rapidly and is queueing up
to take advantage of.
It does not only mean that people can live and work
locally. Often the criticism that is made about broadacre
new housing estates in outer suburbs is that there is a
dearth of employment, but this is one of the strongest
ever measures by any government in this country to
actually make a change to that. It means that every
municipality, like the Shire of Mitchell and the Shire of
Murrindindi — which are still struggling with the
ravages after Black Saturday and have still got much
less population and fewer rate notices than they did
nine years ago — will have the advantage of being able
to go out to the corporate sector and say, ‘We are not
very far from Melbourne. We have got good places like
Kinglake, Flowerdale and Yea where you could come
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and invest and pay half the payroll tax if 85 per cent of
your employees are outside greater Melbourne’. So it
not only means that people can live and work in
country communities or work very close to where they
live in outer suburban Melbourne but it also has the
ability to make a significant difference in congestion for
those of us who represent and/or live in the outer
suburbs when we see the trail of red tail-lights going
into town in the morning peak and then going out of
town in the evening peak.
What this measure will do is enable significant-sized
employers to establish themselves and offer
employment just on the periphery of Melbourne in that
ring of peri-urban municipalities that actually need the
rate revenue. It will mean that people can head
outwards: they can head west, they can head north, they
can head east to go to work, effectively using the assets
and infrastructure of the state — what the taxpayer
invests in in roads and public transport. They can go in
the opposite direction.
I know that particularly in the Shire of Mitchell they are
really on the front foot with this. They have put out a
prospectus to the market, pretty much saying, ‘Come
and invest in Mitchell, not only because it is a great
place to live and work, but because it is a great place to
invest because of the reduction in payroll tax’. Also
those moving into that shire can have access to the
regional first home owners grant: $20 000 rather than
$10 000. They can have the benefit of stamp duty that
is not payable on housing below $600 000. We all
know in greater Melbourne that it is pretty difficult to
get a house under that figure these days, but it is still
very possible and very probable in regional Victoria.
Other municipalities are likely to benefit from this. A
lot of my relatives grew up in Lara. Lara and Little
River are not that far from Melbourne, and there will be
great opportunities, I think, for businesses to set up
there. The many communities that are in the electorate
of the Minister for Health, who is at the table, or in the
Treasurer’s electorate — those residing in Wyndham,
in Caroline Springs — can go outwards to the Shire of
Moorabool, to the Shire of Golden Plains on the outer
edges of Melbourne or out into Gippsland. So this bill
is going to make a huge difference. I also think for
remote communities like the Shire of Buloke that
actually struggles with its population when trying to
maintain numbers in its schools and offer a full range of
subjects at senior high school, being able to have
businesses like Kooka’s Country Cookies and also
Australian Eatwell — that great vegetarian food
manufacturer in Donald — means they can grow even
more significantly and spend extra money on their plant
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and invest in and offer more local jobs because they are
paying a whole lot less tax.
I would like to rebut some of what the member for
Malvern had to say in his contribution heading up the
coalition’s opposition to this bill. He made an
outrageous claim — he quite regularly does exaggerate
and make outrageous claims — when he said that
Victoria is the highest taxing state. Well, that is in fact
incorrect. For taxes and royalties, per capita we are
actually behind New South Wales. On the fire services
property levy, he made a claim that this had been
increased in the bill before the house, and that this is
somehow a payoff to those ‘evil’ union friends that we
have on this side of the house. I say ‘evil’ because I do
not think they are evil at all; I think they represent the
workers and are out there trying to promote safety
in workplaces.
What the member for Malvern said was completely
incorrect about that levy because it has actually been
frozen in this budget. There is no increase in this budget,
and the formula for determining the level of this funding
was set by the coalition when they introduced the bill in
government, so the claim is completely untrue. He also
made some claims in relation to payroll tax revenues,
saying we had increased taxes. This is also
demonstrably untrue. We have increased the threshold
for all businesses across the state, and as I said, there is a
significant change for regional businesses.
The reason why revenue is up is that 320 000 additional
people have been employed in this state since this
government came to office. That is probably something
that the member for Malvern would find a little bit
difficult to understand because there was no
employment growth at all to support population growth
on his watch. I think part of that would come down to
the fact that the coalition built very little. They created
very little employment by not initiating any investments
in infrastructure, and that also reduced confidence in the
private sector. We have completely turned that around
so that 320 000 new Victorians are employed in
this state.
Also, people’s wages have gone up. When you have
demand for labour, the cost of that labour can go up,
and that is one of the biggest problems across Australia.
The retail sector is certainly finding that, in that it has
suppressed demand because there are many people in
the economy whose wages have not been going up, so
they have found it difficult. You have got a lot more
working poor, with people finding it harder to make
ends meet. But in Victoria we have more people that
are actually being paid more because of the need for
skills in this economy. I think that the State Taxation
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Acts Amendment Bill has a very measured set of
proposals, a very smart set of proposals that have come
from the budget. The Victorian Chamber of Commerce
and Industry quoted in its media release —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Couzens) — The
member’s time has expired.
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) (16:13) — I
am pleased to rise to speak on the State Taxation Acts
Amendment Bill 2018. I follow my namesake before
me in highlighting the issues this bill brings to the fore
with respect to the current government and indeed this
budget and the previous three budgets that we have
seen, because this bill continues to highlight the 12 new
and increased taxes that this government has
introduced, despite the commitment given by the then
opposition leader, now Premier, the night before the
election that there would be no new or increased taxes.
Certainly there are some measures in this bill that on
face value will be welcomed. The payroll tax reduction
for regional businesses is indeed one that on the
headline figure and information is a good one. I know
that payroll tax is a pernicious tax: it is a tax on jobs, it
is a tax many employers do not understand why they
have to pay because it literally stops them from
employing or reduces the incentive for them to employ
people, which we very much need, particularly in the
rural areas of our state. I know that many businesses in
my electorate of Gippsland South have spoken to me
about the need to reduce payroll tax, so a small
reduction in this budget, as reflected in this bill, is by no
means a problem.
But as the member for Malvern I think pointed out, the
average value of this change that is reflected in this
piece of legislation is $40 million a year, in the context
of payroll tax having increased under this government
by $1 billion a year. So this is the Labor government
saying, ‘Aren’t we wonderful — here’s $40 million
back in payroll tax relief’, having recouped an
additional billion dollars a year over the past four years.
So this is a smoke-and-mirrors trick. It shows the
government saying on the one hand, ‘Aren’t we
wonderful, we’re giving you back tax relief’, without
highlighting the fact that indeed there is a
multibillion-dollar increase in tax receipts over the
period that this government has been in office. That is
something that I think those businesses that I talk about,
including those in my electorate, will be concerned to
know, because they would like to see a lot more of that
delivered back.
There are changes to the Duties Act 2000 with respect
to Australian Defence Force (ADF) personnel. We had
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a change last year to ensure that serving ADF members
could meet the requirements to reside in their principal
place of residence to qualify for a first home owners
grant. That was eliminated, given that our ADF
personnel are of course regularly off on postings. This
time we are making that same change with respect to
the first home buyers stamp duty exemption, and again
that is fair. As an aside, as the shadow Minister for
Veterans, we need to do more at state level to support
our veterans, particularly the more recent veterans who
are returning to civilian life. We can do more to assist
them not only through measures such as this but also
more generally with help getting them into the
workforce, getting them back into society and making
sure that they have the support and the resources they
need. So this is one area where I certainly support the
government’s proposal.
The young farmers stamp duty concession is being
changed in this respect. This has always been at the
forefront of my mind when it comes up. Many years
ago I was chief of staff and media adviser for the then
Leader of The Nationals, Peter Ryan, and I believe we
were in a tent at the Speed field days. It was cold, rainy
and horrible. A young bloke in a Driza-Bone walked in,
and we got chatting about farming generally. He said,
‘I’d like to get into farming, but stamp duty’s a killer’.
He said that the state government should do more by
actually giving them encouragement — giving them a
concession on stamp duty — to ensure that they could
get into farming with a little bit more ease and were not
burdened by state government taxes. At the time our
shadow Minister for Agriculture was not around, so I
took his name and number down on a sticky note. I
remember his name because I kept it on my desk for a
long time afterwards. His name was Andrew Broad,
and he is now the federal member for Mallee.
In 2010, the first time The Nationals had been in
government since that conversation, we actually
introduced that stamp duty concession. I am not
suggesting that it was either my or Andrew Broad’s
idea, but it was certainly one that he raised at that
time — I think it was about 2003 — at the Speed field
days. He was just a young bloke trying to make his way
in the world; I was just an adviser. He is now the
federal member for Mallee, and here I stand.
It is good to see that concession being made more
attractive to try to encourage young people into the
farming business. We certainly need more of them. I
must say I do not share the pessimism that many have
with respect to young people coming into farming. I
know that in my own electorate there are many, many
good young farmers who are doing well. Of course
many struggle, as all farmers do from time to time with
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the seasons or commodity prices, but there are plenty
that are doing a great job and providing great
innovation and verve in our farming area, particularly
in Gippsland. So I certainly support that.
We have talked about the new taxes that have been
introduced, and number one of those, from a Gippsland
perspective that gets people in Gippsland and
particularly the Latrobe Valley, is the tripling of the coal
royalty. I can only speculate on how this came about,
but it is almost too much of a coincidence that the
$252 million increase in the coal royalty almost exactly
matches the so-called Latrobe Valley rescue package,
which is about $260 million. I wonder whether the
government thought, ‘We know that Hazelwood’s going
to close at some stage. Let’s get in for our chop’. They
got in for their chop, but what they did not count on is
that that would be, I believe, one of the main reasons
that Hazelwood power station closed earlier than anyone
was expecting. We got five months notice. There was no
doubt at the time —
Ms Thomas — Seriously? You are just making it
up.
Mr D. O’BRIEN — The company operating
Hazelwood, Engie, made it very clear that the
$20 million per annum hit to its bottom line would be a
very big factor in its future, so I am not making it up
when I talk about $252 million in taxes. Those on that
side think that you can just tax the bosses $250 million
and it will make no difference to the industry
whatsoever. Explain that to the people of Latrobe
Valley which lost Hazelwood. Every time I drive past
that location I look across and think that should not
have happened — the $250 million increase in taxes
that you guys thought you could put on the Latrobe
Valley generators and it would have no impact. We
absolutely saw the impact — the 1000 jobs that are now
gone — and that hangs on the Premier’s head for
introducing that tax.
I will touch briefly on the 12 other taxes, which include
the new vacant residential property tax; the new annual
property variations to increase land tax; increased stamp
duty on new cars; increased fire services property levy;
removal of the off-the-plan stamp duty concession for
investors; the new stamp duty on property transfers
between spouses; the introduction of the new Uber and
taxi fare taxes; the new city access tax for the West Gate
tunnel, which did not go to the election; the new stamp
duty surcharge; the new land tax surcharge; and, finally,
the new point-of-consumption-betting tax, which I
must question.
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This is a strange one. Two weeks after the budget was
handed down, this tax was announced, and yet it is not
in the budget papers. I asked the Minister for Consumer
Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation on Friday why
that was not the case, and she said that was a matter for
the Treasurer, which is interesting given she was
actually quoted in the press release with the Treasurer
announcing this new tax. Why it was not in the budget I
do not know. She said it was a matter for the Treasurer,
but interestingly we had heard three days earlier from
Treasury, and the secretary of Treasury told us that
matters pertaining to ministerial portfolios were a matter
for those portfolios, so I do not know who is right.
We have not got an answer on why this
point-of-consumption betting tax has been set at 8 per
cent when South Australia set theirs at 15 per cent and
indeed other states, we understand, are also looking at a
15 per cent tax, but that is one for the government to
explain as it faces the Victorian people later this year.
Why did it break its promise not to increase or
introduce new taxes and yet has done so 12 times?
Ms KNIGHT (Wendouree) (16:23) — The
Andrews Labor government has done so much to get
Victoria moving again with more funding for health,
education and infrastructure programs. We have seen
how a real government focuses on the interests of all
Victorians, including regional Victorians, and on how
we can get the Victorian economy going again and get
real results. I rise today to contribute to the State
Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2018, and I will speak
specifically about my electorate of Wendouree — the
great people of Wendouree — and also across regional
Victoria, because I think that people across regional
Victoria will see what a great benefit the payroll tax
reduction for regional areas is going to be. By cutting
regional payroll tax by a third, this government is not
only making sure that almost 40 000 regional
businesses are better able to compete but also
facilitating jobs growth across regional Victoria, which
is really important.
When it comes to Ballarat we have got it all. We have
got small shopping centres and big shopping centres.
We have got healthcare clinics, car dealerships and a
number of manufacturers that are all going from
strength to strength. These businesses will feel the
benefits of these changes and find it easier to invest and
to grow local jobs. Their share of a $167 million tax
break will boost jobs in Ballarat. Some might dismiss
this as tax reform, but we should not dismiss it because
it helps businesses, creates jobs and puts food on the
table for people.
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There is an easy comparison to make here. In the past
we have all seen our council rates go up and up. This is
something we have all experienced. Some councils are
better and some are worse, but in my electorate the
local council has averaged an increase of 5.4 per cent
every year for the last 20 years. In some years that
growth in rates has even hit 7.2 per cent, which is just
an extraordinary cash grab. They have not even hinted
at an attempt to reduce the burden on families and
businesses in Ballarat. This is a council that cried poor
when the government tried to limit its rate increases to
2.5 per cent. Their own figures showed that their
spending would cost ratepayers almost $300 million
over the next 10 years.
This payroll tax cut is the third tax reduction in three
years. That is three years of tax relief. It stands up
pretty well when compared to two decades of demands
for more money from the Ballarat City Council, and
when you link this with the work of the last Labor
government, that is 10 payroll tax cuts delivered, each
one helping to give Victoria the lowest payroll tax rate
in the country. The Brumby government cut payroll tax
to 4.9 per cent, the lowest it had been since 1975, and
we have managed to get it down to 2.425 per cent in
Victoria’s regions. Every time Labor is in government
it has reduced the load on Victorian businesses,
helping to boost the Victorian economy and make
Victoria a great place to invest and to build. Even the
Victorian Chamber of Commerce and Industry has
come out in support of this state budget, saying it will
result in thousands of regional businesses paying
substantially less tax; more livable communities, with
support for Melbourne’s high-growth corridors, which
includes Ballarat; more young Victorians in work, and
that is really, really important and a focus for us; and
support that will spark investment in regional Victoria.
I can tell you that Ballarat is ready, willing and waiting
for that investment.
We have got Gekko, which designs, builds and exports
specialist industrial machinery across the world, and
which supports workers, engineers and a host of other
jobs locally. We have got Mars, a Ballarat factory that
makes amazing chocolate that I eat too much of. It is
hardly an unknown name in chocolate. This tax cut will
reduce their tax burden, which may lead to increased
employment and more secure jobs. We are making it
easier for them to invest more in regional Victoria. We
have got the Ballarat West employment zone (BWEZ),
which is opening up opportunities for new and growing
businesses to build, put down roots and bring more
employment to our city — for example, Broo, which is
an environmentally friendly brewery looking to invest
millions of dollars in our region, and they are building
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in BWEZ. Last year they secured a contract to supply
$120 million worth of beer to Chinese markets.
We have got butchers, bakers, pubs, pools, factories
and family businesses, and many of these businesses
will breathe a little easier and pay a little less, thanks to
this government. Families are finding it easier and
cheaper to buy a house in regional Victoria because this
government has increased the first home buyers grant
and reduced stamp duty. Now they will find it easier to
get a job or to build their own business, because this
government has cut payroll tax. This builds on last
year’s increase in the payroll tax threshold. By lifting
the threshold from $550 000 to $650 000, more than
36 000 businesses saw savings even before their tax
rate was cut, and 2800 small businesses that used to pay
payroll tax have paid no payroll tax at all this year —
that is 2800 small businesses that suddenly have a very
good reason to employ more people, to expand and
innovate, and to build our economy. It is a great space
for new businesses, for small businesses, to expand
into. Come to regional Victoria if you want to build a
business and build an industry. Come to regional
Victoria to do it. It is a great result for jobs in this state.
The payroll tax threshold had not changed since 2002,
and raising it was an important step to make sure
Victorian business stays competitive. All of this is on
top of record commitments to regional Victoria by this
government in my electorate. We have seen a huge
commitment to rebuild Ballarat Base Hospital —
$462 million to rebuild Ballarat Base Hospital, which is
about 1300 construction jobs, then about 1000 ongoing
medical jobs, nursing jobs, attendant jobs, cleaning jobs
and maintenance jobs. It goes on. It is a fantastic
investment for anyone in Victoria’s west who might
need a tertiary hospital closer than Melbourne. Also, of
course there is the huge boost to our regional roads —
the almost $1 billion over four years to build and
improve regional roads. So this is all money being
invested and investing in the future of our regions —
absolutely dedicated to the future of regional Victoria.
I also want to touch on changes in this bill for
Australian Defence Force personnel. In my single days
I knew a navy officer or two. Of course now that I am
married I never look at a man in uniform but that was
not always the case, and I was always keen on their
housing situation.
Mr Noonan — Name them.
Ms KNIGHT — No, I will not name them. Thank
you, member for Williamstown, I think you know their
names. But I was really pleased to see this change for
those very dedicated, very strong and muscular, very
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dedicated defence force personnel because they are out
there defending the country, they are out there
representing their country. This is serious, and they
should not be discriminated against because of that.
They should have the same opportunities as anybody
else to invest in Victoria if they are from Victoria and to
be able to get a first home buyer grant.
Of course because of the nature of their work they are
often unable to meet that criteria, so we have lifted that
criteria for defence force personnel. I think that is a
really important thing, and I hope that more young
people will look towards that as a career and more
young people in the defence forces from Victoria will
take advantage of these changes to those
discriminatory practices.
I think this is a terrific bill for regional Victorians. It is a
terrific bill for defence force personnel, and clearly
there is a great buzz in Ballarat over the changes to
payroll tax. I acknowledge the member for Gippsland
South at the table, who has also had business
constituents in his electorate talking about the benefits
that the reduction in payroll tax will have for regional
Victorians. So I am really very proud of that. It will
mean more jobs in regional Victoria. It will mean more
investment in regional Victoria, and I think it will also
mean that the jobs we have will be more secure.
Particularly in regional Victoria that is an incredibly
important thing, so I thank the Treasurer and the
Minister for Finance for their work around this bill. I
thank the Treasurer for the budget and particularly for
the benefits it has brought to my electorate of
Wendouree. I wish it a speedy passage.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) (16:33) — I am
pleased to make a contribution to the State Taxation
Acts Amendment Bill 2018. The purpose of the bill is
to amend the Duties Act 2000 in relation to foreign
purchasers; partnerships; property vested in apparent
purchasers; exemptions for transfers of property
between spouses or domestic partners; exemptions for
equity release programs; principal place of residence
exemptions and concessions for first-time buyers who
are members of the defence force; and exemption from
duty payable in respect of first-time purchases of
farmland by farmers under 35 years of age. It also
amends the Payroll Tax Act 2007 to reduce the rate of
payroll tax payable by regional employers and amends
the Unclaimed Money Act 2008 in relation to executors
and administrators.
It is said that a political lie can make a saint out of an
atheist and a patriot out of a profligate, render foreign
ministers with intelligence and make rise or fall the cred
of the nation. The people of Victoria saw a political lie
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uttered on the eve of the last state election when the
then leader of the opposition made a comment that if
elected there would be no new taxes for Victorians.
What we have seen over the last three and a half years
or so is that there have been more than 12 new
increased taxes: the tripled brown coal royalties; the
new vacant residual property tax; new annual property
valuations to increase land tax; increased stamp duty on
new cars; increased fire services property levy;
removed off-the-plan stamp duty concession for
investors; new stamp duty on property transfers
between spouses, excluding the principal place of
residence; Uber and taxi fare taxes, to commence from
1 July 2018; a new point-of-consumption betting tax; a
new city access tax for the West Gate tunnel; a new
stamp duty surcharge, subsequently increased, for
foreign purchases; and a new land tax surcharge,
subsequently increased, for foreign owners. So the
people of Victoria will have a very clear choice as they
move towards the election later in the year in terms of
the statement by the now Premier before the election
and the reality of what has happened.
I might add that the tripled brown coal royalties led to
the closure of Hazelwood in the Latrobe Valley and the
massive uplift in electricity prices for Victorians.
People’s pockets are being gouged by increased
government charges and increased charges for utility
costs. It may be that it does not affect everyone in the
state of Victoria, but those people on fixed incomes are
struggling under the burden of debt. In addition it has
taken away the consumer spending power of Victorians
to invest in other areas of economic activity rather than
meeting their household budget obligations.
It might also be noted that the bill implements a budget
measure to reduce the rate of payroll tax for certain
types of regional businesses, being those located in a
regional area and with an 85 per cent minimum of their
employees located in regional areas. The reduction is
from 3.65 per cent to 2.425 per cent from 1 July 2018.
It is noteworthy that the value to the budget of this
change is around $40 million a year, but significantly
there has been a massive hike in payroll tax revenue
which has increased by $1 billion a year since the
2014 election.
There is a very careful balance between maintaining a
goose that laid the golden egg and killing the golden
goose itself and losing the economic advantages of a
low tax base environment. As a result of low energy
prices the manufacturing sector in the southern region of
Melbourne, between Sandringham and Dandenong, had
one of the highest rates of manufacturing in the world.
There were many suppliers in that precinct that provided
componentry for the motor vehicle industry in the
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country, and the reason why Ford and GM Holden came
to Victoria in the first place was because of the
guaranteed supply of brown coal from the Latrobe
Valley. With the increased cost of energy the result will
be a lack of competitiveness of the Victorian
manufacturing industry, which will mean the
loss of employment.
At one stage of my life I worked with an Australian
company that had been going for almost 100 years. It
competed in a market controlled by a few, but each time
this particular company picked up an order for a job it
meant jobs for Victorians as opposed to jobs for those
working in Malaysia, the United States, Japan or
Europe. With each new job came apprenticeship
opportunities and opportunities for people to work in the
canteen or the office, and to offshore those jobs, to the
detriment of real jobs for Victorians, I think is a tragedy.
Governments need to be cognisant of the impact of
increasing costs and charges to the Victorian taxpayer.
One of the tragedies in this place is the lack of wider life
experience of members in this arena — the experience
of those people who have had to shoulder the burden of
meeting payroll tax, those who have had to shoulder the
burden of meeting the outgoings to run a business or
those who have shouldered the burden of paying a range
of other charges and costs and meeting employment
costs. We have seen in the press recently instances of
people who are in franchise businesses being in a
position of earning less than those people they employ
as a result of their wider constructive obligations.
It is important to understand that Victoria needs not to
be competitive at a changing rate and accelerated rate
but that we need to be more competitive than our
competitors in other jurisdictions. It is important to
govern and manage those input costs into business
enterprises so that there is the prospect of Victorians
having jobs in key economic sectors. We cannot just
rely upon tertiary education and we cannot just rely
upon tourism; there needs to be some heavy industries
that can continue to provide jobs for young school
leavers to develop skills and contribute to the
wider workplace.
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) (16:40) — I am very
pleased to rise today to speak on the State Taxation
Acts Amendment Bill 2018. Before I commence I
congratulate the Treasurer once again on a fantastic
state budget. It is a fantastic budget for the people of
Victoria and a budget that is really focused on creating
jobs and opportunities across this great state. Might I
also say that this bill, the State Taxation Acts
Amendment Bill 2018, also does that, and that is why I
am very pleased to be supporting it.
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Everyone knows that Victoria is the economic
powerhouse of the nation. Indeed here in Victoria
growth in real gross state product is the fastest of any
state in the nation. It has grown by 3.3 per cent over
2016–17, exceeding last year’s budget forecast of 3 per
cent. Of course the outcome is that here in Victoria we
are above the national average. On this side of the house
we believe in growing the economy with purpose, not to
line our own pockets, not to look after mates and not to
make the rich richer and the poor poorer as those on the
other side do — managing the economy in the service of
the community so that the human side of our booming
economy is job creation. We believe that enabling the
growth of secure jobs, jobs that are safe and fairly
remunerated, is indeed the obligation of government.
That is why we are here and that is what this bill is
about. That is what our state budget is all about, because
secure work, safe work — and work, as I said before,
that is paid fairly — enables Victorians to make choices
for themselves and for their families about the life they
want to lead in order to meet the aspirations that they
have for themselves and their children.
Economic security is also a precursor to being able to
participate in the broader life of society and of the
community, so I am very pleased that economic data
indicates that we are having a jobs boom here in
Victoria. There were 3 249 400 people employed in
Victoria as at April 2018. Of these, 2 194 600 were
employed full-time and 1 054 800 were employed
part-time. Employment has increased by
322 900 people since the government came to office.
That is an 11 per cent increase, the strongest growth of
any state over that period in percentage terms and the
second strongest in absolute terms. The Victorian
unemployment rate was 5.3 per cent in April 2018. Let
us not forget that when we came to this place, when we
won government in November 2014, here in Victoria
with that mob in charge we had the highest
unemployment rate of any state on the mainland.
Acting Speaker, as you well know, those on the other
side have never had a plan for jobs growth in this state.
Indeed when they were in government they did not
have a jobs plan. Their Treasurer, the member for
Rowville, in his first budget speech failed to mention
jobs. Can you believe that? I notice the member for
Warrandyte briefly gracing us with his presence. Of
course when he was Minister for Youth Affairs, could
he recall the youth unemployment rate? No, he could
not, because frankly he was not interested. We all know
that the Liberal Party and the National Party have no
interest in the wellbeing of working people. They never
have had. They have never had a plan to grow the
economy to create jobs for the families that those of us
on this side of the house are very proud to represent.
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The State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill, as I said, is
all about creating jobs and opportunity. As the member
for Macedon I am particularly pleased with the focus
this bill has on growing opportunities in regional
Victoria. The bill implements the following 2018–19
budget measures. Firstly, it reduces the payroll tax rate
for regional businesses from 3.65 per cent to 2.425 per
cent. Of course that will make it the lowest payroll tax
rate in the nation. We are also providing exemptions
from the residence requirement and concessions for
first home buyers who are defence force personnel, as
the member for Wendouree explained to us, and we are
increasing the exemption threshold for the young
farmer duty exemption from $300 000 to $600 000 to
align with the exemption threshold for the first home
buyer duty exemption, something I would expect the
National Party would welcome with open arms. In fact
I cannot understand why more of them are not in here
to speak absolutely in favour of this bill and to thank
the Treasurer for what he has done for farming
communities in our state.
This bill will cut taxes for Victorians. There are no new
or increased taxes in this bill. The bill also makes a
number of other amendments to Victoria’s taxation and
revenue laws to ensure they continue to reflect the
underlying policy intent and are easy to apply and
understand by correcting drafting defects and closing
loopholes.
I did want to speak about the regional payroll tax cuts
and the amazing impact that the tax cuts we have
already introduced are having, along with the promise
of more to come with this bill. I have got to say that the
impact in my electorate is quite profound. It was
fantastic to have the Treasurer come up to Macedon to
join me at Hardwicks Meatworks, the largest private
sector employer in my electorate, only days after the
budget to announce further payroll tax cuts. I have to
tell you that the managing director of Hardwicks,
Mr Luke Hardwick, was absolutely ecstatic about this
news, because under the tax cuts that we have already
implemented Hardwicks have been able to reinvest
$200 000 back into their business. That reinvestment is
delivering more export opportunities for
Australian-grown beef and lamb, it is creating more
local jobs and it is a real boost for the township of
Kyneton. This was great news, and of course the
Treasurer was very, very warmly welcomed.
In April of this year I visited a company in Tylden just
outside of Kyneton called PGL Campaspe Downs. PGL
Campaspe Downs has campsites, and it creates
camping experiences particularly for schools. It is an
opportunity for young people to come and experience
life in the bush. It is a business that is going from
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strength to strength as well. They used the $120 000
they saved to reinvest back into the business. Again, it
is all about creating local jobs. PGL is an international
company that has expanded into Australia. They have
committed $5 million in capital investment in regional
Victoria over the next few years.
I wanted to tell members about PGL, about Hardwicks
and also about Barker Trailers. The Premier came up to
visit Barker Trailers in Woodend. They employ around
185 people and have 20 apprentices. It is very
impressive that of those 185 people there are
20 apprentices. The Premier came up to celebrate
the fact that this family-owned business had their
10 000th trailer come off the production line.
That is fantastic.
They are just three examples of businesses in my
electorate across the Macedon Ranges and the Hepburn
shire that are paying less tax as a result of this
government. There are 34 businesses in the Macedon
Ranges shire and 14 businesses in the Hepburn shire
that are eligible to participate. I look forward to each of
these businesses continuing to take advantage of what
this bill delivers in terms of opportunities to plough
those savings back into their businesses to create
opportunities and real jobs for young people, for
people returning to work and for people moving to
regional Victoria.
Those on the other side talk a lot about decentralisation.
They use the word a lot, they throw it around a lot, but
where is their plan for jobs in regional Victoria? I have
got to tell you, Acting Speaker, there is no plan to grow
jobs and opportunity in regional Victoria. They talk the
talk, but talk is cheap. We all know that. This
government is delivering on jobs in regional Victoria.
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) (16:50) — I am pleased to
rise this afternoon to make a contribution in relation to
the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2018. I note at
the outset that clause 1 of the bill deals with the
purposes of the act. They are to amend the Duties
Act 2000, the Payroll Tax Act 2007 and the Unclaimed
Money Act 2008. It does that in a number of ways,
which are noted within that particular clause.
I want to make some comments particularly in relation
to the overall taxation status here in the state of
Victoria. It is a fact that all Victorians are subject to a
regime that has created record levels of taxation and
record levels of spending. We are the highest taxing
state in Australia, with record levels of taxes and
charges that are hurting ordinary Victorians. As I go
about talking to people in my electorate of Forest Hill I
know that times are tough and that the value of a dollar
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is very keenly realised out in my patch. The fact is that
we are not seeing the wage growth that we once had,
yet here we have a government that has come in and
continued to ratchet up all kinds of taxes and charges on
ordinary Victorians at unprecedented levels. Later on in
my contribution I will outline the extent of that in some
more detail.
It is interesting to note, as other contributors have
mentioned, that Labor has introduced or increased
12 taxes since the election. We know that has been a
clear broken promise from the Premier, who
emphatically promised that that would not happen. I
note, as I have before, what the Premier said on
Channel 7 news, on the eve of the election,
28 November, 2014, when he was being interviewed
live to air by Peter Mitchell. Peter Mitchell asked:
Daniel Andrews, all the polls say you will be Victoria’s next
Premier. If you are, do you promise Victorians here tonight
that you will not increase taxes or introduce any new taxes?

And the Premier said, and I quote:
I make that promise, Peter, to every single Victorian.

So that was an absolute lie to all Victorians. It was
deceitful. The Premier, as we now know, said one thing
back then and has completely done another thing. In my
contribution today I would like to remind Victorians of
the 12 new or increased taxes that have been foisted
upon them by this Premier. We can see that there has
been a tripling of the brown coal royalties and that has
had, as other members on our side have said, a direct
result in higher utility prices, particularly with the
almost immediate closure of the Hazelwood power
station which took about 22 per cent of power out of the
supply chain. Obviously with the economics of supply
and demand, prices have gone up and that will continue
to be the case.
The government introduced Uber and taxi fare taxes,
and the land tax surcharge for foreign owners was
introduced at 0.5 per cent and later increased to 1.5 per
cent. A stamp duty surcharge for foreign purchases was
introduced at 3 per cent and was later increased to 7 per
cent. We have had the fire services property levy
increased, we have had an increase in stamp duty on
new cars, we have had the removal of off-the-plan
stamp duty concessions for investors and we have had
new stamp duties on property transfers between
spouses. The member for Malvern, in his eloquent
opening address earlier today, went into that in some
considerable detail and explained how ordinary,
perfectly legal transactions are now caught up in this
new taxation regime of the current Premier. We have
new annual property evaluations to increase land tax,
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we have the vacant residential property tax, we have a
new point-of-consumption gambling tax and we have a
new city access tax for the West Gate tunnel.
So there are the 12 new or increased taxes which
categorically refute the previous comment of the
Premier about the fact that there would be no new or
increased taxes. That was an absolute lie. I think it is
very important for all Victorians to bear that in mind at
the next election on 24 November this year. What is said
between now and then and what the Premier says
leading up to that needs to be looked at through the
prism of the previous promises that he has made and
that have completely and utterly not been kept for the
Victorian people. The deception imposed on the
Victorian community was extraordinary and I think it
will be a case of Victorians being once bitten, twice shy.
I now want to turn to some of the numbers in terms of
taxation revenue from the various sources. I refer to
budget paper 5 of the Labor government’s first
budget — the 2015–16 budget — and will compare it
with the 2018–19 budget. I have given some
consideration to the current government by not even
going back to the previous figures under the coalition.
The discrepancies and the increases that I am about to
talk about are considerably lower than they would be if
we went back that extra period of time. Over those four
years payroll tax has gone up by 15 per cent to
$6.1 billion, land tax has gone up by an unbelievable
75 per cent, land transfer duties are up by 41 per cent to
over $7 billion, insurance tax has gone up by 18 per
cent, motor vehicle registration fees are up by 15 per
cent and duty on vehicle registrations and transfers
increased by 31 per cent. The total taxation revenue for
the 2018–19 budget of $24.081 billion is an overall
increase of 27 per cent over those four years.
So we can see how and why all Victorians are really
hurting as a result of the taxation policies and the lack
of cost-of-living relief given by this government. But
the scary thing to me, on top of all this, is the fact that
we are going to continue to see these rampant increases
on most of these categories I have just looked at. So if
we turn to budget paper 5 for the 2018–19 budget we
can see again that there is no relief. The thing that really
bothers me about all of this — and I spoke about this at
great length in my budget reply speech — is the fact
that in the forward estimates of the Labor government’s
budgets we know that they bear no resemblance to
reality. I cited specific samples in my budget reply
speech that prove how wrong they were, in that they are
basically an annual guesstimate. That is what bothers
me particularly about the numbers that I am about to
look at because this will be — and I can be absolutely
sure that it will be — the best-case scenario. We have

STATE TAXATION ACTS AMENDMENT BILL 2018
1468

ASSEMBLY

got payroll tax going up by a further 17 per cent, land
tax going up by a further 25 per cent, the fire services
property levy going up by a further 15 per cent, land
transfer duty going up by an additional 10 per cent, the
growth area infrastructure contributions going up by
41 per cent, taxes on insurance going up by 21 per cent,
vehicle registration fees going up by 17 per cent and
duty on vehicle registrations and transfers going up by
11 per cent.
Overall taxation revenue from the 2018–19 budget
across the forward estimates is estimated by the
government to be going up by 14 per cent. History will
show just how inaccurate that number is because, as I
said before, I can be fairly certain that that will not bear
any resemblance to reality. If we look at history, we can
see what it reflects in relation to those extraordinary
increases, and one of the things that we definitely know
is that this government has an insatiable appetite for
taxing ordinary Victorians.
The sad thing about it — and I am a Victorian taxpayer
like you are, Acting Speaker Couzens — is that,
unfortunately, a lot of the money is wasted. We can see
that in the various overruns and the budget blowouts on
projects that I have not got time to list in my
contribution now —
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bush? The Australian Labor Party is the party that cares
about Victorians throughout Victoria, not just in
Melbourne, and we show that in spades. I will come
back to that a bit later.
Naturally, we invest in regional and rural Victoria in a
whole range of ways. Others have talked about this, and
I will also mention it. What we are doing through this
bill is we are incentivising young farmers to actually go
out there and create something special, or to continue
their parents’ or their grandparents’ work. We know
that people are at their best when you remove obstacles
and give them a helping hand: they go and do
incredible things.
I made some comments in my inaugural speech in this
chamber just after we were elected. I talked about
entrepreneurship and how I would love to see the new
crop of entrepreneurs coming from suburbs like
Broadmeadows, Clayton and Werribee as much as
from Toorak, South Yarra and Balwyn. Similarly, we
want to see entrepreneurship — whether it be
agricultural or horticultural entrepreneurship, or
anything in relation to food and fibre — come from
new, young entrepreneurs on the land in Victoria, and
part of what we are doing here today is incentivising
that and letting those people get on and create
something special.

An honourable member interjected.
Mr ANGUS — Well, I can start listing them if you
want me to. In relation to the level crossing removals,
we know the Auditor-General has said the low-hanging
fruit has all been done. All the hard ones have not been
done, and we are already at a 32 per cent blowout on the
ones that have been done — they are already over
budget. I have not got time to touch on all of those, but it
augurs very badly for Victorians when we know that we
are subject to the highest taxing, highest spending and
most reckless government that this state has ever seen.

While the bill covers a lot of ground, my focus is on the
regional tax concessions. Specifically what we are
doing is we are seeking to reduce the payroll tax for
regional businesses from 3.65 per cent to 2.425 per
cent, and we are seeking to increase the exemption
threshold for the young farmer duty exemption from
$300 000 to $600 000 — so we are doubling it — to
align with the exemption threshold for the first home
buyer duty exemption. Those are the principal things I
want to focus on in this bill, while the bill does a whole
bunch of other stuff as well.

Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) (17:00) — What a
pleasure it is to speak on the State Taxation Acts
Amendment Bill 2018. I might try and focus on the bill
as opposed to hyperbole. Nonetheless, I am really
pleased to speak on this bill because it is clear that the
Labor Party — the Australian Labor Party — is the
original and only party of the bush. In fact our great
party started in the bush. It started in regional
Queensland in 1891. So the pretenders on the other
side, who pretend to care for the bush, have not come
up with one. The member for Macedon was spot on.
Where are they if not in the chamber today, in their full
numbers, supporting something which is quite targeted
at the bush, at farmers and at a whole range of other
stakeholders, but predominantly at farmers and the

I am very excited about the young farmer exemption
and concession changes. The young farmer duty
exemption or concession provides an exemption or
concession from duty where a young farmer, defined as
somebody under 35 years of age, purchases their first
farmland property. The exemption or concession is
designed to encourage young farmers or incentivise
them or their farming entity to stay in their rural
community and enter the farming business for the first
time and to encourage other young people to become
farmers. We are seeking, as I said, to double the
threshold from $300 000 to $600 000, and as a result,
the maximum duty benefit available to young farmers
will increase from $13 070 to $31 070. A concessional
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amount of duty is also available beyond the
$600 000 threshold, up to a maximum of $750 000.

Byron Birch knows he is a lucky man to have good mates
prepared to help him take the next big step in running his
own farm.

The other element of significant benefit to regional
businesses and communities is a payroll tax rate
reduction. The government is seeking to further reduce
the payroll tax rate applicable to qualifying regional
businesses from 3.65 per cent, as I said, to 2.425 per
cent. While this rate was reduced in our last budget, of
2017–18, from 4.85 per cent to 3.65 per cent, where we
are now, this further reduction would mean that
regional employers would be paying half the standard
non-regional payroll tax, and this would make the
payroll tax for regional Victoria the lowest payroll tax
in the entire country. Who will do this? A Labor
government, that is who.

In a thoroughly modern way, Birch, 31, of Moree in northern
NSW, last year called on his old university friends to
crowdfund the farming leaseback of a large parcel of black
soil cropping country at Bellata, north of Gunnedah, that had
been bought recently by US agricultural land investment
company Westchester.

That is why I say that the others can go on in their
manifest inadequacy, with their manifest untruths about
the aggregate tax take — that we are the highest taxing
government — but we are focused on actually making a
difference where it counts. We are not treating the
entire Victorian community the same. We are
recognising natural disadvantage — geographic
disadvantage — and addressing it at the source by
going to regional Victoria, finding out what the
obstacles are for economic growth and for business
confidence and addressing those quite specifically.
I am extremely proud of this bill, particularly these
elements of it. This initiative, as the Treasurer said, will
reduce the payroll tax liability for regional businesses
by $167 million over the budget and forward estimates.
It is expected to slash costs for around 4000 businesses
and create jobs, of course, and encourage people to
either move to regional Victoria or expand their
businesses in regional Victoria. This bill would bring
our total business tax cut relief to $742 million. That is
$742 million of relief to businesses. That is three times
more than that provided by our predecessors.
Perhaps the chief spokesperson for business in Victoria,
Mark Stone from the Victorian Chamber of Commerce
and Industry, has said that his organisation ‘welcomes
the major investments in infrastructure, training and
regional tax relief contained in the 2018–19 state
budget’. That is quite an endorsement.
I just want to give an example of incentivising young
farmers. There was an article — and while it refers to a
New South Wales farmer it could quite easily refer to a
Victorian farmer — in the Australian on the weekend,
and it is titled, ‘A new crop of young farmers is on the
rise’. Sue Neales is the journalist, and she says:

Fundamentally these people in New South Wales are
resorting to crowdfunding because they do not have a
government that actually cares enough about regional
New South Wales — in fact regional Victoria in our
case — to create a tax framework that actually allows
young farmers to not have to go into a crowdfunding
arrangement but to actually invest in a farm, either their
parents’ farm or a new farm, and create new businesses.
I would say to Byron Birch: come to Victoria. Forget
New South Wales; come to Victoria because the
Victorian government is not only proposing to make
your tax load easier as a young farmer or as a business
generally in regional Victoria but it is also, I found out
recently, through the state budget and through the
Connecting Regional Communities program making
certain key allocations in terms of a new way of doing
business in regional and farming communities. We have
made an allocation of $12 million for four projects to
support the adoption of internet-enabled on-farm
technologies in the north-west, the Macalister irrigation
district, the Murray-Goulburn and the Serpentine region.
We have also invested $11 million in mobile blackspots
funding, and we have invested, as other speakers have
said, in hospitals, schools and roads in regional
Victoria. This is not something those on the other side
would have either the courage or the imagination to
deliver for their supposed stakeholder group. Those
people in regional Victoria are valued by the Australian
Labor Party because we are a party not just of the city
but absolutely of the bush. We were born in the bush
and we recognise this advantage. We recognise
opportunities to empower regional communities in an
economic sense and to create jobs. That is why they
cannot stand that we are offering the lowest tax rate in
the country in regional Victoria, because they wish they
had thought of it or had the courage to do it. I commend
this bill. I commend the Treasurer’s work and the
Minister for Regional Development, and I wish the bill
a speedy passage.
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) (17:10) — I am
delighted to see that that contribution is finished. I will
rise and make a contribution on the State Taxation Acts
Amendment Bill 2018, which, as you have heard from
other speakers, amends the Duties Act 2000, the Payroll
Tax Act 2007 and the Unclaimed Money Act 2008.
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Some of the provisions in this bill include, as we know,
some of the 12 new taxes and charges that the Premier
for Melbourne on the eve of the 2014 election promised
he was not going to deliver to Victorians. He has
certainly done a backflip — ‘I make that promise’. We
all remember when he was asked about that and those
hollow promises that he was not going to introduce new
taxes. Anyway, we now see this as just another broken
promise — another mistruth that we have come to
expect from the Premier of Melbourne.
With that in mind, we certainly know some of the
major changes in this bill around payroll tax. Anyone
who has been in small business — small, medium or
large business — knows payroll tax is a very distasteful
tax. It is a tax on jobs and it is an impost on small
businesses particularly, who battle along. Each day
comes and goes, and certainly payroll tax is just an
impost that they could well do without.
In the Ovens Valley businesses continue to tell me that
they are taxed merely for employing local people,
which to some extent is correct. It is just an awful tax,
whether it is car dealerships, whether it is milk
processors or whether it is fruit packers that are
value-adding to our primary production or our raw
materials that we send to the supermarkets around all
of Victoria and Australia and certainly internationally.
It adds to that cost of production and certainly reduces
our competitiveness when we are in the international
market competing against other countries with lower
costs of living or lower employment rates or
employment costs. That is where we have become
uncompetitive. That goes right back to the farm gate,
and the farm gate ends up taking a lower price because
of these taxes that are added along the way.
Although we have heard that the bill does give small
relief to regional businesses, the $40 million reduction
to regional businesses will certainly pale into
insignificance when you see the $1 billion that this
payroll tax will rake in across small, medium and large
businesses throughout Victoria. We have been told the
benefits for regional Victoria are only for regional
businesses that have 85 per cent of their employees
located in regional Victoria. The Department of
Treasury and Finance tell us that there are
4000 businesses who pay payroll tax in regional
Victoria, but they still cannot tell us how many will be
eligible for these benefits. I suspect this could be
another of the sleights of hand that we have come to
expect from the Premier for Melbourne.
This bill will also add to improvements made last year
whereby serving Australian Defence Force (ADF)
members — I am a big supporter of supporting ADF
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members wherever possible — are not required to
reside in their principal place of residence to qualify for
the first home owners grant. I see that as a very
commonsense approach. Whether ADF personnel are
serving overseas or training elsewhere in Australia, it is
very difficult to live in your own home and get that
benefit. That improvement was made last year, and this
bill goes further to eliminate the same requirement in
relation to serving ADF personnel qualifying for the
first home buyers stamp duty exemption. This applies
whether or not the ADF member has purchased the
property in his or her own name or with a partner or
spouse. Again I think that is a significant step forward,
a further improvement. As I say, we could always do
more for our serving members.
This bill also modifies the young farmers duty
concession. The measure increases the stamp duty
exemption for young farmers — that is, for those who
are under 35. This is for land worth up to $600 000. It
previously was $300 000; it is now up to $600 000 —
an improvement. The concessional rate is for land
valued between $600 000 and $750 000. This change
brings the young farmer duty concession in line with
the valuation range for the first home buyers stamp duty
concession.
I grew up in and have lived in regional Victoria all my
life. We must look after our young primary producers,
our young farmers. Battling mother nature is a difficult
task at the best of times. You never know what she is
going to throw up, and you need to deal with what you
have got on a daily basis. Whether it is feeding stock or
watering and irrigating fruit trees, it is about surviving
in business through the good times and the bad, and
when things are bad you have got to cut corners or cut
costs wherever you possibly can. We have just got to be
really careful about and mindful of how we look after
our young farmers, because our regional centres and
our small country towns will die if we do not continue
to look after those farming communities. I think the
average age of farmers in Victoria is still around the
late 60s or early 70s, so we have got to do what we can
to support young farmers.
As with all government bills, we need to look for the
devil in the detail to find out where the concerns are.
Certainly the tax take has jumped since this government
was elected in 2014. There has been a $6.2 billion
increase in tax take. That is a 35 per cent increase.
Again, that is on the back of us hearing that there would
be no new taxes or increases in taxes under this
government. It makes it worse for people in regional
Victoria when that money is then reinvested primarily
in metropolitan Melbourne. If it does go to regional
Victoria, it goes to Geelong, Ballarat and Bendigo, and
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we hear that all the time. We need to concentrate on
some of our other regional centres and certainly
smaller towns.
Victoria has now become the highest taxing state in
Australia. That is a concern and a trend we need to be
very mindful of. We know also that the tripling of the
brown coal royalties has resulted in concerns about our
energy and the costs that we have now. The cost of
living, if you go around my electorate — and many
others, I suspect — is one of the biggest issues that
people have throughout the communities. They are
doing what they can to reduce those costs wherever
they can, with energy being the main cost. Certainly the
tripling of the brown coal royalties by this government
has contributed to the position we find ourselves in.
Other changes in this bill include the new vacant
residential property tax, new annual property valuations
to increase land tax and increased stamp duty on new
cars. I know most of the dealerships in Ovens Valley,
but there are a couple in particular that continue to ask
me, ‘Why does this government always make new cars
an easy touch by increasing stamp duty on new cars?’. I
think they have a fair point there too, because we need
to be encouraging people to buy newer, safer cars rather
than some of the old bombs that are driven around our
highways. I think we should be encouraging people to
purchase newer vehicles rather than slapping a new tax
on them.
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Other taxes and charges include a new stamp duty
surcharge for foreign purchasers. Again, we need to
encourage foreigners to come and invest in our country.
If not, they will go elsewhere. We do not want to make
life too difficult. Of course we want our fair share, and
they have to pay their fair share, but we have to be very
careful. There are plenty of opportunities around the
world. They do not have to invest in Australia or
Victoria, so we need to be mindful that we do not make
it so difficult that they choose to go elsewhere. As
always the government says one thing and does a
backflip and does another. So 24 November will be the
next test of this government’s failings, and we will wait
to see what happens on that day.
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) (17:20) — I am pleased
to contribute to the State Taxation Acts Amendment
Bill 2018. A key highlight for those people in regional
and rural Victoria is the reduction in the payroll tax rate
for regional businesses from 3.65 per cent to 2.425 per
cent. Of course that is going to lead to Victoria having
the lowest payroll tax rate in Australia. That goes
straight to the heart of our government’s understanding
of the key drivers for economic productivity and
performance in rural and regional Victoria. It is a far
cry from those opposite, who of course referred to the
regions as the toenails of Victoria. We are never going
to forget those comments from then Premier Jeff
Kennett at the time when he referred to regional
Victoria as the toenails of Victoria.

There will be an increase in the fire services property
levy and also a removal of the off-the-plan stamp duty
concession for investors. I think this will have major
implications, certainly for first home buyers and for
first-time investors — people like a young couple who
might have their own first home but are investing in a
second, off-the-plan property. This extra tax will be
difficult and will change the landscape for off-the-plan
purchases. That is another cost. When you are saving
for that first investment you want to make the initial
deposit or contribution as low as possible and then
make payments once you have got a tenant in or the
property has been built. It just makes it very difficult for
younger people in Victoria.

It is a Labor government that represents all
communities, but in particular our very strong
representation across Ballarat, Bendigo and Geelong in
this chamber is a demonstration of the commitment and
the support that we have for local communities.

There is a new stamp duty on property transfers
between spouses, obviously not if it is a principal place
of residence, and I understand some of the
modifications in that. But the cost of living is high
enough as it is in Victoria, and we should be trying to
assist here and not hinder. There is the introduction of
the Uber and taxi fare taxes commencing in July 2018,
the new point-of-consumption betting tax that is going
to be introduced and of course the new city access tax
for the West Gate tunnel.

The bill will cut taxes for Victorians. There are no new
or increased taxes in this bill. Can I just pick up on
some of the comments that have been made, in
particular by the Treasurer, who is the member for
Tarneit. He said that for the third year in a row we have
reduced the tax burden in regional Victoria, sharing our
economic success with every corner of our state. This
will help small businesses expand, see new businesses
start and most importantly create more local jobs.

We have introduced in the state budget, which these
amendments give effect to, an exemption to residency
requirements for the first home buyer duty concession
for defence force personnel. We have also increased
the exemption threshold for the young farmer duty
exemption from $300 000 to $600 000 to align with
the exemption threshold of the first home buyer
duty exemption.
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I am someone who has had employment in regional
Victoria, as a former resident of Geelong and a former
employee of the Geelong Advertiser. I also worked for
a former member for Geelong, Ian Trezise, when he
made the point in this place under the Kennett regime
that Geelong does not start and end at the waterfront. It
was Steve Bracks and the Labor government when it
came to office in 1999 that made it very clear that it had
a very broad commitment to investment in the Geelong
community. It talked about jobs in the regions,
investment in manufacturing and investment in Deakin
University, and in the work that was done to redevelop
the Grace McKellar Centre to bring radiotherapy
services to the Geelong hospital.
They are just some of the examples in Geelong alone of
the work that we have been prepared to do to invest in
local communities in regional Victoria, let alone our
investments at the time in regional rail. It might not
have been as fast as some might have liked, but there
have been changes and improvements to rolling stock,
additional services and improvements that have been an
absolute boon for regional Victoria to make sure that as
transport hubs they provide opportunities for people to
not only live and make a life in regional Victoria but
also to make a contribution to the workforce here in
Melbourne, and they do that by living, bringing up their
families and investing in regional communities.
Can I say also that, as the State Taxation Acts
Amendment Bill 2018 notes and gives effect to, in last
year’s budget we also announced increases to the
payroll tax-free threshold, saving businesses an extra
$48 million.
Some of the comments that I found quite amusing in
relation to these initiatives in the budget include those
from the member for Malvern when he said that the
government’s budget is basically propped up by
population growth and the property taxes that come
with that — that it is almost like a Ponzi scheme. I do
understand that those opposite might like to turn back
the tide, but here in Victoria we are not ones for turning
back the boats on the Murray River. We do not turn
back the boats internationally either. If people want to
come here to Victoria because opportunities are not
available to them in Sydney or they are not available to
them in Adelaide or they are not available to them in
Brisbane, if they want to seek jobs, prosperity and
opportunities for their families, the Andrews Labor
government is not going to stand in their way. We will
welcome people with open arms.
What you need to understand is that when people are
driven to be here and be part of our community and to
contribute to the economic development and the
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cultural diversity and also the community vibrancy of
Victoria, then you need to invest in and cater for that.
The people that move to Victoria, that want to be part
of our story and our history, also pay for that privilege
through their taxes and the contributions they make to
the workforce and the contributions they make in
their communities.
So to make such a statement, to indicate that somehow
our economic prosperity is propped up by population
growth, is an absurd notion that does nothing to outline
what the alternative would be — to expel people or
send them away or block them from coming to
Victoria. Where exactly are the comments from the
member for Malvern taking us when he makes these
sorts of bland statements that do not actually go to the
heart of the matter, which is that if people are coming to
Victoria for jobs and economic prosperity, then that is
for a reason? They obviously feel that they have been
failed by other states and that Victoria provides
opportunities for them.
There are always going to be pressures and difficulties
in accommodating an increased population, but part of
that also means that we need to be adept at making sure
we invest in our community. That is why we are doing
Melbourne Metro 2, that is why we are investing in our
schools and in our health services. It is why we are
investing in our road network. You cannot cater for an
increased population by cutting the public service. You
cannot do that when you are cutting public utilities and
public services. We do not have a great extrapolation
from the shadow Treasurer as to how he plans to deal
with population growth in Victoria — population
growth that is sustaining economic development,
economic prosperity and job growth right across
Victoria, as well as investment.
He also claims that the government has raised taxes and
created new charges despite promising that it would not
do so. I reject those claims from the member for
Malvern, and I point out again that we have not had a
plan from those opposite as to how they will deal with
the economic development question when it comes to
the pressures that are applied across Victoria and
metropolitan Melbourne from an increasing
population — those who seek to make Victoria and
Melbourne and our regional cities their number one
destination for where they want to call home, where
they want to invest their time and their labours for the
future of their families.
Can I say also that it has been from Labor governments,
whether under Steve Bracks, John Brumby or the
member for Mulgrave, that we have seen investment in
regional cities, whether it is in their transport network
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or whether it is in bringing radiotherapy and extra
health services to the regional hospitals in our cities,
from Gippsland right across to Ballarat, Bendigo and
Geelong. That has provided the opportunity for people
to understand that they can settle in those places, where
there are job opportunities, where there are health
services, education services and the disaggregation and
expansion of our university and higher education
services and duplication of the road network, whether it
is on the Calder Highway or the Princes Highway to
Gippsland. It is providing opportunities for people to
make choices about where they choose to live and
whether they work in those regional cities or they seek
to travel and make their working contribution with their
labour in our capital city.
Those opposite do not have an answer to those
questions, and they seek to criticise the pressures that
are applied across our community. They should
understand the planning pressures across metropolitan
Melbourne. As someone who represents an electorate
that is inner suburban or just outside the city centre
limits, I understand that there are great economic and
planning pressures on communities where the value of
land is very significant. More and more people want to
live in those places, and we need to maintain our
neighbourhood character to make sure we protect the
reason that people invest to live in those communities.
What has made them attractive are the important
changes that we have made to structure plans, height
limits and density limits under the member for
Richmond, the Minister for Planning, that have ensured
that we can manage some of those pressures on
development in the inner city and in inner suburban
electorates such as Ivanhoe.
I commend these changes in the State Taxation Acts
Amendment Bill. They provide great opportunities for
regional and rural Victoria with payroll tax cuts, which
will continue to drive economic development in those
regional centres. We have a very strong track record of
delivering for communities and providing
opportunities, so wherever you live in Victoria you can
contribute to Victoria.
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) (17:30) — We have before
us yet another taxation bill introduced by the Labor
government, this time the State Taxation Acts
Amendment Bill 2018. I listened with interest to the
member for Ivanhoe where in his contribution he
started with the word ‘taxation’ and ended with it but
barely talked about anything to do with taxation. He did
stray quite widely.
The purpose of the bill is threefold. There are three acts
that are being amended: the Duties Act 2000, the
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Payroll Tax Act 2007 and the Unclaimed Money Act
2008. We know now that Victoria has the badge of
dishonour, I suppose you would call it, of being the
highest taxing state in the country. Since the election of
the Andrews Labor government in 2014 we have had
12 new or increased taxes introduced. This tax take has
really bumped up the coffers by $6.2 billion, or 35 per
cent, certainly breaking what we have heard many
times in this chamber about the clear promise that was
made by the now Premier prior to being elected that he
would be introducing no new or increased taxes. So this
is a government that certainly does not stick to its word.
We have had an enormous number of taxes introduced.
But I do want to look at the taxes that are here today.
The Treasurer believes these will deliver benefits to
regional Victoria, and I will say the measures that are
being introduced are not controversial. They are
changes that have possibly been forgotten about with
earlier amendments to tax bills that we have had
before us.
I will start with the amendments to the Payroll Tax Act
2007. This bill implements the budget measure to
reduce the rate of payroll tax for certain types of
regional businesses. I understand that to be eligible for
this tax those located in a regional area must have a
minimum of 85 per cent of their employees located in
those areas. The change in the tax here is from 3.65 per
cent to 2.425 per cent from 1 July this year. It is
interesting to note that there are probably 4000
businesses in regional Victoria that pay payroll tax, but
when you have a look at the criteria of those having the
minimum 85 per cent of their employees located in
regional Victoria, the Department of Treasury and
Finance were unable to provide us with the figures of
exactly what that meant and how many, if any, were
certainly eligible.
You can understand how businesses have set up their
structures. People may have had offices elsewhere or
they may be located in other states, but they may also
be located in regional Victoria. So it is going to be
interesting to see how that one pans out. With this
payroll tax it is interesting that — as with many, the tax
revenues have increased — the payroll tax revenue has
increased by $1 billion a year, an extra $1 billion in the
coffers since the 2014 election. With the previous
reductions in payroll tax in country areas it has actually
really only netted $40 million a year, which is a very
low figure in comparison to the $1 billion extra that the
government is pulling in additional tax.
I want to move now to the Duties Act 2000. This
affects the Australian Defence Force (ADF)
personnel — I am always a strong supporter of those
that have served; I meet people constantly who are still
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serving, and I know many, many veterans — in
particular those that are still serving or have been away
on a couple of tours, to come back and have breaks that
might make it easier for them to get into the housing
market. Previously, in 2017–18, the requirement for a
serving ADF member to reside in their principal place
of residence to qualify for a first home owners grant
was eliminated. This goes one step further. It has that
same requirement for the ADF personnel to qualify for
the first home buyers stamp duty exemption, so this
will apply whether or not the ADF member has
purchased the property himself or herself, or with a
partner or spouse.
As I said, I will always be looking at supporting
measures that help ADF people to establish themselves
more solidly, because often with the lifestyle they lead
they move around a lot — if they are on tours, they go
overseas a lot — and getting them into the housing
market, something that can help them become settled
when they are home and perhaps help improve their
mental health, is certainly a positive step. Interestingly,
though, if they have a Melbourne property and it is
unoccupied as a result of being posted interstate or
overseas, they could still be subject to Labor’s vacant
residential property tax. It looks as though Labor might
be giving with one hand, saying, ‘You have your stamp
duty exemption. You are eligible for a first home
owners grant. You have a stamp duty exemption, but if
you are not there because you are located interstate or
overseas at the time, we may slug you for that vacant
residential property tax’.
The next one I want to talk about is the Duties Act 2000
and the young farmers duty concession. This is an
interesting one. It increases the stamp duty exemptions
for young farmers, so for people under 35, for
agricultural land worth up to $600 000 — previously
this was $300 000 — and at a concessional rate for land
valued between $600 000 and $750 000. I am not sure
how much the members opposite, members of the
government, actually understand what you get for
$600 000. I know in the area that I live, in and around
Yea or the Murrindindi shire, for $500 000 you might
only get 100 acres. For 100 acres there is not a lot of
good profitable farming that you are actually going to
be able to reap from that land. I know that 10 acre
blocks in Mansfield might be $350 000, but when you
have a look at 100 acres up there it might be $700 000.
In the areas in and around where I live this exception is
really not going to help young farmers, particularly
because it is very difficult to make a profit and be able
to exist on 100 acres. I am not sure whether members
across the chamber really understand the value of land
in country Victoria.
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Obviously it is not all the same. If you move down to
the Yarra Valley, the farmland down there is worth
nearly $7000 an acre. That gets quite high. In fact
52 acres at Dixons Creek will cost you $1 million. How
much this is going to be able to assist young farmers is
quite interesting. But then if you have a look further
north and west of the state, somewhere around
Charlton, for example, you might get a couple of
hundred acres for $250 000. That may help but, again,
that is typically broadacre cropping or sheep farming,
and it may be a little difficult, as I said, to make a good
income from that. I would say you would need to be
supplementing your income with other work or maybe
being part of your parents’ property.
I will go back to where I began: Victoria is now the
highest taxing state in Australia. We have had 12 new
or increased taxes. This tax jump, as I have said, has
jumped by $6.2 billion, 35 per cent, under the Andrews
Labor government. We have seen taxes introduced or
increased. The brown coal tax royalties have tripled.
We have had that vacant residential property tax, the
new one that I just talked about that the ADF personnel
could be slugged with. We now have annual valuations
on properties, which aims to increase the land tax grab
so that the properties can increase every year rather than
every second year. There is increased stamp duty on
new cars. We have got an increased fire services
property levy. They have removed off-the-plan stamp
duty concessions for investors. There is a new stamp
duty on property taxes for transfers between spouses.
There is a tax for taxis and Uber. There is a new
point-of-consumption betting tax. There is a new city
access tax for the West Gate tunnel. There are new
stamp duty surcharges for foreign purchasers, and there
are new land tax surcharges, which have been increased
as well, for foreign ownership. So when the then Leader
of the Opposition, now Premier, before the 2014
election stood up and said that there would be no new
taxes, he clearly had no intention of being true to his
comments, and I find that extremely disappointing. The
people of Victoria certainly did not know what they
were in for. Not only have they found that the cost of
living is through the roof but also they are the highest
slugged, with increased taxation left, right and centre.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (17:40) — I am
delighted to make a contribution on the State Taxation
Acts Amendment Bill 2018. This is a regular
occurrence: a bill like this comes before the house to
give effect to various revenue initiatives that have come
about as a result of the appropriation bill.
I note at the outset that I am firmly of the belief that
taxes civilise society and that there is an even
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requirement to make sure that individuals, trusts and
corporations pay a fair and reasonable level of taxation
in order to create a civilised society. If you take the
view that we are going to absolve ourselves of that
responsibility and that we are not going to try and
address weaknesses or changes or legal decisions in
relation to the way in which we tax and levy taxes,
duties and charges, then effectively you will have a
declining revenue base. When you have a declining
revenue base you have to either cut services or look at
trying to fund those services via debt, even though in so
doing you recognise that you do not have the capacity
to service that debt and those obligations. As a
consequence of that, there is a need to introduce a bill
like this to the house to ensure the integrity of the
taxation system here in Victoria.
Around 47 per cent of our revenue is provided by the
federal government through either GST payments or
direct transfer payments for specific services, and the
balance is levied through taxation. Payroll tax is the
single largest tax that is levied by the State Revenue
Office (SRO), but there are a myriad of other taxes as
well. There was an analysis done, I think in budget
paper 5, that showed what the rate of taxation in a pure
market would be versus the rate of taxation that is
collected by the State Revenue Office. For example, a
case in point is if you were you to levy land tax against
a principal place of residence, the land tax would be
significantly higher than what we currently collect. It is
a useful table to give you some sense of the way in
which as a Parliament and as a government — and as
previous governments have done — we look at making
those changes to reflect the modern requirements of
our society.
Melbourne at the moment is growing at 147 000 people
per annum; that is how much we grew last year. We are
adding a city the size of Canberra to our borders every
three years. With that level of population growth there
is a need to make these sorts of investments in new
police stations, new police officers, new schools and
new hospitals. It is an exercise which I think Ross
Gittins has referred to as ‘capital widening’, and it is a
necessary expense that we must bear in order to cater
for the growing population base. The reality is that
people are choosing to move to Victoria, and they are
choosing to move to Melbourne.
The federal government has got a very aggressive
population target. I think the immigration target is well
over 200 000 people per annum. I think the long-term
average has been around about 100 000 people per
annum. So you have got that level of imposition that is
being placed upon the state economy because of the
fact that the federal government is bringing in more and
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more migrants to Australia. You have got interstate
workflow so as the mining boom came off the boil,
more people came back to Victoria to work. You have
got intrastate movement with people from regional
areas coming to Melbourne to seek work, and then you
have got a natural increase. That is just the reality of
what we are dealing with.
As a government you can turn around and say, ‘Well,
we’re growing at 147 000 people per year but we’re not
going to look at making any further provision for that
population increase — we’re not going to invest in
roads, we’re not going to invest in schools, we’re not
going to invest in hospitals and we’re not going to
invest in police stations’. If you took that position as the
government, you would be shown very quickly the
folly of your ways. Therefore we need to make sure we
have got the tools in our arsenal to deal with and
confront these challenges.
The reality is taxes civilise society. If we want to create
a great society and if we want to be the great,
progressive state of the nation, then we need to make
sure we have got the ability to pay for our promises and
pay for our commitments and to deliver that sort of
administration. In economics there is a theory called
clustering, which is, for example, that one workplace
with 2000 workers will be far more productive than
10 workplaces with 200 workers. Globally we are
seeing more and more of that —
Ms Graley — Conglomeration.
Mr PEARSON — Yes, conglomeration, as the
member for Narre Warren South indicated. What we
are trying to do with the changes to payroll tax in terms
of regional Victoria is to find a way in which we can
encourage those businesses that are in a regional setting
to continue to thrive and prosper. By reducing payroll
tax by 2.425 per cent, we are ensuring that in terms of
regional Victoria we have got the lowest rate of payroll
tax in the country.
It is also important to note that we need to try and move
with the times and respond to challenges as they arise.
You could not have foreseen the recent decision in the
Danvest case, which the Court of Appeal recently
handed down — Commissioner of State Revenue v.
Danvest Pty Ltd [2017] VSCA 382. It overturned a
longstanding principle that if you had a partnership
which was sold or was taken over and land formed part
of that partnership, you paid a duty on that land. The
court found that was no longer the case, and therefore if
you sold a partnership and there was land that was
vested within that transaction, you no longer paid duty
on that land. The reality is that if we do not respond to
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that particular challenge, then Victoria will be out of
alignment with other jurisdictions, and I think that
would not be desirable. It is about making sure that we
find a way through to address some of these issues, so
the bill looks at trying to ensure that there is a more
consistent approach to taxation in relation to certain
partnership transactions.
The bill also makes some changes to foreign
partnerships and looks at the levying of duty payable by
foreign investors. The sum total of the foreign investors
is calculated as a whole, even though you have got
instances where those foreign investors might not be
known to each other. So there would be instances where
you might have a number of foreign investors who are
offshore who participate in a syndicate and who have
got different shareholdings. They look at purchasing an
asset, and for the purpose of the foreign duty
calculations the value of those shareholdings is added
together in order to work out the level of duty that is
payable by the total number of foreign investors. Again
I think it is recognising the fact that we do have a large
proportion of capital inflows coming to Australia at the
moment — a lot of it coming from parts of Asia. That is
just the reality of where we find ourselves. It has been
said that Australia could become the Switzerland of
Asia, a repository of foreign funds and capital inflows.
The SRO and the government have made a
determination that it is fair and reasonable that those
foreign investors be liable for the duty payable, so
making sure that the legislation reflects the fact that we
have got those consortia coming in is important.
The bill also puts in place a buyer exemption for
members of the Australian Defence Force. I think this
is desirable and commendable. It is important that we
try and do all we can for our returned service men and
women, and encouraging them to come to Victoria is
desirable.
It would be remiss of me not to refer to the statute law
revision made by clause 25 of the bill. In relation to
section 46ID of the Land Tax Act 2005, ‘Land tax for
beneficiary/trustees’, subsection 5(a), ‘A = B’ is being
replaced by ‘(A × B)’. This relates to ensuring that you
do not have double taxation for the second and
additional trusts. It is a very good formula on page 92
of the act. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms BRITNELL (South-West Coast) (17:50) — I
rise to speak on this bill, which implements a range of
budget measures and changes to the state taxation and
revenue laws. I note that in the second-reading speech
the Treasurer said:
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This bill delivers budget initiatives that will continue the …
government’s commitment to delivering greater benefits to
regional Victoria.

And:
The government is a strong supporter of the … agricultural
sector.

I will focus most of my contribution on those two
points, because having read that I believe the Treasurer
and those on that side of the house might need a bit of
an education on regional Victoria.
I am sure those opposite will be quick to point to the
payroll tax cut as if it is some sort of Hail Mary that
will drive growth in regional Victoria. But you cannot
just lower one tax and expect people to start employing.
The average value of this change is around $40 million
a year, while payroll tax has increased by $1 billion a
year since the election in 2014. Once again what we are
seeing is smoke and mirrors, or hoodwinking. The
example I heard before to describe this was it was like
putting $5 in the collection plate at church and making
a big show of it, but taking out $100 with a swift action
that nobody sees. That is precisely the analogy that
explains how ridiculous this is. The Department of
Treasury and Finance cannot even say how many
regional businesses will actually meet the criteria for a
lower rate of payroll tax. We know that
4000 businesses pay payroll tax, but if you have not
done the analysis to work out how the regions will
benefit, you are talking the talk but not really
understanding the effect of what you are doing, so you
are nowhere near being able to walk the walk.
The Andrews Labor government has made Victoria the
highest taxing state in the country, introducing 13 new
taxes and charges since the last election, despite the
Premier saying that he would not introduce new taxes.
He has driven the cost-of-living pressures on
households through the roof. That is the direct result of
raising taxes. You have affected mothers, fathers,
families, businesses and workers. How could this be
purported to be supportive? Again it is smoke and
mirrors; it is not reality. They have affected the cost of
living drastically. Why would one tax cut — which is
minimal, and we have no idea how many people it
affects anyway — encourage businesses to set up in
regional Victoria when there is a lack of adequate
infrastructure in the regions? In South-West Coast our
roads are falling apart, our rail service is abysmal and in
large parts of the electorate we have antiquated energy
infrastructure, which limits the ability of businesses to
grow and employ.
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I will explain what I mean by antiquated energy
infrastructure. In Tyrendarra we have a very productive
region; we have businesses like engineering firms and
we have dairy businesses milking 1000-plus cows. But
the businesses within the region have to work together
to understand what each is doing, because if they all fire
up at the same time, they actually cannot run their
businesses — they cannot milk the cows or turn on all
the machines in the engineering firm, which is the case
for a neighbour of one business I am referring to. How
can that be the most productive way forward for those
businesses? It is not.
A business run and owned by Bruce Knowles has
actually invested in its own diesel generators because
getting three-phase power is just not possible for him.
The government needs to grow the state’s economy and
understand the benefits that my area in particular brings
to the state through revenue, but clearly they do not
understand that if they do not understand that we need
basic three-phase power, which you see in most or all
countries of the world — even Third World countries
have much more power reliability than we are seeing in
south-west Victoria.
Labor has absolutely no understanding of regional
Victoria and what makes it tick. They cannot see past
Geelong, Ballarat or Bendigo. Places like
Warrnambool and Portland are forgotten about, as is
the enormous potential we have for growth in
south-west Victoria to ease the pressure on the city and
evenly spread the population across this state. It is a
squandered opportunity.
South-western Victoria is the most productive
agricultural region in Victoria and the second most
productive in the nation, and that is Australian Bureau
of Statistics qualified data. That is not me making
anything up — those are actual facts, and we know it.
We are working hard under very extreme circumstances
that reduce our productivity. We have farms, food
processors and manufacturing plants. Agriculture
provides 60 per cent of the region’s income and one in
five jobs. We have a broad spectrum of agricultural
industries, such as red meat — beef and sheep —
abalone, wool, forestry and dairy manufacturing as
well. We also have niche food industries and strong
links to the food and tourism sector, so it is a really
innovative part of the state as well. My region does
punch well above its weight in terms of its contribution
to the state economy, yet it is forgotten about by this
Labor government.
Increasing the duty exemption threshold for young
farmers is one way — and just one way — to
encourage young people into the agricultural industry.
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During my time representing farmers in my role as
vice-president of the United Dairyfarmers of Victoria
and in my roles with the Victorian Farmers Federation
and Australian Dairy Farmers I spoke a lot about how
it needs to be at least in line with the first home owner
grant. The first home buyer duty exemption is good,
but as the member for Eildon pointed out, you cannot
buy a farm and make a living for $750 000. It is all
relative. Whether, as the member said, you are out in
the west where land is cheaper or where you can carry
more DSE, or dry sheep equivalent, per hectare, which
measures how many animals or whatever you can
grow per acre — it is just a term we use in
agriculture — it is all relative to the cost of the land,
and $750 000 is not going to buy a young farmer a
productive piece of land to make a living on. He is
going to be off farm working, she is going to be off
farm working, and the family are not going to be able
to survive on agriculture alone at that level.
That is my point about understanding regional Victoria.
There is so much more that can be done to unlock
billions of dollars of untapped productivity for existing
and well-established farmers. The Great South Coast
Food and Fibre Strategy and Action Plan was endorsed
by the Labor government last year in the budget with a
$500 000 rollout to this comprehensive plan, which I
spent a number of years prior to coming to this place
helping to build it. It aims to lift the image of the food
and fibre sector, encourage young people to take up a
job in the sector and unlock the issues that are holding
back the region. It was a regional approach to finding
regional solutions to really get the benefit from them.
They have not received the money yet, so they have
been paying an executive officer for 12 months. They
have worked on the power business case that I have
been talking about. They have also been working on the
water issue.
They have done all the economic modelling to show
that we can unlock water without any environmental
effects and without any challenges to the environment.
We have been caught up in the Murray-Darling Basin
challenge, but we have got underground water there
that is already allocated — hydrological reports that
show it is not overused — and it is not actually used.
We have sleeper licences, as they are called, for people
who do not actually use the water. If we unlock even
10 per cent of that, which would have no
environmental effect — there is none, and it is actually
a benefit — we would get a $55 million boost to the
regional economy just by being able to pull that water
out of the ground that is already allowed to be pulled
out, put it onto pasture and turn it into fodder to
produce more milk per hectare.
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The only thing standing in the way is the bureaucracy.
The legislation even allows it; it is the department that
is really just not playing ball. The committee has met
with the minister over and over again, who has led them
up a garden path. Here is this opportunity; they have
got $500 000 they cannot get access to, they are paying
a CEO that they have no money to pay for because the
promised money has not been delivered, and they are
not able to do the work they need to do, yet the
opportunity abounds. Remember this is a government
that says it is a strong supporter of the agriculture
industry, yet when push comes to shove it does nothing
that will actually support farmers and help drive
economic activity.
I will not sit here and listen to the Labor government
tell me how they are champions for regional Victoria,
because it is not true. In the eyes of those opposite,
regional Victoria is Geelong, Ballarat and Bendigo.
They have zero understanding or respect for the
enormous economic contribution our agriculture sector
makes to the state’s economy, but they are more than
happy to take the proceeds and spend them on projects
to make life in the city easier. If you are serious about
regional Victoria, start addressing the lack of
infrastructure, start listening to the people who know
what they are talking about and make sensible changes
to rules.
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) (18:00) — I am pleased to
have the opportunity to speak on the State Taxation
Acts Amendment Bill 2018. This of course goes to the
heart of the budget, and for the past three years those on
this side of the house have been focused on better
schools, new and improved roads, higher quality and
more accessible health care, better public transport,
more jobs and a fairer, stronger Victoria.
What we know, Acting Speaker Kilkenny, and I
listened closely to your contribution, is that we are a
fast-growing state. We know that Victoria’s population
was 6.36 million people in September 2017 and the
population of Greater Melbourne at the same time was
4.7 million people. We know of course that we are
growing quickly, with an additional 150 000 people
calling Victoria home from September 2016 to
September 2017. This of course represents a growth
rate of 2.4 per cent, which is the highest of all states and
territories, and we know that what comes with this is a
drive and demand for new jobs, new roads and new
schools, and we know that with 100 000 new
Victorians each and every year we need to invest in the
infrastructure that is able to support that.
We know as a government that much of this growth
occurs in our growth corridors, those in the north, those
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in the west and those in the east, but we also want to
ensure that new Victorians are moving into our
wonderful regions and rural towns right across Victoria.
I have had the opportunity as chair of the Environment,
Natural Resources and Regional Development
Committee to spend time in a number of these regions
across Victoria. What has been very clear is that the
people in these areas, people in regions and in country
Victoria, are warm-hearted people who work hard, love
their local communities and are very engaged. These
are some of our best Victorians. But what is crucial and
critical is that the government creates those policy
settings that encourage and help our regions and towns
to thrive and to grow, and I am certainly very pleased
that this bill implements the 2018–19 budget measure
of reducing the payroll tax for regional businesses from
3.65 per cent to 2.425 per cent, the benefits of which I
will discuss further later in my contribution.
What is very clear when you do spend time in these
great parts of Victoria right across the state — we as a
committee spent quite a lot of time in shires like Buloke
and Latrobe city, which is of course more regional than
rural — is that these are terrific areas. As I mentioned
earlier, these are areas where people work hard and
support one another, and these areas need to be
supported by the Andrews Labor government. Over the
journey thus far we have made significant investments
in regional Victoria, with $4.3 billion of investments
right across the state: in education $181 million for new
and upgraded schools in regional Victoria; and in health
$462 million to upgrade the Ballarat Health Service,
$115 million for the Wonthaggi Hospital and a further
$50 million for regional health infrastructure.
One area that was highlighted in the committee
hearings and an area I know many rural and regional
Victorians are very passionate about is local roads. I
know that road infrastructure funding is critically
important. These are of course areas that the
government is focused on. We know that 41 000 jobs
have been created in regional Victoria. The bill goes on
to implement a number of other budget commitments,
providing an exemption from duty for first home buyers
and an exemption from residency requirements for
defence force personnel. I know that a number of
members have spoken at length about those changes in
the bill. The bill also increases the exemption threshold
for the young farmer duty exemption from $300 000 to
$600 000 to align with the exemption threshold for the
first home buyer duty exemption.
The bill makes a number of other amendments to
Victoria’s taxation and revenue laws to ensure that they
continue to reflect the underlying policy intent and
work hard to close quite a number of those loopholes.
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This measure in the bill — the payroll tax cut — comes
on top of the payroll tax cut for our regions that was
provided last year. We are cutting it again to ensure that
businesses are able to grow and thrive. The initiative
will reduce the payroll tax liability for regional
businesses by $167 million over the budget and the
forward estimates period, and it is expected to slash
costs for around 4000 businesses to create jobs and
encourage people to move to regional Victoria. This
goes to many of the points that I raised earlier about
ensuring that as a state we are providing for each and
every Victorian, each and every person who wants the
opportunity to work hard, to look after their family, to
have the opportunity to buy a home and to do all of
those things that people wish to do.
It is critically important that we have the policy settings
that are able to do this. This is the third year in a row
that the government has eased the payroll tax burden.
This is an important step that levels the playing field
and supports hardworking Victorians to make the best
of themselves and their businesses.
On defence force personnel, in the time that I have
remaining, the men and women of the Australian
Defence Force (ADF) serve our nation proudly and
uphold and protect the freedoms that we hold dearly.
We want to make sure that every Victorian has a
chance to buy their first home, and that includes those
working so very hard to keep Australia safe.
From 1 July 2018 Australian Defence Force personnel
applying for a first home buyer duty exemption or
concession will no longer need to meet the residency
requirements. This in turn means that the ADF
personnel will not lose their entitlement to the first
home buyer duty exemption or the concession if they
are unable to use their home as their principal place of
residence for a continuous period of 12 months after
purchase. This will allow ADF personnel to fulfil their
deployment obligations, which can of course arise at
short notice at any given point in time, without it
impacting on their stamp duty exemption or concession
eligibility. This is another important step and something
that is contained in the bill that I fully support.
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The increase will mean that those farmers under the age
of 35 who are buying their first farm property will
receive a full stamp duty exemption on purchases up to
$600 000. Those purchasing farms between $600 000
and $750 000 will receive a tapered discount. This,
combined with a number of the other measures, is the
Andrews Labor government putting young farmers on a
level playing field with first home buyers by aligning
the young farmer land transfer duty exemption and
concession with the first home buyer duty exemption
and concession.
Those on this side of the house support fairness in every
single community right across the state. Whether you
are in Hume city, where I am in Sunbury, or whether
you are in Buloke, every single Victorian should have
the opportunity to live in a fair state, should have the
opportunity to better themselves and should have the
chance to be supported by policy settings that look after
each and every Victorian. Those on this side of the
house are part of a government that gets things done,
and we stand for giving every Victorian the best
chances and the best opportunities. We continue to get
things done and we continue to make things fair. A
good government’s work is never done; we will
continue to work and we will continue to fight. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr WATT (Burwood) (18:10) — I rise to speak on
the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2018. Before I
get into the substance of the bill I just want to revisit the
day before the election in 2014. I have mentioned this a
couple of times in the chamber before, but there was an
interview on Channel 7 with Peter Mitchell asking the
now Premier a very, very clear question, one that could
not have been misunderstood, one to which the answer
could not have been misunderstood or misinterpreted.
Peter Mitchell said:
Daniel Andrews, all the polls say you will be Victoria’s next
Premier. If you are, do you promise Victorians here tonight
that you will not increase taxes or introduce any new taxes?

The now Premier made a very clear and solemn
promise:
I make that promise, Peter, to every single Victorian.

In the last couple of minutes I just want to talk about
young farmers. The bill will also double the stamp duty
free threshold for young farmers — who work so very
hard to make the best of what is in front of them to
support their local communities and in turn support the
state — from $300 000 to $600 000, helping more
young Victorians looking to buy their first farm. Of
course, as I have mentioned, this is so important for our
rural communities.

That is a promise that he made and a promise that he
has broken to every single Victorian. He made that
promise and has broken that promise on at least
12 occasions, and I would like to run through some of
those occasions when he clearly lied to the people of
Victoria.
The first would be when he tripled the brown coal
royalties. Now, it is not just the tripling of the brown
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coal royalties, because that has flow-on effects. Tripling
the brown coal royalties then put Hazelwood out of
business, which then increased the price of electricity
through Victoria, thereby having a very deep and
meaningful impact on the hip pockets of all Victorians.
When you triple the brown coal royalties it is not just
about sticking it to the big companies, it is not just
about sticking it to coal, it is about sticking it to every
single Victorian when you promised them you would
not increase taxes.
There is the new vacant residential property tax that he
introduced. He said, ‘We will not introduce any new
taxes or increase taxes’, but there is one where he did.
There are the new annual valuations to increase land
tax. New annual valuations increase costs. House prices
are going up; therefore you have annual valuations and
you are actually taking more in taxes. There is another
broken promise. There is increased stamp duty on new
cars. There is another lie; there is another broken
promise. There is the increased fire services property
levy — there is a change in a tax, there is an increase in
a tax and there is a broken promise.
There is the removal of off-the-plan stamp duty
concessions for investors. If you remove off-the-plan
stamp duty concessions for investors, you thereby
introduce a tax where otherwise there would not have
been a tax, or you tax people who otherwise would not
have been taxed. Investors invest in property for the
purpose of rental, and if you increase taxes you increase
rents. So it is not just sticking it to some person who
can afford to buy a rental property; it is sticking it to
renters. That is what this Premier did, that is what this
Treasurer did and that is what this Labor government
did when they broke yet another promise and increased
taxes by removing off-the-plan stamp duty concessions
for investors.
There was the new stamp duty on property transfers
between spouses. Once again somebody is being
charged a tax that previously they were not charged, so
there is a broken promise. He said there would be no
new taxes and no increase in taxes, but there we go,
there is another one.
There is the Uber and taxi fare tax. That is very clearly
a new tax. No-one can deny it. It is a very clear broken
promise. He said he would not do it before the election,
yet here we go again. There is another broken promise;
there is another tax.
There is a new point-of-consumption betting tax, which
is an interesting one. After saying there would be no
new taxes, this is clearly a new tax. Whether or not
people think that taxing online betting is a good thing,
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whether or not you have actually consulted with the
Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation, whether
or not the Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation
is happy with that particular new tax, whether or not
they think it should be higher or lower or exist or not
exist, it is still a broken promise. You said you would
not do it, and here you are introducing a new tax — an
8 per cent tax on betting. That is clearly a broken
promise and another clear lie from the Premier when he
said, as the Leader of the Opposition, that he would not
introduce new taxes —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Pearson) — Order!
Member for Burwood, you are not to impugn members
of this place by using the word ‘lie’.
Mr WATT — Thank you. There is a new city
access tax for the West Gate tunnel. He said he would
not increase taxes, he said he would not introduce new
taxes but here we go: there is a new city access tax for
the West Gate tunnel. There is a new stamp duty
surcharge on foreign purchases. It was increased again,
so while I said twice, they introduced a new tax, then
they increased it, so that is actually 13. If we go to the
new land tax surcharge on foreign owners, they
introduced it and then they increased it. That is 14 times
that the Premier has told an untruth; 14 times where he
has done something when he very clearly said he
would not.
The thing about these taxes — this new stamp duty
surcharge for foreign purchases and this new land tax
surcharge for foreign owners — is that once again it is
not sticking it to foreign purchases or foreign owners.
Many foreign owners actually rent property out to
people, so it is your average renter who is now paying
more in rent, because this government did not know
how to tell the truth. This government did not know
how to stick to their solemn promise. This Premier did
not know how to actually not introduce a new tax when
he said he would not — sorry, I am just remembering
the fact that I am not allowed to say he is a liar or that
he lied. That is why I stumbled —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Pearson) — Order!
Member for Burwood —
Mr WATT — I am just explaining why I stumbled
in my speech. I realise I am not allowed to call people
liars —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Pearson) — Order!
I made it very clear earlier, member for Burwood, that
you are not to use unparliamentary language.
Mr WATT — No, you said I was not allowed to
impugn somebody, and I was stating that I was not
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impugning somebody. I simply stumbled during my
speech and I was explaining why I had stumbled, which
was because I had to think of another word other than
‘lie’. I never said that he was a liar after your ruling. I
never said that.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Pearson) — Order!
Member for Burwood, I was really clear —
Mr WATT — I am not impugning.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Pearson) —
Member for Burwood, I was very clear that you are not
to impugn a member or to use unparliamentary
language. I was very clear about that, and you are
defying my ruling. I ask you to come back to the bill
and desist from using unparliamentary language and
attempting to impugn another member of this place.
Mr WATT — I am not trying to impugn another
member. I did take on board what you said, which is
why I stumbled over what I was saying.
Taxes have increased by $6.2 billion or 35 per cent.
Taxes are now up to $24.081 billion. Taxes have
increased. The Premier, who was opposition leader at
the time, very clearly said, ‘No new taxes; no increase
in taxes’. A 35 per cent increase in taxes clearly shows
that what he said at the time does not add up to what
has happened now. You can take from that what you
will about whether a person might or might not have
told the truth. It is very clear now that when he said,
‘No new taxes’, he did not mean no new taxes; when he
said, ‘No increase in taxes’, he could not possibly have
meant no increase in taxes, because I do not see that
circumstances have changed such that he had to
introduce all of these new taxes or increase all of these
taxes. There has been no significant change in
circumstances which has led the Premier to do this.
There has been no significant change in circumstances
that meant the Treasurer had to come here and say,
‘We’ve done what we said we wouldn’t do, and this
is why’.
I have yet to hear any person from the other side
acknowledge or admit that they actually did not do
what they said they would do before the election. I have
not seen anybody on that side stand up to try to provide
any explanation as to why the government has had to
increase taxes by 35 per cent. They stand there and talk
about payroll taxes going down by $40 million. If
payroll tax goes up by $1 billion, I am sorry, I do not
give you credit for the crumbs that you give back. I do
not give credit for the $40 million when payroll tax has
gone up by $1 billion. This is a massive increase in
taxes. The government of the day said before the
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election that they would not do this. There was a
solemn promise: ‘I promise this to every single
Victorian’. Every single Victorian has the right to stand
here and be very disappointed in the fact that the
Premier did not tell the truth. The Premier said before
the election, at a time when he was opposition leader,
that he would not increase taxes and he would not
introduce any new taxes. It is very clear that he lied
about that. He did not tell the truth and he should not be
able to get away with it, because the truth —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Pearson) —
Member for Burwood, I have been very clear that you
are not to use unparliamentary language.
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) (18:20) — Thank
goodness that has finished. I am pleased to rise to speak
on the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2018. The
bill implements the following 2018–19 budget
measures: it reduces the payroll tax rate for regional
businesses, provides an exemption for the first home
buyers duty concession/exemption residency
requirement for defence force personnel and increases
the exemption threshold for young farmers from
$300 000 to $600 000 to align with the exemption
threshold for the first home buyer’s duty exemption.
I have to say that these cuts have been warmly received
in Geelong. There is a great confidence in Geelong. It is
these sorts of measures that have been taken by the
Andrews government that have attracted business and
investment to my electorate of Geelong. More and
more people are moving to Geelong because of the
housing affordability —
Mr Wynne — Cranes in the sky.
Ms COUZENS — There are cranes in the sky
everywhere. The Geelong Chamber of Commerce is
very, very pleased with the payroll tax cuts that we
have just implemented. It very much appreciates the
recent Victorian budget announcement that we will cut
payroll tax. The Geelong Chamber of Commerce, with
its 900 members, has been a very strong advocate for
these cuts that assist small and medium operators. It is
very happy that those cuts have now been implemented.
Those opposite did not do that. It was an Andrews
Labor government that did that for the benefit of
businesses in my community, businesses that want to
grow. Whether they be a cafe, a tourist operator, a
bookstore or a manufacturer, the benefits are significant
for them.
As I said, Geelong is booming at the moment. People
are full of confidence. All the changes that we have
implemented are making people feel more confident in
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business. For a lot of those small businesses in
particular, the small and medium businesses, they will
be able to employ more people. There will be those that
cannot, and it will help them in other ways, but many of
those businesses are now saying, ‘Yes, we will employ
more people’.
Mr Wynne — How good was it down there last
week?
Ms COUZENS — That is exactly right; Geelong is
booming. There is a lot of activity. People are feeling
more and more confident.
Mr Wynne — Fantastic.
Ms COUZENS — It is fantastic, thank you,
Minister. The Geelong Chamber of Commerce said that
it is pleased to see the payroll tax threshold raised from
$625 000 to $650 000, effective from 1 July 2018. They
also welcome the Victorian government’s budget
commitment to further reduce the payroll tax rate from
3.65 per cent to 2.45 per cent for regional businesses.
This commitment is expected to provide relief for
around 4000 businesses in regional Victoria. As we
have heard from other regional members, such as the
members for Bendigo West and Buninyong, these are
significant changes for businesses in our local
communities.
In the Geelong region we have many, many businesses,
whether they be small, medium or large businesses. We
know that jobs are growing in Geelong and that is
fantastic. But we want more jobs and it is the Andrews
Labor government that is actually making this happen.
Our commitment to TAFE is not only providing more
training courses for people to attend, but is also
working with business and industry to work out where
those jobs need to be. So we are growing those jobs, but
we are growing them in the right way. We are growing
them in the industries and areas that skills and training
are required. Industry has been talking about that for a
long time, so we are meeting the demand from industry.
With our tech school, we are doing the same thing.
Once our tech school opens, which is due at the start of
the school year next year, they will be —
Mr Wynne — Where is that located?
Ms COUZENS — That is located at Gordon TAFE,
our great institution in Geelong, which also contributes
significantly to not only jobs, but to those people that
need those skills and training. Those skills and training
lead to the jobs that are needed in our great city of
Geelong. With the reduction of heavy manufacturing in
Geelong by companies like Ford and Alcoa, Geelong
has undergone a significant transition from its
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traditional base of manufacturing. However,
manufacturing is still strong in Geelong and I want to
make that point. With that transition there is a new
focus on services, health, government enterprises,
start-ups, entrepreneurs and high-tech advanced
manufacturing. People are attracted to regional centres
like Geelong because of the very tax cuts that we are
talking about today.
Geelong is also a mecca for tourism, with a visitor
economy now a significant economic driver for the
region, assisted by plans to expand Geelong’s Avalon
Airport to include international flights. It is all
happening in Geelong. We recently announced the
accessible cities funding, and the accessible cities
project that aims to see more people with disabilities
employed, particularly in the tourism sector, but also
makes Geelong more accessible for people with
disabilities. Last week when we made the
announcements, a number of businesses said, ‘Well,
those tax cuts will enable us to employ more people’,
and they will look at employing disabled people in their
businesses, which is just exceptional.
The cityscape of Geelong is also undergoing an
innovative revitalisation, with the green spine, the
Laneways Project and many creative new businesses
blending in seamlessly with a number of new
commercial building developments that are changing
the city skyline. Again, these things are creating jobs,
but they are also enabling small and medium businesses
who are getting the benefits of that revitalisation of
Geelong to look at employing more people. Whilst
respecting its industrial heritage, Geelong is in the
midst of a change that heralds a new era as the capital
city of our region. It is an important hub for commerce
and industry, and incentives that attract business and
investment to the region such as payroll tax are critical
enablers that help drive the region’s economy and
stimulate jobs growth.
In addition to the payroll tax cut we are making other
major investments in regional Victoria such as, from
the 2018–19 budget, a record $4.3 billion of
investments across regional Victoria. In education the
budget invests $181 million for new and upgraded
schools in regional Victoria. Geelong is seeing the
benefit of this announcement. The budget invests
$462 million to upgrade Ballarat Health Services and
$115 million to upgrade Wonthaggi hospital, and
provides a further $50 million for regional health
infrastructure. We are investing in our roads:
$941 million in our regional roads to better maintain
and upgrade them. This includes funding to establish
Regional Roads Victoria, a dedicated body for regional
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roads, again creating jobs in areas like Geelong and
encouraging those businesses to employ more people.

good economy jobs will be created. And everybody
likes to have a job.

We are investing $704 million to give regional
Victorians more efficient and reliable public transport,
and in Geelong we have a huge focus on improving our
public transport, particularly our rail. Unlike the
opposition we are investing over half of the
$2.077 billion in proceeds from the sale of our share of
the Snowy Hydro in regional Victoria. We have created
over 41 000 jobs in regional Victoria, many of them in
Geelong. Geelong’s employment growth is going up.
We are not losing jobs, we are actually growing jobs.
We need to be focused on ensuring that whatever
decisions we make in this place, particularly around
budget time, they are focused on growing jobs. That is
exactly what the Andrews government is doing. I
commend the bill to the house.

Whilst the speakers from the opposite benches have run
out, I have noticed in listening to many of them that
nothing makes the neoliberals — or the
archconservatives or the Trumpites — get more hot
under the collar than talk of that three letter word,
T-A-X.

Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) (18:30) — It is
a pleasure to rise this afternoon and speak on the State
Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2018. As previous
speakers have said this comes on top of the delivery of
the 2018–19 budget and the appropriation bill.
Mr Wynne — How did that go?
Ms GRALEY — How did that budget go? Well,
minister at the table, it was a sensational budget. It was
a big budget and delivered on the basis of three
previous budgets by the Treasurer that had all been
fiscally responsible, delivered budget surpluses,
preserved our AAA credit rating and low debt, as well
as the biggest infrastructure investment in Victoria’s
history. We are building a big Victoria by investing
$75.9 billion — investing in roads, rail, schools
and hospitals.
Really importantly I heard the contribution from the
member for Rowville very early in this piece. I recall
his first budget speech in this house. One of the things I
remember from that budget speech was that when we
did a word search on it, not once did the then Treasurer
of Victoria mention the word ‘jobs’. What a contrast it
is with this budget that we had delivered into this house
only a few weeks ago, where we see a strong emphasis
on job creation. Indeed one in every 10 jobs in our
economy today has been created over the past three and
a half years, whilst we have been in government. That
is 334 000 new jobs since the election, and that is more
than anywhere else in the nation. It is a tremendous
record. You can talk about records and the achievement
of the Treasurer and his team in putting such a budget
together, but really the winners from this budget are the
people of Victoria — right across Victoria — because
we do know that by providing the correct climate and a

Mr Watt interjected.
Ms GRALEY — Tax. And look, you set him off
like a firecracker. You say the word and then he comes
in, because it really gets them excited. The reason why
they get so excited about this word ‘tax’ is because they
always love to talk about red tape and the bogeymen
and women that are over there in the bureaucracy and
those individual people that have been taxed and are not
being given a fair go because of the government.
I am a bit like the member for Essendon, I have got to
say. I am going to make the case — as a small part of
my contribution — that tax is something that promotes
good things for people in life. It is a sign of a civilised
society. In fact I think it was Oliver Wendell Holmes Jr
who said, ‘Taxes are the price we pay for a civilised
society’. On this side of the house, I have watched the
last couple of decades of neoliberal economics. We
have seen the trickle-down tax theory such that the rich
have got really rich — disgustingly rich, I have got to
say, extravagantly rich. Even at the banking royal
commission we have had the head of the National
Australia Bank actually saying that salaries for bank
executives are way out of touch. In fact customers have
been left behind or overlooked while big fat bankers
have been stashing money in their accounts. I think
that what we have seen in these last couple of decades
is a widening gap between the rich and the poor, so to
be talking about tax is actually a good thing because a
progressive taxation system is one way that we can
redistribute wealth and recreate a better society
for everyone.
I suspect those opposite are not really interested in what
Ross Gittins has to say — I imagine Judith Sloan or
Terry McCrann would be more to their liking — but I
draw their attention to an article where he actually
quotes a very esteemed Melbourne businessman,
Harold Mitchell.
An honourable member interjected.
Ms GRALEY — A self-made man. He actually
went on to say, ‘I’m Australian and I pay tax for the
good of the country’. That is exactly what these sorts of
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bills are about. They are about introducing taxes,
expanding taxes, making tax more equitable —
Mr Watt interjected.
Ms GRALEY — Absolutely. It is about making
sure that there is a tax cut in regional Victoria. One of
the things that I have found very interesting in listening
to this debate is what apologists those people opposite
are for those people — the foreign investors — who are
coming in and buying up our property. Actually, you
have been making excuses for them, whereas if you go
out and talk to people in the community you will hear
the average Australian saying that it is a good thing to
tax Chinese investors on property. That is a good thing.
People support that. I do not understand why those
opposite are looking for excuses.
I do want to talk about some parts of the bill that would
be very important for the regional areas. We know that
this government is very committed to regional and rural
Victoria, and I know that those people opposite are
talking about decentralisation and a population plan. It
is all a bit of talk. There is no plan — and certainly no
plan for increasing jobs in regional Victoria. One of the
things the Treasurer did do in the last budget was cut
regional payroll tax, and he has gone ahead and done
more this time. We are actually slashing regional
payroll tax to 2.425 per cent. This initiative will reduce
the payroll tax liability for regional businesses by
$167 million. That is a lot of money that can go out
there into the economy over the budget and forward
estimates period. I know that there were contributions
from the other side of the house where they said, ‘We
do not know how many businesses are going to benefit
from that’. I would suggest that you go back and read
the Treasurer’s speech, where he actually said it is
expected to slash costs for around 4000 businesses,
create jobs, encourage people to move to regional
Victoria and ensure every region shares in the benefits
of our economic growth.
I say it again: this is the third year in a row this
government has eased the payroll tax burden — the
third year in a row. This is very, very important for
attracting people to regional Victoria. We are very
committed to making sure that people get the
opportunity to start businesses in regional Victoria,
employ people and get on with living and working in
the regions. This government is very committed, and I
think the regional payroll tax cut is a tremendous
example of this level of commitment.
I do notice that the Victorian Chamber of Commerce
and Industry chief executive, Mark Stone, said that the
organisation:
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… today welcomes the major investments in infrastructure —

yes, a record —
… training —

the commitment to TAFE and expanding TAFE —
… and regional tax relief contained in the 2018–19 State
Budget.

Your pals at the Victorian Chamber of Commerce and
Industry are right behind this tax cut.
I do also just want to finish by saying it has been
commendable from those opposite, when they have not
been interjecting, that they have actually supported the
opportunity to give defence force personnel some tax
relief when they are buying their first home. It is a
commendable, worthy and desirable action on behalf of
the Treasurer. I commend the Treasurer and his team.
These are sensible steps in making sure that we deliver
on our budget. It is about creating jobs and building a
big Victoria whilst at the same time delivering very
fiscally responsible, economically viable budgets.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr KATOS (South
Barwon).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

BUDGET PAPERS 2018–19
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Mr SCOTT (Minister for Finance):
That this house takes note of the 2018–19 budget papers.

Ms McLEISH (Eildon) (18:41) — I rise to make
my contribution to the take-note motion on the
Appropriation (2018–2019) Bill 2018, which was
handed down a few weeks ago by the Treasurer. We
have a similar budget to usual here from the
government — big taxing. We have just heard from the
member for Narre Warren South about how taxes are
good. We know that the member for Essendon also,
Acting Speaker, is very keen on taxes. Of course this
budget is set against the backdrop of very high taxes.
It is also big spending, but it does lack a little bit in
strategy, I would think. We see that the Andrews Labor
government is failing to deal with Victoria’s population
growth. It is booming. There is no population strategy.
There is no plan for decentralisation. But I will give it
to the government — they certainly know about a
short-term revenue grab. Again we see that this is
something that they excel in, with no thought for the
longer term.
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I also want to set a bit of a context about Victoria at the
moment and what is going on within the state. We have
crumbling roads. Rural Victoria is pitted with
crumbling roads. In the city congestion is one of the
major issues. We have got cost-of-living pressures.
Power prices are extremely high. Families are
struggling to pay their household bills, but the budget
barely acknowledges this. The types of crime that we
have are out of control. We were not familiar with, but
have become quite familiar with, home invasions when
you are home. Not so long ago invasions did not
happen when you were home. The brazenness of crime
now is really something that still shocks me. And we
see more and more ramming of police cars.
We have the Country Fire Authority (CFA) bubbling
away, and we have seen such minimal investment in
the CFA — in country Victoria — over the course of
the CFA dispute. We have had presumptive rights
legislation not get off the ground — the government
have failed to deliver that quite spectacularly.
Unemployment is higher than the national average, and
we have had phenomenal growth in the public sector.
I want to also mention the federal government’s
contribution to the current budget put forward by the
state Treasurer. I think the Treasurer has a lot to be
thankful for from the Turnbull government — from the
federal Liberal government — because they have
certainly given the Victorian economy a push along.
There has been an increase in GST revenue:
$65.8 billion is the GST revenue. Victoria’s share now
has gone up from 93 cents in the dollar to 99 cents, and
this was something that when we were in government
we called for consistently of the federal Labor
government — of the Rudd-Gillard-Rudd government.
They failed to deliver this. With that the revenue for
Victoria is up by $1.8 billion. That is $5.6 billion over a
four-year period. This increase in the GST has come
from an increase in demand for services due to the
population growth. We have got $5.6 billion over four
years coming in from the feds for that.
The sale of Snowy Hydro back to the federal
government is another $2.1 billion. We have seen a
terrific investment by the federal Liberal government in
infrastructure in Victoria. Amongst other things there is
a $5 billion investment in airport rail, something that
the Andrews Labor government has ignored and the
Brumby Labor government and the Bracks Labor
government all ignored. We put it back on the table in
government. I am glad to see that it is a Liberal
government that is coming through on this.
Also with the north-east link, the federal Liberal
government is putting $1.75 billion to that. I think we
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have certainly been hoodwinked by the state Labor
government here with regard to the north-east link. This
is a road that is needed. We know it needs to come after
the east–west link because there is no point just sending
all the traffic onto the Eastern Freeway — it is going to
bottleneck and we are going to have worse congestion
than we are currently seeing. I was quite interested
because the member for Eltham was carrying on as
though this north-east link was being built by the Labor
government, which is not the case at all. In fact only
last sitting week in a question to the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety she mentioned that peak-hour traffic
congestion is an ongoing challenge for residents in the
Eltham electorate:
It is fantastic that the Andrews government is looking to the
future by investing $110 million to fast-track work on the
north-east link, a much-needed project …

But we actually found out through the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee that is not the case at all —
the money is not there. I think that is extremely
disappointing for people in and around Eltham and
Ivanhoe, and certainly for my electorate, who might
have been expecting something. Certainly that is not
going to happen.
The government is also propped up by asset sales. We
have had the port of Melbourne sold for $9.7 billion.
That is almost $10 billion that they have received. I
have mentioned Snowy Hydro. They are looking to flog
off the land titles office. That will be another couple of
billion. I have seen quite a number of parcels of land in
my electorate that are being wrapped up in this. The
Yarra Ranges Enterprise Centre, YREC, down at
Warburton have been on land that belonged to the
Melbourne and Metropolitan Board of Works, now
Melbourne Water. They have had a hard fight, and I
have been happy to support them. Alison, the board and
the tenants at the enterprise centre and the Yarra
Ranges council all went in to bat. I am actually pleased
that the minister is in the chamber at the moment and
has acted to see if the sale of that parcel of land in
Warburton can be stopped. I do hope that the minister
continues to work to make sure that that does not get
wrapped up in this. We also have a large parcel of
Melbourne Water land at Christmas Hills. It will be
interesting to see how that ends up.
We have got taxes. We have all heard about the
promise. There are taxes on property transfers and a
vacant home tax. If you look locally, farmers with an
apartment in the city that is vacant for a certain period
of time can be slugged; however, people in the city with
a vacant home down on the peninsula perhaps —
Bellarine or Mornington — can be exempt. We have
got annual property valuations increasing the land tax
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and new stamp duties. The coal tax has been tripled and
payroll tax has been bringing in extra dollars. We have
had a $6.2 billion increase in taxes since the 2014
election — a 35 per cent increase in taxes in four years,
making Victoria the highest taxing state in the country.
The Treasurer has had billions and billions of dollars to
work with. I think the Treasurer is splashing that around
quite a bit. What needs to be remembered is that with
this huge sum of money that the government has
available to spend, we see a lot being wasted and we
see loads of overruns. Again I hark back to what I have
said before: for Labor governments, it is not their
money, so they are less worried about spending and
wasting taxpayer dollars than certainly those on this
side of the house, who are much more conservative in
that regard.
If we look at regional Victoria, the budget gives
regional Victoria a raw deal unless you are from
Ballarat, Bendigo or Geelong. Investment in agriculture
is pretty well missing. There has been no significant
increase in the value of exports with this Labor
government. Biosecurity is extremely important for
agriculture and the ongoing security of many export
markets and markets around the state, but there is no
funding here beyond 2019 and no funding in research.
There has been funding for schools, but I am concerned
that the standards are not improving at all and we have
got very crowded curriculums. If I have a look at some
of the investment that is happening in my electorate,
Launching Place Primary School is to receive
$500 000. That project is expected to be completed in
the first quarter of 2020–21, so about September 2020.
It is almost one and a half years from where we are
now. There is $25 000 in 2018–19 for planning, with
the rest coming on board after that. There is a desperate
need at the moment for some works to be done at
Launching Place Primary School. They have been
working with the government on issues of mould that
they have, and this really cannot wait any longer.
Whilst on the one hand it was seen as a positive, on the
other hand they were exasperated to know they were
not going to be getting this in the next financial year.
There are some small schools that have received
funding. Don Valley Primary School and Hoddles
Creek Primary School received $170 000 and $90 000
respectively. Small schools deserve to be looked after,
but Toolangi Primary School just up the road cannot
even get a flagpole. They would really like to have a
flagpole but have had no luck and basically have been
told that they need to go out and fundraise to get one
because the department — I think very unfairly — is
not going to support them in that.
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We have also got Upper Yarra Secondary School
receiving some funding under the guise of the Lilydale
and Upper Yarra Education Plan. Stage 1 funding will
deliver previously planned work in the education plan. I
have been part of these planning discussions, and there
were three schools tied up in it. It was called the
Lilydale Education Plan until people in the Upper Yarra
said, ‘Hang on a minute, we could miss out on that’. I
believe they are going to get $6 million, and Upper
Yarra Secondary School certainly does need some
funding. I have put petitions out there and have been
active in this space for quite some time. There was talk
about another three schools further down the line that
were going to be wrapped up in this, and I so hope that
that is not the case. I hope that the investment is being
made in the Upper Yarra, because the schools at
Healesville — not so far away — and Lilydale have
both had considerable investment.
Mansfield Secondary School is also undergoing some
works at the moment as part of the last budget.
Mansfield Secondary School has been on the most
desperate list for quite some time. It was something that
we had recognised in the last term of government, and
we were looking to make that investment. In fact we
had made a pre-election commitment, so that came
through. The additional money for stage 2 has come
through, but not for 2021, and they are in the middle of
this project. They again were expecting or hoping that
this funding would come straight on top of the current
funding that they have got. This brings me to their
issue. They are being funded for a sports stadium,
which they do not have and are entitled to have. Sadly
this is not going to be competition grade, and Mansfield
has a desperate shortage of sports space. The council,
through rate capping and being a small council, have
very limited ability to raise funds to support this, and
they have had minimal investment in the shire from this
government.
We had the country roads and bridges program which
gave the shire an extra $4 million, but we also had a
Local Government Infrastructure Fund, which helped
them considerably, and that is missing now. Mansfield
shire would love to see a second stadium there. They
would also like to see the first one built as competition
grade so the overflow from the extremely popular
basketball competition could be held at the school. The
philosophy of governments is that when you are
building sports facilities or any facilities at schools they
should also be built for community use. Not building
this stadium the right size in the first instance limits the
community. I think that is appalling, and I would be
looking for the government to bring that investment
forward, to come to their senses and to help Mansfield
get on and build what they actually need now. They
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need to put some decent investment back into that
community so that the community can benefit as well
as the school.
This is the same for the Murrindindi shire. There has
been a minimal amount spent in that shire. The
Regional Growth Fund has brought lots of
opportunities; that has certainly been missing. We have
seen that Nillumbik is getting absolutely heaps, and we
only have to speak to the member for Eltham or to the
member for Yan Yean about that. But localities like
Kangaroo Ground, Strathewen, St Andrews and Panton
Hill do not even rate a mention. There is a school
crossing needed at Arthurs Creek, and I am hoping that
will come to fruition. Kangaroo Ground Primary
School also needs investment.
The Yarra Ranges shire is getting investment pretty
well just in the Monbulk electorate. I hear this from
shire staff, who say that everything happens in
Monbulk but nothing much happens elsewhere. We
know there is a lot of pork-barrelling. It has a desperate
need for the mountain bike hub in Warburton to have
some serious investment. It is looking for several
million dollars. We made this a pre-election
commitment in 2014. The shire feels absolutely let
down by this government, that refuses to fund this
shovel-ready project. The government likes it in
principle, but that is not really helping the people in the
Yarra Ranges, in the Upper Yarra. This would be a
job-creation project. The amount of money that this
would invest in the local economy and the number of
local jobs it would provide would be fabulous, and the
government needs to get on board and fund this.
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) (18:56) — This is my
16th and last budget response in this Parliament. It is
great to finish off on a budget that has absolutely got
the priorities right between growth and the provision of
services. This is a budget that allocates funds in an
unprecedented fashion in the public education system,
the public health system, public transport, public
infrastructure and much more.
I congratulate the Treasurer and everybody else
involved in putting together such a fantastic and
visionary budget. Budgets are not always just about
balancing numbers; they are about getting the priorities
right in the given circumstances with a finite bucket of
revenue. In some quarters this budget is called an
election budget, as Victorians are due to elect a new
government in November. In my view a more
appropriate name would be a foundation budget for a
new term.
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Under the circumstances, Victorians expect what is
funded in the budget to come into effect in the 2018–19
financial year and beyond. Unfortunately the
Liberal-Nationals coalition continues to act as an
opposition rather than as an alternative government.
Sure, as an opposition it is under pressure to criticise it; I
understand that. It is doing it very negatively as a typical
opposition. However, there is nothing in this budget that
it has endorsed, and it has not articulated alternative
budget proposals like an alternative government. In fact
only recently the Victorian Leader of the Opposition
said that if the government had not stopped the
east–west link project, 40 new schools and 40 new
police stations could have been purchased. What a
contradictory statement. If he had had his way, we could
not have built any new schools or new police stations,
since funds would have gone to building that road.
This is very different to the budget response of the
federal opposition leader, who had the audacity, in true
Labor tradition, to articulate an alternative vision for
Australia. It is logical to conclude that the Victorian
opposition is opposed to every single budget initiative.
For example, does that mean it opposes the budget
initiative of investing a record $1.25 billion to build and
upgrade schools across Victoria? Does that mean it
opposes the budget initiative of a $1.4 billion
mega-investment in the City of Casey in education and
transport? Does that mean it opposes all of the other
good budget initiatives, such as making 30 priority
TAFE courses and 18 preapprenticeship courses in the
growth industries completely free of charge? Let me
tell you that this will not go down well with the
Victorian —
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

ADJOURNMENT
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — I move:
That the house now adjourns.

Arthurs Creek Road, Arthurs Creek, speed
limits and signage
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) (19:00) — (14 399) My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety, and the action I seek is for the minister to
fund the installation of electronic 40-kilometre-an-hour
speed signs at Arthurs Creek Primary School, located
on Arthurs Creek Road in Arthurs Creek. The school is
situated on a very tricky corner; everybody who goes
there knows how difficult it is to find a parking space
across the road. You have to reverse into the car park
because it is such a tight and tricky corner. The road is a
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local government road, so the minister will need to
work with the local Nillumbik council on this one.
The school community is concerned that drivers rarely
abide by the speed limits and very often do not
acknowledge that people are waiting to cross the road
or are on the crossing as the vehicles pass through. This
sort of thing happens on a daily basis with cars,
motorbikes and trucks. The local community that
knows the crossing well and knows the school well are
very aware of it, but there is increased traffic now
between the northern growth corridor and Hurstbridge.
It is not going to get any less; it is going to increase if
anything. We cannot let this continue.
VicRoads has said here and there that, yes, it will
supply the lights and that it will do the installation.
Then it says that it will not and that the council needs to
do this. So there has been a bit of toing and froing over
time, but it has gained a little bit of momentum. In
November last year I received advice from council that
it had written to VicRoads requiring it to sign off on
major traffic control items like this, and it had
in-principle support for the signs, so it was about the
funding required for these.
I note in the current budget, and I reference budget
paper 3, pages 11 and 21, that $18 million or so has
been allocated to school area safety. It says that:
The government will provide funding to continue its shared
commitment with local government to supervise school
crossings …

It goes on to talk about safety improvements, including
new electronic speed limit signs being installed in
high-risk areas. I implore the minister to have a look at
budget paper 3, use that school area safety component
of the budget and have this school and the students kept
a lot safer than they currently are with these traffic
conditions. Small localities like Arthurs Creek should
not be ignored, and student safety should not be put at
risk. I think the minister should also have a good look at
the road and fix it as well.

TAFE funding
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) (19:03) — (14 400) My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Training and
Skills. The action I seek is for the minister to provide an
update on how Yuroke residents will be able to benefit
from the free TAFE priority courses included in the
recent Victorian budget. I have been overwhelmed by
the positive response from local residents eager to
access these courses, which is no surprise given how
important vocational education is to my community.
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According to 2016 census data, for a quarter of Yuroke
residents their highest qualification is a certificate III,
IV, diploma or advanced diploma. This fantastic
initiative will allow young people to get a great start in
their careers and those already in the workforce to
upskill or reskill to improve their career prospects. It
stands in stark contrast to the previous Liberal
government’s record of trashing our TAFE system. I
am proud of the work this government has done to save
TAFE, and I look forward to sharing the minister’s
response with Yuroke residents.

Fruit fly
Mr CRISP (Mildura) (19:04) — (14 401) My
adjournment is to the Minister for Agriculture in the
other place. The action I seek is that the minister
conduct another poll for the continuation of the order of
the Greater Sunraysia Pest Free Area Industry
Development Committee, also known as the fruit fly
committee. Queensland fruit fly is a pest of significance
to producers and customers, and thus needs to be
controlled and eradicated. Fruit fly destroys fruit in the
home garden, it destroys commercial fruit and it
impedes the confidence of customers when they are
buying fruit.
The fruit fly committee has been working on control
measures since 2014. To understand the measures you
need to understand the life cycle of a fruit fly. When a
female and male fruit fly mate, the female then heads
off to find some fruit to fertilise the eggs. When you are
looking at various parts of the fruit fly, at this stage they
store the semen in order to fertilise multiple
generations. This will be important later. The life cycle
can be as short as one month or can be many months,
depending on the temperature, and thus there are some
opportunities for control. During this period, once the
egg hatches in the fruit and the grub matures, the grub
then drops to the ground, pupates according to the
ground temperature and then starts the life cycle again.
One fly in the early spring can have nearly 1 million
offspring by the end of autumn.
What has the fruit fly committee been doing? Firstly,
you want to trap flies. They use a trap to attract the
females because once their eggs are fertile they need
protein, so a protein bait is used to mask an insecticide.
For males, the female sexual attractor pheromone is
used, masking an insecticide to kill the males. Once
trapping has lowered the numbers, you can in fact use
steriles. Eggs and larvae are temperature sensitive, so
they do not like cold, and thus cold sterilisation is an
important part of the control measures.

ADJOURNMENT
Tuesday, 22 May 2018

ASSEMBLY

We know the strengths and weaknesses of this pest.
What we really want to do is have a future where we
can control this pest. That is where the fruit fly
committee has been so important. Industry is calling for
another poll because the poll that supports this
committee has in fact failed because of lack of turnout.
But this should not deter us. I do not want the minister
to give up on fruit fly in Mildura this early. I want
another poll so that we can engage the growers and
continue to fight this pest, which has the ability to
threaten Mildura’s economy.

Carrum–Warburton bike trail
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) (19:07) — (14 402) My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety, and the action I seek is for the minister to
provide an update on the new bike and shared user path
that will be constructed to connect Carrum Downs to
the Carrum–Warburton trail. The announcement of
$1.5 million in the 2018–19 Victorian budget to
connect Carrum Downs to this trail has been very well
received by my constituents. Now that the funding is
available, my constituents would like an update on the
proposed works.

Maroondah Highway–Heatherdale Road–
Dampier Grove, Ringwood
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) (19:07) — (14 403) The
matter I raise is for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety. The action I seek is for an urgent review of the
intersection of Maroondah Highway, Heatherdale Road
and Dampier Grove on the border of Mitcham and
Ringwood to ensure the following: increased pedestrian
crossing time from north to south across Maroondah
Highway, as currently there is insufficient time to
complete the crossing in the time allowed; red and
green turning arrows for cars exiting Heatherdale Road
and turning right onto Maroondah Highway; red and
green turning arrows for cars exiting Dampier Grove
and turning left into Maroondah Highway; and flashing
pedestrian warning signs. There also needs to be an
opportunity for cars to do a U-turn on Maroondah
Highway between New Street, Ringwood, and the
Heatherdale Road and Dampier Grove intersection.
The very tragic death of Aivy Nguyen last week has left
our local community in shock. I know all of our hearts
go out to her family and friends. This tragic event has
meant that concerns of local residents have come to the
fore. They state that they have been fearful about the
increased number of road accidents and near misses
that they witness time and again. They also fear for the
safety of pedestrians crossing both north to south and
back again on the Ringwood side of the intersection.
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Traffic loads on Heatherdale Road since the removal of
the level crossing have grown significantly. It is now a
main through road, whereas previously locals avoided
that intersection and used other exits onto Maroondah
Highway. This means that traffic going through in
multiple directions at that intersection has increased
significantly.
I spent some time with Louis Datoy and other
concerned local residents on Saturday discussing their
concerns and witnessing the traffic flows and
movements from the footpath at lunchtime, not a
particularly busy time. What we witnessed was really
significant. When the lights north to south turn green
there can be pedestrians crossing at the same time as
cars are turning into Maroondah Highway from
Dampier Grove and right into Maroondah Highway
from Heatherdale Road, all without any direction from
arrows. There is so much interaction in that small area
that it becomes quite apparent how busy and dangerous
that intersection can be.
My office is close by, and I am aware of two times
recently where I had to alter my route and avoid that
intersection as it had been shut down because of
significant accidents, with emergency vehicles present.
I ask the minister to please ensure, very promptly, that
the safety at this intersection is prioritised and improved
significantly for my local community and for others
who are passing through that intersection.

Head Start apprenticeships and traineeships
program
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) (19:10) — (14 404) The
matter I wish to raise is for the attention of the Deputy
Premier and Minister for Education, and the action I
seek is that the minister join me in my electorate to
outline how the government’s Head Start
apprenticeships program will deliver more
opportunities for young people in Macedon. Minister,
my electorate is home to many qualified tradespeople,
and the number of people working in trades and
technical occupations is above the state average, so
people in Macedon understand not only the importance
of trade qualifications but also the opportunities that
they can bring. That is why I am so pleased about the
government’s Head Start program that will deliver up
to 1700 apprenticeships and traineeships at
100 secondary schools across Victoria. What makes
this program so revolutionary is that students can stay
at school an extra year, to year 13, to finish either the
Victorian certificate of applied learning or the Victorian
certificate of education and their apprenticeships.

ADJOURNMENT
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Head Start will provide apprenticeships targeted at
priority industries and traditional trades like
construction, defence and health, with enterprise
apprenticeships and traineeships to be developed that
target high-technology areas needed for the jobs of
tomorrow, like coding. This fantastic initiative means
young people will be supported to complete their
training and will leave school fully qualified and ready
to work. This is also complemented by our
government’s commitment to overhaul career education
in our state. Only the Andrews government understands
the importance of trade and technical qualifications to
create real opportunities for young people and to
support our community to grow and prosper.

Grandmothers Against Removals
Ms THORPE (Northcote) (19:12) — (14 405) My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Families and
Children in the other place, and the action I seek is for
the minister to take responsibility for ensuring a
reduction in the number of Aboriginal children being
removed not only from their families but also from their
communities by supporting the participation of local
Aboriginal communities in child protection
decision-making via organisations such as
Grandmothers Against Removals.
This Saturday, 26 May, is National Sorry Day. It is a
day to acknowledge and recognise members of the
stolen generations. It is ahead of this day that I am
joining the grandmothers outside Parliament to launch
the Victorian chapter of Grandmothers Against
Removals. Grandmothers Against Removals formed in
New South Wales in recognition that the stolen
generations are not a thing of the past. It is happening
today. Matriarchs from communities across that state
banded together to demand an end to Aboriginal
children being removed and to call for a voice in
out-of-home care placement decisions.
In 2016–17 there were around 2000 Aboriginal children
in out-of-home care in Victoria. The Victorian
Taskforce 1000 inquiry found that the system is in
crisis, with 60 per cent of Aboriginal children they
reviewed being placed with a non-Aboriginal carer.
Too often children are being removed from families
and from communities to be placed with carers who
might live hundreds of kilometres away when there are
extended families or others in the local Aboriginal
community who could provide that care. These
removals are deeply traumatising for the children.
I understand the Victorian government has tried to take
steps to improve this by giving the Victorian Aboriginal
Child Care Agency (VACCA) and other organisations
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control over Aboriginal childcare placements, but I fear
these organisations will suffer from the same problems
as the department unless there is clear reform of the
processes and unless grassroots community members
are given a seat at the table.
In New South Wales Grandmothers Against Removals
have been successful in reducing the number of
children being removed from communities. This has
been achieved by the New South Wales Department of
Family and Community Services district officers
working in cooperation with Grandmothers Against
Removals to find placements for children within their
local communities. The department has formalised this
process by developing a document called Guiding
Principles for Strengthening the Participation of Local
Aboriginal Community in Child Protection and
Decision Making. The Victorian government and
VACCA must look to this model and bring the
strengths of it to the Victorian context if we are finally
going to bring an end to the stolen generations.

Jacksons Hill master plan
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) (19:15) — (14 406) My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Creative
Industries. The action I seek is for the minister to visit
my electorate and meet with the Sunbury Community
Arts Network to discuss the brand-new arts precinct to
be formed at Jacksons Hill. We are very fortunate in
Sunbury to have such a vibrant and passionate arts
community, and the $3 million allocated in this year’s
budget will go a long way to redeveloping this
important area. The arts centre will be the first of its
kind and will rejuvenate the old boiler house on the
former Victoria University site.
We have a proud history in Sunbury, and I am
delighted that this funding will, thanks to the Andrews
Labor government, open the next chapter on what is a
very important site for the local community. For years
this site had no plan, no vision and no funding, but this
budget changes all of that. I was thrilled to speak to
members of the Sunbury Community Arts Network on
budget day and hear their delight that their hard work,
their advocacy and their support over many years has
been rewarded. My office has had a number of calls
and emails about how excited many in the community
are about this new vision and new future for the 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 we are taking decisive action to acquire the site,
which will allow us to enact the master plan.
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Maryborough–Ararat railway line
Ms STALEY (Ripon) (19:16) — (14 407) My
adjournment matter is directed to the Minister for
Public Transport, and the action I seek is that she
directs V/Line to accept responsibility for the fire that is
recorded in the Country Fire Authority (CFA) fire
incident reporting system, 669853, and requires V/Line
to take appropriate remedial action.
Fire incident reporting system 669853 relates to a fire
that started on the Maryborough–Ararat line when the
freight trains were running in February. The CFA report
details that there were two areas of origin — one at the
eastern end, at the Keiths Road rail crossing, and the
other at the western end, at crossing 55. This report
goes through possible fire causes and notes:
lightning — eliminated; powerlines — eliminated;
machinery/vehicles/motorbikes — eliminated;
mechanical failure of machinery, vehicles —
eliminated; cutting/grinding/welding activities —
eliminated; juvenile activities — eliminated;
suspicious — eliminated; and fireworks — eliminated.
The report states:
The cause of this incident —

according to the CFA —
was … due to the aggressive application of power to the
locomotive drive —

on the train —
which created excessive friction from the drive wheels to the
rail, resulting in massive spark release into the grass on the
track side. This would also explain the two locations of the
points of origin.

This fire went on to cause significant damage. It burnt
out some hectares of fences, hay and other significant,
although not structural, assets on neighbouring farms.
Because V/Line has refused to take responsibility for
causing this fire, there have been issues in relation to
both insurance and just getting any sort of redress from
V/Line. Letters to the minister have either remained
unanswered or replies have been simply a form letter
saying that the CFA is looking into it. Well, the CFA
has looked into it. They have issued their report — that
is, report 669853 — and it is well time that V/Line
made redress.

Country Fire Authority Plenty station
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (19:19) — (14 408) My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Emergency
Services, and the action I seek is for him to instruct his
agencies to have urgent discussions with the Nillumbik
shire to remove impediments preventing the progress of
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the construction of a new Country Fire Authority
(CFA) station at Plenty.
This fabulous brigade has been campaigning for a
decade for a new station. Labor made an election
commitment in 2010 to do so for both the Plenty and
Wattle Glen brigades. Sadly we were not elected at that
election, and the coalition had made no such
commitment. Even worse, the Wattle Glen brigade was
pressured to close and the Plenty brigade had to
contend with rumours of them being taken over as a
staffed station, so consequently nothing was built. In
2014 Labor again made an election commitment to
build the Plenty fire station and the Wattle Glen fire
station and it funded that early in its term.
The Yan Yean Road alignment, another great project
that we are doing, meant the sourcing of land was
complex. But mid-last year a site was finally identified.
On 8 August 2017 the CFA wrote to Nillumbik shire
saying, and I quote:
Re: … proposed site at cnr Memorial Drive and Butlers Road
Further to a meeting between council officers and CFA
representatives on the 4 August 2017, CFA is requesting from
Nillumbik Shire Council an ‘in principle’ agreement to allow
CFA to progress with a planning permit application for the
redevelopment of the Plenty fire station on land within Plenty
War Memorial Park …

The letter goes on to say:
CFA currently leases the existing Plenty fire station site from
council which is also located within the same reserve at the
corner of Yan Yean Road and Memorial Drive.
As you are aware CFA has been searching for a suitable site
for a new Plenty fire station for over 10 years …
…
CFA is looking forward to working closely with council to
achieve the best possible outcome for the Plenty community.

Now, some nine months on, nothing has progressed.
This brigade badly needs a station to be built and in
place before the next fire season, and the only
impediment to this is the Liberal-led council. The
Liberals did nothing in government at a state level, and
now they are in control of Nillumbik council they are
trying to hold up the protection of this great
community.
Ironically the Nillumbik shire offices themselves are
within the response area for the Plenty CFA. I urge the
minister to have his agencies get Nillumbik Shire
Council to move so that this fire station can be built.
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Responses
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Creative Industries)
(19:22) — I thank the member for Sunbury, a true
champion of his community. As he quite rightly
pointed out, this most recent budget delivered
$3 million to the Jacksons Hill project, which the
member has been a champion for. I have been to that
facility with the honourable member, and it is a true
gem that will be properly turned into a creative precinct
under the leadership of the honourable member for
Sunbury and the likes of Tony Rains, president of the
Sunbury Community Arts Network. I have visited the
Boilerhouse Community Arts Centre and a number of
other buildings on the site, and I was very impressed by
the enthusiasm of the creative community of that area
of Victoria.
We all know that Victoria is the creative capital of
Australia, including in Melbourne at our key cultural
institutions at the unprecedented arts precinct at
Southbank, but the heart and soul of it — the pipeline
of creativity — is in communities like that of the
honourable member for Sunbury and indeed all the
other members in this place. The honourable member
lobbied so hard for that $3 million contribution, and can
I say, against the opposition of Mr Finn from the other
place, who had nothing but bad things to say about the
honourable member’s efforts. I congratulate the
honourable member and I look forward to again visiting
that fantastic precinct and looking for more and more
creative opportunities to make sure that Victoria, and
Sunbury, continue on as creative hubs.
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) (19:23) — I
will refer matters on in a moment, but I did want to
acknowledge what I think is the 40th birthday, or
something like that, of the member for Mildura, so
happy birthday to the member for Mildura. I did want
to make a special mention of the fact that I will make
sure the Minister for Agriculture is absolutely across
both the fertilisation and the sterilisation process for
fruit flies. We thank him for that.
A number of other members have raised a number of
issues for ministers, and I will pass those issues on.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — The house now
stands adjourned until tomorrow.
House adjourned 7.24 p.m.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. Colin Brooks) took the chair
at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT BILL 2018
Introduction and first reading
Ms KAIROUZ (Minister for Local Government)
(09:33) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to reform the law
relating to local government in Victoria, to repeal the City of
Greater Geelong Act 1993, to amend the City of Melbourne
Act 2001, the Local Government Act 1989 and the Victoria
Grants Commission Act 1976, and to consequentially amend
certain other acts and for other purposes.

Mr MORRIS (Mornington) (09:34) — I seek an
explanation from the minister beyond the long title.
Ms KAIROUZ (Minister for Local Government)
(09:34) — I think the shadow minister has been well
briefed, but nevertheless this is a bill for an act to
reform the law relating to local government in Victoria,
to repeal the City of Greater Geelong Act 1993, to
amend the City of Melbourne Act 2001, the Local
Government Act 1989 and the Victoria Grants
Commission Act 1976, and to consequentially amend
certain other acts and for other purposes. Basically it is
a new local government bill; 100 amendments have
been made to the legislation. This is a new bill, bringing
it into the 21st century.
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Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) (09:36) — In
summary, the bill will strengthen and modernise the
Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act 1988 to provide strong
and effective protection for Victoria’s native species
and important habitats.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Acting Clerk:
Auditor-General:
Results of 2017 Audits: Technical and Further
Education Institutes — Ordered to be published
Results of 2017 Audits: Universities — Ordered to be
published
Gambling Regulation Act 2003 — Amendments of Public
Lottery Licence under s 5.3.19 (two documents)
Ombudsman — Good Practice Guide to Dealing with
Challenging Behaviour — Report and Guide — Ordered to
be published
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of approval
of amendments to the following Planning Schemes:
Banyule — C118, C150
Bayside — C157
Brimbank — GC93

Motion agreed to.

Darebin — C180

Read first time.

Hobsons Bay — GC93

FLORA AND FAUNA GUARANTEE
AMENDMENT BILL 2018
Introduction and first reading
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) (09:35) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act 1988 to promote Victoria’s
biodiversity by establishing objectives and principles of the
act, imposing additional obligations to consider biodiversity
in decision-making, improving transparency and
accountability and making various other amendments to
strengthen the act, and to make consequential amendments to
other acts and for other purposes.

Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) (09:36) — I ask
the minister for a brief explanation of the bill.

Maribyrnong — GC93
Melbourne — C306, GC93
Moonee Valley — C177
Moreland — C170
Port of Melbourne — GC93
Wyndham — GC93.

FLORA AND FAUNA GUARANTEE
BILL 2018
Withdrawal
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport)
(09:37) — By leave, I move:
That the following order of the day, government business, be
read and discharged:

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
1494

ASSEMBLY
Flora and Fauna Guarantee Bill 2018 — Second
reading.

and that the bill be withdrawn.

I appreciate the cooperation of members in the
chamber. Just a brief explanation: there was an
administrative error in the first reading that was made in
this place yesterday; it has been immediately identified
and corrected. The minister has first read the correct
title of the bill this morning, and I am sure the house
looks forward to debating the bill when it comes in
future sitting weeks.
Motion agreed to.
Withdrawn.

Wednesday, 23 May 2018

Other groups that rely on volunteers include local
environmental, benevolent, animal welfare and ethnic
groups, as well as Neighbourhood Watch,
neighbourhood houses, Meals on Wheels and other
community groups. My thanks to all the Forest Hill
volunteers for their outstanding work in our
community.

Forest Hill electorate kindergartens
Mr ANGUS — Over recent weeks I have been
pleased to visit several of the kindergartens in the
Forest Hill electorate as part of their annual open days. I
congratulate and thank all those involved in this sector,
in particular many of the long-serving directors and
teachers, as well as the countless parent volunteers.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS

Little Habitat Heroes

Sports Chaplaincy Australia

Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) (09:40) — In this
National Volunteer Week I would like to highlight a
group of volunteers in my electorate: Little Habitat
Heroes. It started as an idea shared by a group of
first-time mums who met through the Castlemaine
maternal and child health mother’s group. Many were
new to the region and felt the need to give something
back and connect to the country. All feel passionate
about the environment and want to make a positive
impact, educate children in the process and learn about
local ecology.

Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) (09:38) — I was pleased
to attend the Sports Chaplaincy Australia (SCA) dinner
at the MCG last week, which was an outstanding event.
The guest speaker was the incoming Australian cricket
team coach, Justin Langer. Justin was an entertaining
speaker, who spoke in part about his plans for his
challenging new role. SCA is a national organisation
involved in identifying, training, appointing and
assisting chaplains in sports. It currently has over
760 volunteer chaplains throughout Australia across a
wide range of sports, including some of my local sports
clubs. I congratulate the team at SCA on the great work
they are doing throughout the country and wish them
every success for the future.

National Volunteer Week
Mr ANGUS — This week is National Volunteer
Week. I want to place on record my sincere thanks to
the countless volunteers in the Forest Hill electorate.
Some of the groups and organisations that rely on
volunteers include local sporting clubs, including
cricket, football, soccer, swimming, bowls, baseball,
basketball, netball, motocross, badminton, tennis,
cycling and athletics. There are hardworking volunteers
in all of my 21 schools and 21 kindergartens, volunteers
who serve on the governing body or who help out in
other ways, including in the classroom. There are many
volunteers in our service clubs, Rotary and Lions, as
well is in our scout, guide and Probus groups. My many
churches and support agencies could not operate
effectively or provide the numerous services they do
without the faithful volunteers who serve tirelessly
week in and week out.

They were very fortunate to partner with Connecting
Country, also volunteers, who immediately expressed
enthusiasm for the idea and worked quickly to find an
appropriate site for tree planting that could be publicly
accessible and generate habitats. They were blown
away by the beauty and unique history of the site — the
old silkworm farm on top of Mount Alexander — and
felt that they had started a magic journey. They made a
flyer and a website and started a campaign asking
people to donate in the name of their favourite little
person in lieu of a birthday present or Christmas gift,
with the motto ‘Give the Gift of Habitat’. The results
were very satisfying: $4000 raised, 900 trees planted by
100 volunteers and a 99 per cent success rate for the
trees, some towering over the children after only one
year in the ground.
Throughout the journey they have been supported by
partners who have helped out significantly, including
the Harcourt Valley Landcare Group, also volunteers;
Parks Victoria; VicRoads — with the Ravenswood
interchange project offset scheme they donated leftover
trees; the Dja Dja Wurrung community; and Loddon
Prison volunteers. This group is doing amazing things
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in educating young people, and I commend them on
their volunteer work throughout Castlemaine.
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Youth Justice Centre community advisory group
recently announced by the Minister for Youth Affairs in
the other place, Jenny Mikakos.

Northern Victoria rail services
Ms RYAN (Euroa) (09:41) — Another sitting week,
and yet another dismal story of train travel in my
region, or in this case several stories. Jeff Leask has
been in contact with me. His train was an hour late due
to signalling issues, which is a common occurrence for
those in my region who travel the Seymour and
Shepparton lines. A few weeks ago he experienced it
yet again when his train broke down at Kilmore East.
David Ford has been in touch with me. He saw V/Line
blame a delayed service on passengers boarding at
Heathcote Junction. On 14 March David boarded the
6.58 a.m. Seymour to Southern Cross train. It stopped
just short of Craigieburn station for 15 minutes due to
Metro Trains Melbourne congestion, and V/Line
updated its customers via social media platforms and by
SMS with this:
The 06:57 Seymour to Southern Cross Station is currently
delayed by 19 minutes due to increased customer boarding
requirements at Heathcote Junction.

David has told me that there was in fact no discernible
disruption at all at Heathcote Junction.
Last night I was contacted by Louise Richards from
Wallan. She has described catching the Seymour train
as being herded and ‘mustered around on old rolling
stock’ like sheep. The Minister for Public Transport is
in this chamber. She is not even listening, and it is time
that she did.

Tony Stephens
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) (09:43) —
Congratulations to Tony Stephens, captain of the
Malmsbury fire brigade, on receiving an inaugural
Spirit of CFA Award for individual excellence in
inclusion and fairness. Under his leadership the
message has been loud and clear: there is a role for
everyone in the Country Fire Authority. Tony has
transformed the brigade’s membership, with 60 per cent
of its operational members now aged under 54, and
36 per cent of the brigade’s members are women.
Tony’s commitment to diversity comes from his strong
belief that to appropriately serve the community the
brigade must reflect the community. This has been
achieved while the brigade has responded to more than
160 call-outs in 2017.
As part of his ongoing commitment to community
service, thanks also to Tony for agreeing to be one of
three community representatives on the Malmsbury

National Volunteer Week
Ms THOMAS — In National Volunteer Week I
want to say thank you to the hardworking members of
the Kyneton Cemetery Trust, including chairperson
Lindsay Hinneberg; secretary Carol McQualter; trust
members Kevin Gill, Kevin Chalkley, Peter Bullen and
Max Cornthwaite; as well as long-term volunteers Carl
Neilsen, Ron Eppingstal and Tom Porker. As a result of
their work and advocacy the cemetery trust will receive
a $214 000 grant to rebuild public toilets and utility
rooms at the cemetery to contribute to the amenity for
all visitors to this historic and exceptionally
well-maintained cemetery.

Energy billing
Ms ASHER (Brighton) (09:44) — I was very
pleased to read in the Sunday Age on 6 May this year
that Victoria’s Essential Services Commission will carry
out an investigation into power companies that have
issued bills based on estimates rather than actual meter
readings. Many people in this chamber would know this
has been an ongoing issue for some period of time. It
has been a significant issue for a number of small
businesses, and we have seen examples of bills based on
estimates being exorbitant and way out of kilter with
what the businesses actually used in power previously.
Another significant issue which is not as well known is
that by the time some of these electricity companies
issue the actual meter reading in their bills, customers
are being charged at the following financial year’s
increased tariffs. It takes someone who is very informed
to unravel something like that. I quote from an article
on page 7 of the Sunday Age:
The regulator will this month begin auditing energy
companies to see how widespread the practice is.

The article goes on to say:
ESC chairman Ron Ben-David said the regulator would
investigate the methods companies use to calculate estimated
bills and the proportion of bills they issued based on
estimates.

I also read with a considerable degree of pleasure that
this audit will be released publicly. This is a major issue
for small business and for individuals. I am looking
forward to the results of this inquiry and, more
importantly, to reform.
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Sugar tax
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) (09:46) — I
am sorry to say that it is obvious — and there is no nice
way of putting it — that we are getting fatter. I need to
lose a few kilos myself. The Medical Journal of
Australia says that obesity in Australia is an epidemic.
One in four children are overweight and two in three
adults are overweight. Being overweight increases the
risk of chronic diseases such as heart disease, stroke,
type 2 diabetes and some cancers along with mental
health issues. It is estimated that if left unchecked, by
2025, 83 per cent of males and 75 per cent of females
will be obese. The cost to our health system, quality of
life and economy is enormous and indeed threatening.
The Andrews government is taking steps to reduce
children’s exposure to unhealthy drinks and has
improved the labelling system on packaged food.
Nothing gladdens the heart more than seeing students
growing, picking, cooking and eating their own food as
part of the Stephanie Alexander kitchen garden
program. Sugary drinks are the biggest source of added
sugar in young people’s diets — half of our kids have a
sugary drink each day. The World Health Organization
recommends a limit of six teaspoons of sugar a day; a
serve of Coke has 10 teaspoons and Sprite has 13.
I found it alarming recently to watch the Four Corners
program ‘Tipping the scales’, which uncovered the big
tobacco lobbying techniques of the food and beverage
industry. Despite the call for urgent action from the
medical profession, there is fierce resistance from
industry to measures aimed at changing our eating and
drinking habits. Twenty-eight countries have adopted a
sugar tax, recently including the conservative British
government. As Jamie Oliver said, Australia needs to
pull its finger out on tackling obesity. It is time, before
it is too late, to take life-saving and life-enhancing
actions on sugary drinks. It will make us all feel better.

Mornington Peninsula environmental water
scheme
Mr DIXON (Nepean) (09:47) — The proposed
Mornington Peninsula hinterland environmental water
scheme will utilise upgraded recycled water from the
south-eastern outfall at Gunnamatta Beach and direct it
to the farming hinterland of the Mornington Peninsula.
At the same time it will reduce the volume of treated
class A recycled water exiting the outfall into Bass
Strait. It is proposed to extract the recycled water from
the outfall at no cost and then post-treat it through
reverse osmosis to then pump it to the farming
hinterland. Further, the energy provision for the
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pumping network will be powered by a localised
on-site solar farm.
The benefits for the Mornington Peninsula and Victoria
more broadly include food security, bushfire protection,
green wedge preservation, environmental flows to
creeks and streams, TAFE training through the pilot
project, future careers in horticulture, regional
economic development, reduced pollution into Bass
Strait and a guaranteed water supply irrespective of any
climate change. It also unlocks prime agricultural soils
for food production, is energy neutral through the use of
solar panels and provides land value based on
agricultural production rather than lifestyle.
Endorsements for the project have been received from
17 groups, including Melbourne Water, South East
Water, Southern Rural Water, Environment Protection
Authority Victoria, Mornington Peninsula Shire
Council, Nursery and Garden Industry Victoria and the
Southern Metropolitan Partnership. Apples,
strawberries, cherries, avocados, olives, truffles and
vines all grow very well in our environment at the
moment. New crops that will be evaluated for this
project include hops, citrus fruits, persimmons, flowers,
hydroponic crops, pomegranates, quinces and
tree nurseries.

Unearthed: A Shared Heritage
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (09:49) — Today I would
like to make the house aware of a magnificent
exhibition, Unearthed: A Shared Heritage, which is on
display in the great hall at the City of Whittlesea for the
next six weeks. On Monday I had the privilege of
launching this exhibition as part of Victoria’s
archaeology week. It is the first-ever heritage offset
project of a major project in Victoria. The Mernda rail
project is simply the gift that keeps giving. Not only is
it a transportation project; it is a project that is unveiling
and revealing Victoria’s colonial history and also
bringing together the history of the Wurundjeri people,
who have walked this land for 30 000 years.
I want to thank John Holland, the Level Crossing
Removal Authority, Heritage Victoria, the consultant
archaeologists and the City of Whittlesea’s heritage
officers, Colleen and Lauren. The City of Whittlesea is
one of only three or four local government areas across
the state that have heritage officers, and I think other
councils should learn from this. The exhibition shows
artefacts and items removed from the original Bridge
Inn Hotel, which was founded by Moses Thomas in the
1840s on the way to the Ovens diggings. The project
has found ancient stone tools and indeed glass tools that
Indigenous people fashioned after colonial settlement.
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It is an amazing exhibition. I would urge everyone in
the house to get along and see it.

Emergency services
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) (09:51) — I rise to
support the efforts of The Nationals and the Liberals to
stamp out the assault of paramedics and police officers.
Our paramedics should be untouchable, and anyone
who dares to assault them should be duly punished. The
Ovens Valley community has had enough of this
government’s all talk and no action. I am disappointed
that this Labor government chose to vote against real
changes yesterday to genuinely support our emergency
services workers. The Premier of Victoria has walked
all over the Country Fire Authority volunteers, and now
he stands aside while others walk all over our
emergency services officers. This is not good enough.
Do something, Dan!

Eldorado Biggest Morning Tea
Mr McCURDY — Congratulations to the Eldorado
community for their Cancer Council Biggest Morning
Tea fundraiser. Eldorado have so much energy for a
small community, and they continue to impress me with
their can-do attitude all the time. Cancer touches all of
us in one way or another. It was truly a delight to enjoy
a cuppa and a tasty morning tea. Well done.

Victoria State Emergency Service Cobram unit
Mr McCURDY — This week is National Volunteer
Week, and I place on record my thanks to all
volunteers. Today I continue to lobby this government
for a Victoria State Emergency Service (SES)
headquarters in Cobram. There is not a day that goes by
that our community does not feel safer knowing our
SES is there to help, rain hail or shine, 24/7. I will
continue to fight for your building that is way overdue.

La Fiera festival
Mr McCURDY — Myrtleford came alive again last
weekend with a wonderful celebration of Italian culture
coupled with fine food, wine and produce from this
area, which included chestnuts, walnuts and red wine,
as well as Italian dance, a barista race and grape
stomping — such a great day. Michelini Wines are to
be congratulated for again being the main sponsor of
the festival, as La Fiera celebrates 10 years. This
family-owned business continues to back Myrtleford,
and it is a credit to each and every member of the
family and the business.
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Appin Park Primary School
Mr McCURDY — Last Friday I continued the
tradition of the Appin Park Primary School bike ride.
This a brilliant event for parents, teachers and of course
the kids. Congratulations to Wendy Martin and the
school for another fun-filled, physically active day.

Macpherson Smith Rural Foundation
Ms KNIGHT (Wendouree) (09:52) — I recently
learned of a fantastic scheme that is funded and
administered by Macpherson Smith Rural Foundation
(MSRF). MSRF has an ambitious vision — that
Victoria’s rural and regional communities will be
thriving, with strong input from skilled, resilient and
motivated young people. Established with a grant from
the Helen Macpherson Smith Trust in 2008, MSRF has
gone from strength to strength and has assisted some
wonderful young people over the last decade. MSRF
provides scholarships, leadership development
programs, mentoring and connections for young rural
Victorian school leavers. It is a unique program in that
it provides wraparound care for young people as they
transition out of school.
MSRF are supporting 22 scholars this year to attend
university or TAFE. Over 300 young people from more
than 120 Victorian rural towns have participated in
leadership development and mentoring programs. These
young people are giving back to their communities by
mentoring other young rural Victorians in their
transition to further education. MSRF have designed and
implemented the leadership development program and
conduct it for more than 50 young people each year.
They have also created the Dream Seeds workshops for
year 6 students, helping younger rural Victorians to
build aspiration, resilience and connection.
All MSRF activities are focused on building capacity in
young rural people so they can be leaders in their
communities. I would like to thank the generous donors
and the wonderful staff. As politicians we really need to
know about these programs. It is great for our
constituents, and I would encourage everyone in this
chamber to check it out.

La Mama Theatre
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) (09:54) — Firstly, I
want to express how saddened I am that one of
Victoria’s and in fact Australia’s leading cultural
institutions, La Mama Theatre in Carlton, was gutted by
fire on Saturday night. I love theatre and have spent
many days and evenings at La Mama. It really is the
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heart and soul of our grassroots theatre culture here
in Melbourne.
Thank you to the Metropolitan Fire Brigade firefighters
for their fantastic work in controlling the blaze, and my
deepest condolences go to La Mama’s management and
the broader arts community during this really difficult
time. Thanks also to all those who contacted me and
others to offer their support. I look forward to doing
anything I can to make sure La Mama rebuilds
and reopens.
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our education infrastructure and our education
community in the history of this state, and it is
something that I am incredibly proud of.

La Mama Theatre
Mr FOLEY — I also take this opportunity to send a
message to the independent and theatre communities in
and around Melbourne to assure them that this
government, as I have already indicated to the
La Mama community, is right behind them to make
sure La Mama’s best days are ahead of it, not behind it.

Melbourne electorate aircraft noise
Firefighters presumptive rights legislation
Ms SANDELL — While I have time I also want to
raise here in Parliament again the issue of aircraft noise
in East Melbourne. East Melbourne is too far from the
airport for the airspace to be regulated, yet it is so close
to major landmarks, which means the area attracts lots
of joy flights and sightseeing flights, amongst
other flights.
Aircraft noise has significantly increased over the last
few years and is significantly impacting residents’
quality of life. The only way to do anything currently
is to enter into voluntary agreements with private
aircraft operators, which is not really working. A bill is
being introduced in the federal Parliament by my
colleague Janet Rice to create protections for
communities affected by aircraft noise. The bill has
been referred to a committee for inquiry, and I would
encourage members to make a submission in support
of the bill. I ask that the state government work with
residents to help solve this important problem, as cities
like Paris have already done.

Albert Park electorate schools
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing) (09:55) — Last week the Premier joined me,
members of my local community, school groups,
sporting clubs and the Victorian School Building
Authority to announce the site of the next Labor state
building project in or around my local community, this
one being the site for the Fishermans Bend secondary
college and integrated sports facilities for community
use, which will be on the corner of Graham and
Plummer streets in Port Melbourne. This is the
10th building project underway in my community or in
fact completed. It joins so far new schools in South
Melbourne, Prahran and South Melbourne Park, a new
school in Docklands as well as significant expansions
and investments in Elwood College, Elwood Primary
School, St Kilda Primary School, Albert Park Primary
School and Port Melbourne Primary School. This
cumulative investment is the biggest ever investment in

Mr WELLS (Rowville) (09:57) — This statement
condemns the Andrews Labor government for voting
against legislation to provide cancer compensation for
Victorian firefighters. When Labor’s destructive and
controversial Country Fire Authority (CFA) reform
legislation looked like being at risk of not getting
through Parliament, Labor, more desperate than usual,
resorted to the dirtiest of tactics. The Andrews
government linked the CFA reform legislation with
legislation for cancer compensation, making sure that
cancer compensation would fail if the CFA reform was
not passed.
Unlike Labor’s appalling tactics, a Liberal-Nationals
bill on cancer compensation was introduced with no
strings attached. The Liberal-Nationals bill backdated
eligibility to those diagnosed with cancer to 9 March
2015, unlike Labor’s bill, which only covered
firefighters with cancer from 1 June 2016. The
Liberal-Nationals bill provided compensation for all
firefighters equally, unlike Labor’s bill, which would
have run volunteer firefighters through a committee
process to determine whether they had attended enough
fires to qualify.
In spite of the Liberal-Nationals legislation leaving
firefighters better off, Labor still voted against
providing cancer compensation for firefighters. On
cancer compensation, like so much else under this
extreme left government, the word of Premier Andrews
and the Minister for Emergency Services cannot be
trusted. Almost immediately on coming to office Labor
were breaking their own promises to firefighters on this
issue by failing to introduce presumptive legislation
within 100 days as they had promised.

Oakleigh electorate schools
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) (09:58) — Glen
Huntly Primary School is in the top 10 per cent of
schools in Victoria, and happier kids you will not find,
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but their oval is full of dust and holes. Last Monday I
was pleased to go and tell the students, teachers and
school council that the Andrews Labor government will
invest over $300 000 to fix that oval. I have heard a lot
about that oval in the last three and a half years on my
many visits to that school. Our $300 000 investment
adds to the $290 000 we gave in the budget two years
ago for building works.
When kids graduate from Glen Huntly Primary School
they can attend Glen Eira College. Glen Eira College
has just been refurbished to the tune of $10.1 million by
the Andrews Labor government. The kids could also
choose to go to Bentleigh Secondary College, a school
we have invested in to the tune of $13.4 million. In the
four years of the previous government, schools in my
community benefited from investments of about
$544 000. In the three and a half years of the Andrews
Labor government, schools in my community have
benefited to the tune of $56 million. That is 103 times
more. That is our commitment to education.

Burwood police station
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Burwood electorate kindergartens
Mr WATT — I recently visited the Ashwood
Memorial Kindergarten and spoke to Robyn, who is the
coordinator there, about some of the challenges they are
facing at the kindergarten. I want to thank Robyn and
all of her staff for all of the great work they do at the
kindergarten. I also visited Wattle Hill Kindergarten on
their open day. I want to thank Sofi and all of her staff
for the great work that they do.

Tullamarine Community House
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) (10:01) — Recently I was
delighted to visit Tullamarine Community House, which
was delighted to learn of our $21.8 million budget
allocation. This of course is the biggest ever funding
increase to neighbourhood house coordination hours.
What we know is that 160 neighbourhood houses across
the state are currently funded for 25 hours per week or
less. These neighbourhood houses will now be eligible
to increase their funding, with an additional
76 000 hours per year across the state being provided.

Mr WATT (Burwood) (09:59) — In what would be
well suited to be in an episode of Yes Minister or
Utopia, it appears that the Burwood police station is the
cleanest police station in Victoria, with locals reporting
that the station is cleaned three days a week even
though it has been closed for three years. I have been
fighting to have the Burwood police station reopened
since its closure by the Andrews Labor government.
The Burwood police station has, by the minister’s own
admission, been unstaffed since July 2015, resulting in
a massive crime spike, with burglaries up 29 per cent
and theft up 41 per cent.

The Andrews Labor government is a proud supporter of
neighbourhood houses. We understand the important
role they play in our local communities, and that is why
we are backing them. This is a record funding boost
that will ensure neighbourhood houses across Victoria
can continue to provide the vital services that people
need. Can I take the opportunity to thank Cheryl and
the entire team at Tullamarine neighbourhood house. I
am looking forward to going back. They do some
outstanding work.

The Premier has ignored the people of Burwood while
our homes have been invaded and our businesses
terrorised. I have had recent reports of break-ins or
attempted break-ins at the post office, the pet shop, the
newsagent, the local petrol station and more. A closed
police station frequently subjected to graffiti and
vandalism sends the wrong message to criminals.

Mr J. BULL — In more great news, I had the
exciting opportunity last week to visit my old preschool
at Stewarts Lane in Sunbury as well as Taylor Drive
Preschool in Gladstone Park. I joined the Hume City
Council mayor at both preschools to announce the
completion of works. These preschools have been
upgraded thanks to the Andrews Labor government’s
capital grants funding program. This is outstanding
news for local kids, and I am thrilled to be part of
delivering it.

Last week, the Leader of the Opposition and I, along
with the shadow Minister for Police, visited the closed
police station and announced that a future Liberal
government will provide funding of $2 million to
upgrade and reopen the closed Burwood police station.
This will allow police to once again directly engage
with the local Burwood community and provide
improved community safety through a proactive,
visible police presence.

Sunbury electorate kindergartens

Shepparton electorate sporting facilities
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) (10:03) — It has been so
pleasing to see long overdue investment begin to flow
into the Shepparton district during the term of this
Parliament, but I must say it is also disappointing to
realise that as each hurdle is tackled another glaring
lack or example of historic neglect in my region arises.
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Shepparton district has a strong culture of sporting
participation and plays host to an increasing number of
elite, highly patronised sporting events across the
breadth of sporting activity. However, the Hume region
in which we are situated is the only region not serviced
by the Victorian Institute of Sport and the state-funded
regional academies of sport structure. This means a lack
of development pathways for athletes across all
sporting codes, a lack of support for female athletes,
reduced access for athletes with a disability or those
from disadvantaged backgrounds and minimal
opportunities for coaching and administrator
development.
We all know the benefits of sport to communities — it
promotes social cohesion; teaches teamwork,
perseverance and goal setting; improves mental health;
and reduces the likelihood of obesity. Two
organisations in the north-east, Valley Sport in
Shepparton and Sport North East in Wangaratta, have a
proposal to establish a Hume regional academy of sport
and are seeking the support of this government to
rectify the lack of appropriate service to almost
300 000 Victorians. I would hope that given this
government’s focus on equal opportunity in the
sporting domain this proposal will be considered a
priority, and I look forward to working with the
government to ensure its timely delivery for my
community and the broader Hume region.

Geelong electorate accessible tourism
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) (10:04) — I was proud to
join the Minister for Regional Development in Geelong
last week to announce Improving the Accessibility of
Geelong and the Bellarine project funding of just over
$1 million from the Regional Skills Fund. The project
is a collaboration between the Australian Federation of
Disability Organisations, Tourism Greater Geelong and
the Bellarine, and many of Tourism Greater Geelong’s
500-plus member businesses. The Royal Geelong
Yacht Club has also participated in the pilot phase of
the project and will be involved in the future. The yacht
club is involved in the Geelong waterfront safe harbour
project. This project incorporates the Fisherman’s Basin
area, the Royal Geelong Yacht Club and the Victorian
Sailing School.
Through a three-stage process, this project will provide
practical support for visitor economy businesses in the
Greater Geelong region to welcome customers with a
disability and to recruit employees with a disability.
Project stages will include information on why
accessible tourism is a good return on investment;
toolkits covering a range of topics on how businesses
can improve accessibility; training sessions on
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immediate or short-term strategies businesses can
deploy to improve accessibility; identifying and
implementing recommendations to make businesses
more accessible to customers and employees with a
disability; matching people with a disability seeking
employment to businesses seeking staff; and providing
ongoing support for newly employed people with a
disability and their employers in the workplace. The
project will deliver a state and nationwide marketing
campaign, including on social media platforms.

Warrnambool bus shelters
Ms BRITNELL (South-West Coast) (10:06) — I
am directing these comments to the Minister for Public
Transport in relation to what seems to be a
never-ending cycle of confusion around who has
responsibility for bus shelters in the Warrnambool area.
Minister, as you may or may not be aware,
Warrnambool can be a harsh place in winter. The issue
is that many of our bus stops do not have shelters,
including those used by primary and secondary school
children in Allansford. The particular issue in
Allansford was brought to my attention by constituents
John and Shirley Williams. This is where the tale of
confusion begins. I made a representation to
Warrnambool City Council, who said the responsibility
was with Public Transport Victoria (PTV), so I made a
representation to you. When I eventually received your
reply, which said it was Warrnambool City Council
who had responsibility for this type of infrastructure, I
again made contact with Warrnambool city, who said
there was nothing in any legislation or framework that
said they were responsible.
This type of back and forth has continued on several
similar issues for some time. Warrnambool City
Council’s director of infrastructure pointed to a website
for the City of Dandenong where complaints and issues
with bus shelters are directed to PTV. It is my
understanding that here in the city, PTV are responsible
for bus shelter infrastructure and collect advertising
revenue from it. Why is it any different in regional
cities? Why are you trying to push this cost back onto
councils? Minister, I am sure I am not the only rural
member who has raised this issue with you via written
representation, so I am beginning to wonder if you
actually read what comes across your desk because
surely you would be seeing a pattern.

Victoria State Emergency Service South-West
Coast unit
Ms BRITNELL — I would also like to take an
opportunity today to say thank you to the Victoria State
Emergency Service in South-West Coast. They do a
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fantastic job in some of the extreme weather conditions
that we do have.

Microfinance model
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) (10:07) — After
discussions with Nobel Peace Prize winner Muhammad
Yunus, I want to pursue the benefits of his
microfinancing model as the beginning of a social
enterprise initiative for Australia. The Grameen Bank
model of microfinancing has helped transform the lives
of more than 300 million people in more than
50 countries, including developed economies like the
United States of America. It creates local jobs for local
people, increases participation and empowers
high-potential women and youth to work and thrive.
Social enterprises help people change their mindsets as
well as giving them better opportunities so they can
move from a welfare or charity mindset to economic
empowerment. That can be initiated through the help of
mentors and microfinancing helping people to be job
creators and hopefully over time become employers
themselves. This is how it can form a virtuous circle
helping to alleviate poverty, provide jobs, build
businesses and — importantly — better futures. Social
enterprises allow people to use their creativity, skills and
knowledge. They establish a new kind of capitalism
featuring altruism and generosity. The chief executive
officer of Grameen Australia has warned that we need to
have a coordinated response to address these issues.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS
Accountability and Oversight Committee:
oversight agencies 2016–17
Mr WATT (Burwood) (10:09) — I rise to speak on
the report into Victorian oversight agencies
2016–17, tabled in February 2018. This is the fifth
report by the Accountability and Oversight Committee
in the 58th Parliament. I do note that the member for
Williamstown is here; he is a member of that
committee. I want to commend the committee for the
work that they do. Particularly, I want to talk about the
work that they did in this report.
On page 33, in section 3.3.4, it talks about the
investigations referred from Parliament. We are
particularly talking about the Victorian Ombudsman:
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.
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The Victorian government sought leave to appeal the decision
in the High Court of Australia, however, this was refused.
Accordingly, the Ombudsman confirmed that she would
continue her investigation into the allegations.

Following on from her investigations into those
particular allegations referred to in section 3.3.4, we
actually do have the Victorian Ombudsman’s report,
Investigation of a Matter Referred from the Legislative
Council on 25 November 2015. That report was
actually tabled in March 2018.
Mr Pearson — On a point of order, Deputy
Speaker, I seek your guidance. The member for
Burwood is quoting an Ombudsman’s report. I could be
mistaken, but I thought I saw the member waving
around the Ombudsman’s report. I thought this time
was for committee reports. If I am mistaken, I do
apologise, but I seek your guidance, Deputy Speaker.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Member for
Burwood, which committee report are you referring to?
Mr WATT — I said right at the start: it is the
Report into Victorian Oversight Agencies 2016–17. It
was tabled in February 2018. I did acknowledge the
member for Williamstown as a member of that
committee and specifically I am referring to
section 3.3.4 of that particular report. I know the
member for Essendon may have missed that, but I was
specifically talking about that report by the
Accountability and Oversight Committee, report 5 of
the 58th Parliament. In that report, it is section 3.3.4
specifically — I read that section. That section refers to
a report which the Ombudsman did, which is this
report. It would be remiss of me if I did not refer to the
findings of that particular report. That is what I am
talking about.
What that report actually found was that the Australian
Labor Party had rorted — clearly rorted —
$400 000-plus from the Victorian taxpayer. We are
talking about members of Parliament — the
investigation was about members of Parliament — who
employed staff to do work which they actually did not
do. They did campaigning in other people’s electorates
instead. So what we are talking about is the member for
Lara. He had employed a staff member who he had
never seen and did not know and who had never been in
his office. That particular person went down to Bellarine
and clearly campaigned for the member for Bellarine.
When one minister of the Crown has paid for the
election expenses of another minister of the Crown out
of the Parliament’s funds, there is something seriously
wrong. The fact that the government thinks that they
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can just pay back the money and there are no
consequences is, I find, quite strange.

way that, for example, Google Maps was developed off
the back of US military photographs of North America.

We are not talking about one or two incidents here. We
are talking about the former member for Yuroke. We
are talking about a former member for Northern
Victoria Region, the member for Ivanhoe, the member
for Mill Park, the former member for Macedon, a
member for Northern Metropolitan Region, the
member for Lara, the former member for Ripon, a
member for South Eastern Metropolitan Region, a
member for Eastern Metropolitan Region, a former
member for Southern Metropolitan Region, a former
member for Northern Victoria Region, a member for
Western Metropolitan Region, another member for
Northern Metropolitan Region, the member for
Lyndhurst at the time — the seat is changed and is now
Keysborough — the former member for Dandenong, a
former member for Eastern Victoria Region, another
member for South Eastern Metropolitan Region and a
former member for Eastern Metropolitan Region. All of
these people contributed to these rorts — this scam —
which was all set up to thieve money from Victorian
taxpayers and handed to the Labor Party.

There are four key recommendations from chapter 8.
One of the recommendations that I think is most
important is the fact that generally when government
turns around and decides that it wants to spend a
significant amount of money on a whole-of-government
ICT project — and it does not matter whether it is Labor
or Liberal — there are challenges, there are issues, there
are usually cost overruns, there are expectations which
are not necessarily realised. You can go right back to the
OneLink contract of the Kennett government, which
was an absolute debacle. So you do have to be careful in
terms of the way in which you manage expectations. In
relation to recommendation 41 there is a
recommendation that the Victorian Centre for
Data Insights:

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
financial and performance outcomes 2016–17
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (10:14) — I am
delighted to make my first contribution on the Report
on the 2016–17 Financial and Performance Outcomes,
a report produced by the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee in May 2018. I do note that the executive
officer of this great, august body, Dr Caroline Williams,
is in the gallery, and it is a joy to see Caroline in the
chamber with us today.
I am extremely excited by this report. I am particularly
excited about chapter 8, ‘Public access to government
data’. I think this is probably the first time a Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee has inquired into
government data and the role it can play in relation to
efficient and effective government administration. One
of the things I am really pleased about with this report
and the way in which this chapter turned out is the fact
that it is an opportunity for the Parliament to
demonstrate its views and its recommendations on the
way in which government data is handled in order to try
and provide a degree of leadership and support to the
executive arm of government, to support the work of
the Victorian Centre for Data Insights as well as to send
a very clear signal to the private sector about the fact
that the government recognises and acknowledges it
has a significant wealth of data — a significant number
of datasets which might be able to be, at some point in
time, commercialised by the private sector in the same

… actively curate the DataVic website, including:
(a) ensuring data is available in an Excel or similar
format that is easily downloaded …

Why this is important is that if you are looking at data
analytics — if you are looking at big data — there is a
need to use a large volume of data to make some
predictions and to do predictive analysis. If it is in an
Excel format or a CSV format, you have got the ability
to be able to integrate that data relatively easily —
particularly, I think, if it is a CSV file, more so than an
Excel file — to be able to then use those data analysis
tools, which can be bought off the shelf and relatively
easily accessed. You can start doing that predictive
work and have that real deep dive analysis.
This is important because it is not good enough if a
department or a statutory authority turns around and
says, ‘Well, look, we’ll provide data that can be
uploaded on the DataVic website, but it will be in a
PDF format’. That basically means that the data is
unusable. Or alternatively, if it is in Excel format, it
may be in such a convoluted form that it is difficult to
work out which columns relate to which particular
topic, theme or measure. This is to try and start that
process where we are encouraging government
departments and agencies to start to look at what data
they hold — look at what they have got and what form
it is in — and to start sharing that data.
I think that government does not tend to be innovative,
really, as a general observation. We try to innovate as
best we can, but probably the great strength we have
got is to enable others to innovate — to provide data,
make it available, put it out to the private sector and let
the private sector, or not-for-profit or non-governmental
organisations, look at it and then say, ‘Okay, well, there
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are these datasets available. What can we use them for?
How can we innovate? How can we do something
different?’. The reality is the US military would never
have created Google Maps — you needed Google to do
that — but Google Maps would not have existed
without the original data made available by the US
military. So I commend the report.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2017–18
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) (10:19) — I rise to
make a contribution on the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee’s Report on the 2017–18 Budget
Estimates, particularly chapter 6.7, page 112. This
refers to the affordability of gas, water and electricity.
As we know, the cost of electricity is an area that is
affecting the cost of living for a lot of people. The focus
clearly should be on renewables, and that needs to
continue. The area I want to highlight that this report
touches on is renewables and certainly solar farms and
the lack of guidelines on those solar farms. The current
approach to solar farm rules and regulations has no
such guidance, unlike wind farms where guidelines and
legislation have been put in place. We are certainly
seeing different local governments having different
outcomes, and this is where I think the government
needs to have a look at consistency and what is needed
from local governments rather than this ham-fisted
approach with different local governments having
different standards.
Over the weekend I met with four local farmers at
Naringaningalook fire station primarily to discuss the
lack of consideration for the adjoining landholders and
their rights and their fears. Pat Hanagan and Kim Bosse
were asking about what happens when you have got a
solar farm next door. The public liability on a property
is normally set at about $20 million, which most
farmers have. Should that public liability now be raised
to $60 million? Should having infrastructure like a solar
farm next door need to be considered? Another
concern, for example, is who is responsible if a
farmer’s wheat header or slasher creates a spark and
generates a fire? Is their public liability going to be high
enough? Who is in the best position to dictate this, and
who is going to pay for that higher policy?
The Country Fire Authority has been told not to spray
water onto solar farms if they catch alight underneath.
At 1500 volts you can understand that is a fair comment
to make, but will adjoining landholders have to increase
their public liability to $60 million? I think government
needs to focus on that. It needs to take a long-term view
for landholders and not focus only on the shortfall of
power. Obviously the tripling of the coal royalty has
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contributed to this, and we have just got to have a
sharper focus on these renewables.
John Gilroy and Ryan Quinane highlighted the social
impact and the land value impact on neighbouring
farms where these solar farms are starting to spring up.
Moira shire, for example, had 44 stipulations on the
planning permit, but none of the local government
authorities apparently asked for the views of neighbours
or comments from adjoining landholders. I have not
spoken to Moira shire about this — and I am not having
a dig at the shire — but this suggests that the Victorian
government has a much larger role to play in the public
debate on solar farms.
Pages 114 and 115 of the report talk about management
and future changes relevant to renewable energy, but
again it fails to cover off on the issues I have raised
today. On the Victorian Country Hour program on
1 May Warwick Long talked about similar changes in
the Shepparton region to applications for solar farms in
Tatura, Tallygaroopna, Lemnos and Congupna that
were called in by the Minister for Planning. These are
projects worth over $300 million. That is a positive step
forward, but more thought needs to be put into the rules
and regulations around the prime agricultural land that
is being lost and the impact on neighbours. When we
look at investment in irrigation infrastructure, like the
$2 billion for the Connections Project in the northern
region — which the Deputy Speaker would be well
aware of — which sets us up for the next 50 to
100 years, we have got to think wisely as to where we
put these solar farms and again about the greater impact
on the local community.
We know that rate capping has meant local
governments have had to rein in their spending, so now
they are starting to slug other communities and other
places that can become cash cows. We do not want the
local government areas to be given a free kick to raise
dollars wherever they can to the detriment of other
individuals. More thought needs to go into these solar
farms. Otherwise we will end up with a
divide-and-conquer effect in the smaller communities
thanks to our local government authorities. I know the
UK has a land grading philosophy where land is graded
between grades 1 and 5, with grade 1 being the most
productive and grade 5 being the least productive. I
think the government could consider that in terms of
solar farms and where they would be best located.
Further discussions need to be held with the Victorian
Farmers Federation and farming communities, and
these further discussions need to be open and
transparent. New South Wales is a long way ahead of
us in terms of rules, regulations and guidelines
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regarding solar farms, and I think the Victorian
government could well follow their lead and look at
supporting local communities to make sure that solar
farms are in fact in the best possible places.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2016–17
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) (10:24) — I refer
to the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
inquiry into the budget estimates 2016–17 and
particularly the contribution by the Minister for
Industry. 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. I want to
actually point to how we have some opportunities
coming out of the Australian government’s budget and
the Victorian government’s budget as well and where
we can get unity tickets on some major projects that are
of national and strategic importance. We really need to
work out what is the plan from here and what are the
mechanisms that can be used.
So I am advocating for Melbourne’s northern and
western suburbs to have a city deal matching the
Australian government’s offer to Sydney’s west,
because a city deal would help deliver thousands of
jobs and multibillion-dollar infrastructure projects,
including the long-awaited rail link to Melbourne
Airport and the M80, the missing link in Melbourne’s
road network.
Recent budgets have defined joint commitments to
these projects, so now we need to actually work out
what is the next step to deliver on the plan, because we
do not want to see these issues and these major projects
again just being brought up and then procrastination or
partisanship overtaking them, particularly as with the
rail link to Melbourne Airport. That is something that
has been pursued for about half a century; I advocated
for it in my first year in this Parliament.
The proposition is that a city deal would provide
funding and coordinate the three tiers of government
and other stakeholders. It would integrate the pipeline
of major projects and fast-track the developments at our
airports, our rail and road networks and our
internationally acclaimed medical research hub. That
can be how we actually frame it. You could extend it to
the proposed Arden development as well, because that
could be the linchpin between the north and the west. It
would also, importantly, make the Australian
government a participant rather than a bystander to
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ensure that Victoria receives its fair share of
infrastructure funding. This has been a long dispute.
We know that we are not getting the deal that we
should be getting for the infrastructure. In particular
Victoria has the fastest growing economy and the
government is delivering.
A city deal for Melbourne’s north was also the runaway
winner at the 2017 northern metropolitan regional
assembly, which was attended by the Premier, five
cabinet ministers and more than 160 community
leaders, so it has actually been able to establish that
level of support. I think combining Melbourne’s north
and west into one city deal provides Australia’s biggest
investment attraction, addresses population growth and
delivers jobs where they are needed most.
I want to add that only yesterday we had Professor
Greg Clark, who advises the World Bank, the OECD,
the Brookings Institute and the Urban Land Institute on
the evolution of the metropolitan century, as it is now
being called. He basically called for a similar set of
propositions when he analysed what are the gaps or the
deficiencies in Australia’s model. He is saying that we
really need to make city deals permanent, and I agree
with that. We have got to be able to have a mechanism
that moves beyond partisanship and political election
cycles and actually builds the future in a coordinated
and collaborative way. He is calling for us to provide
metropolitan leadership, governance and planning tools,
create integrated transport authorities, strike
infrastructure and growth compacts, and establish
precinct partnerships and managements. To do this we
need to bring together local government combinations,
undertake reforms in the housing market, enhance
infrastructure funding and finance, drive the
metropolitan innovative economy and foster
compelling public leadership, wider civic engagement
and a proactive business community.
This is the opportunity that we now have, and I know
the Andrews government is pursuing it. We have put
the big-picture vision on the table. We have established
the plan. We have got the AAA-rated economy that the
Premier and the Treasurer are absolutely driving, but
we do need the Australian government to be a
partner — not to be doing gesture politics but actually
putting the money up.

Electoral Matters Committee: conduct of 2014
Victorian state election
Ms STALEY (Ripon) (10:29) — Today I am going
to talk about the inquiry into the conduct of the 2014
Victorian state election and the report by the Electoral
Matters Committee. I am going to start with the
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recommendations that came out of that report. There is
of course a bill before the house that seeks to
implement, or not, these recommendations. I think it is
important, as I have spoken on this report over the years
many times, to note that we now are at the bill stage for
the recommendations from this report. In the main, the
bill that is currently before the house does take up the
recommendations that were made by this committee.
I do note that in relation to recommendation 10 the
Electoral Matters Committee report suggests, and in
fact recommends, legislating that political parties be
registered 60 days prior to an election. The bill extends
that to 120 days. Clearly the Victorian Electoral
Commission has requested an extension to that. But
apart from that, all of the other statutory
recommendations are included in the bill.
However, they are not the only part of the
recommendations that come out of this report, and I
turn to recommendation 19, which is that:
The committee recommends that the public sector code of
conduct be amended to prohibit public sector workers using
government property, such as ambulances, fire trucks and
uniforms for political purposes and in election campaigns and
that penalties be developed for a breach of this type.

So far we have not had a response from the government
in relation to the second part of the recommendation —
that is, the penalties — and since then some further
information has come out in relation to what prompted
this recommendation. Of course this recommendation
was prompted by allegations of intimidation at polling
booths by people dressed as firefighters. The United
Firefighters Union (UFU) at the time made a submission
to the committee. It was very keen to make sure that the
committee understood that the people dressed as
firefighters were in fact firefighters. However, they were
not wearing the official uniform; they were wearing fake
uniforms that were purchased by the UFU. In fact it was
made clear in the submission from the UFU:
The uniforms were purchased by the United Firefighters
Union. They were never, and never have been, CFA or MFB
uniforms.

I note that the reason we had these people standing on
these booths at the time was because of a deal between
the secretary of the UFU, Peter Marshall, and the
Premier.
That deal came out again quite recently when Peter
Marshall went on 3LO and said in an extraordinary
interview that the deal that was made in relation to
giving this support then and subsequently had not been
honoured by the Andrews Labor government. I know
most people in Victoria would have said, ‘Well, they
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have given them everything they want. What possibly
could they have not honoured in the deal?’, but Peter
Marshall tells us that in fact the Premier and the
Minister for Emergency Services have not honoured the
deal that was done prior to the election. We still do not
know what that deal, was because Peter Marshall made
it very clear in that interview that the details of that deal
are still to come out, so we still do not know what they
are. We know that therefore the Premier and the
emergency services minister are beholden to Peter
Marshall because he made it very clear that any
allegations of a tape or some other hold over him would
have to be matters for the Premier, and the Premier has
not answered that. But this all comes back to what
happened at the 2014 election, and it was the UFU out
there believing they had a deal.

Environment, Natural Resources and Regional
Development Committee: control of invasive
animals on Crown land
Ms WARD (Eltham) (10:34) — I wish to speak to
the Environment, Natural Resources and Regional
Development Committee inquiry into the control of
invasive animals on Crown land, which was tabled last
year. I thank the committee and the secretariat for their
work. I was a member of this committee for part of the
inquiry but had to leave when I took on the role of
Parliamentary Secretary for Industry and Employment.
It was a very interesting committee. It was a very
interesting inquiry, actually. I learned quite a lot about
invasive animals in our state and had a question
answered for me, which was how a deer managed to
find itself washed up on the shores of the Yarra at the
end of Reynolds Road in Eltham, which I found one
time while walking my dog a number of years ago.
Until you actually look into deer populations in this
state and collect a series of anecdotes of people’s
experiences, you do not realise how big the problem of
invasive deer is.
I draw your attention to the fact that I have deer in my
electorate. I am in an urban seat. The suburb of Eltham
is only 22 kilometres from the city, yet I have deer that
are eating rosebushes. Who knew? About 2 kilometres
from the centre of Eltham there are larger properties in
my community, and they have deer roaming them that
come from the green corridor that goes along the Yarra
River. They are wandering their way up. As you would
know, I have got a pretty bushy leafy suburb that is
very welcoming to animals, but people are finding deer
a bit of a problem.
So it is terrific to see that a number of the
recommendations by the committee were supported by
the government. Twenty-nine of the inquiry’s

OFFSHORE PETROLEUM AND GREENHOUSE GAS STORAGE AMENDMENT BILL 2017
1506

ASSEMBLY

33 recommendations were supported in full, in
principle or in part. I note finding 4:

hope the government is able to keep looking at
controlling the deer population.

The population of deer in Victoria has increased alarmingly in
recent decades, causing a number of problems for native
ecosystems and agricultural enterprises. While there is some
debate about whether or not the population will continue to
increase, deer will continue to be a problem, regardless of
marginal increases or decreases in the population.

I think this finding is absolutely right. I encourage the
government to continue looking at ways of controlling
the deer population in this state, because if we have got
deer wandering around Eltham we are going to have
them wandering around other leafy suburbs soon too. I
also want to draw attention to recommendation 27:
That, as part of the planned deer management strategy, the
government develop an explicit strategy to contain deer
within their current range and limit the spread of deer to new
parts of Victoria.

I am glad to see that the government supported this
recommendation in full. It is absolutely important. You
see the damage, for example, that deer are doing to
places like Wilsons Promontory, where they are not
eating rosebushes like they are in Eltham but they are
actually chewing scrub and creating pathways for
themselves following the same tracks, which has led to
erosion. They rub themselves and sharpen and trim their
horns on trees. They ringbark them. They cause a huge
amount of damage and make it very difficult for our
own indigenous native animals to live in the space
where they really belong and where the deer clearly do
not belong. So we do need to come up with a variety of
strategies to help manage the deer population in our
state and actually reduce the deer population in our state.
I am glad to see that in one of the recommendations
there is encouragement for hunters to pursue female
deer and rabbits, whatever the invasive animal is,
because hunters need to be encouraged to not only go
after the biggest animal but go after the animal that can
actually reproduce — the animal that can continue to
grow the populations of these invasive animals. I would
encourage hunters out there who are interested in going
after stags and who want to get the big antlers: please
go after the does. Please go after those animals that can
procreate and who can continue to grow these
populations.
We really do need to do everything that we can to
reduce these populations because they are absolute
environmental vandals. It can seem trivial to think of
deer chewing rosebushes, but if you were walking out
of your home in Eltham and were confronted with a
deer chewing rosebushes, I think you would be pretty
freaked out. I commend this committee report, and I
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OFFSHORE PETROLEUM AND
GREENHOUSE GAS STORAGE
AMENDMENT BILL 2017
Council’s amendments
Message from Council relating to following
amendments considered:
1.

Clause 2, line 8, omit “January” and insert “October”.

2.

Clause 33, line 23, omit “January” and insert “October”.

Mr SCOTT (Minister for Finance) (10:39) — I
move:
That the amendments be agreed to.

Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) (10:39) — I wish to
make some comments on the amendments that have
been put before us to the Offshore Petroleum and
Greenhouse Gas Storage Amendment Bill 2017. While
the opposition will not be opposing these amendments,
I think it is important to put on record a number of
elements, particularly with this bill and where we are in
terms of gas exploration here in Victoria.
Interestingly enough the changes put before us are a
timing change. This bill was debated last year back in
November, with a plan to have a commencement date of
January. This was pushed out because the government
was not able to manage its business plan effectively.
Then the timing for this bill rolled on to what was
anticipated: a start date of 1 April. We are now told that
this legislation will be pushed out to 1 October. So this
government continues to drag its heels, particularly
when Victorian taxpayers are paying more than they
ever have for their energy. I would have thought that as
a matter of priority we would have seen the government
act to ensure that they bring bills into the Parliament in a
speedy way, particularly when it comes to energy, to
ensure that we get on with it and ensure that we do not
have the ultimate unfortunate situation where we are
seeing unprecedented prices for energy.
We saw last week reports that the Minister for
Resources is now opening some additional
opportunities offshore in the Otway Basin. That is
really interesting because we have been advocating for
some time that the government really needs to get on
board with our plan to allow conventional onshore gas
exploration. It is a very, very simple process. It has
been done for years. It has minimal impact on the
environment. But rather than the minister and the
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government turning around and saying, ‘Look, we’ve
made a mistake, we understand the policy of putting a
moratorium on conventional gas exploration until 2020
is really hurting Victorians’, what this government has
gone about doing is actually a more complex process of
allowing onshore to offshore exploration. What they are
doing is in fact allowing companies to drill onshore and
then to drill offshore effectively under some of the
marine national parks —
Mr Katos — Directional drilling.
Mr SOUTHWICK — as the member for South
Barwon rightly points, directional drilling — and
effectively to allow onshore to offshore exploration of
gas. Now, it is not that we do not support the fact that
we need more exploration of gas — we do. We are on
the side of the argument that says we absolutely need to
kickstart the industry. We need to do it in a proper way.
We need to do it in a way that actually is simple.
The interesting thing with the government’s current
proposal — onshore to offshore gas exploration — is it
is a lot more complex with a lot more environmental
impact, and a lot more cost. In fact if you look at the
ability to be able to draw gas onshore, you could pretty
much get a gas drill sunk and exploration done within
18 months at a cost of a couple of million dollars. That
is certainly what Lakes Oil and Beach Energy and
others have told us, unlike what the Minister for
Resources said at estimates hearings. When he was
asked how long it would take to get drilling onshore, he
said it would take seven to 10 years. I think the Minister
for Resources is getting confused in terms of how long
it takes to get onshore conventional gas going in this
state. I think he was probably referring to facts about
some of the offshore stuff that he is actually proposing,
because when you look at the offshore and onshore
components, the offshore component is a lot more
complex. It does take a lot more time, and a lot more
surveying and scientific work has to be done at a lot
more cost. You certainly need some of the rigs to come
in from overseas to allow for some of this, at a cost of
hundreds of thousands of dollars a day. This is a very,
very big cost.
Again, I was informed that the kinds of costs for doing
this kind of drilling could be up to $70 million to get
something like that going — a very, very big cost —
and certainly we would not deprive industry of putting
up that cost. But it really confuses me and others on this
side of the house, and I am sure it confuses most people
who have been following the gas debate, as to why a
government would lock up conventional exploration —
it is so simple to drill, at little environmental cost and
quick to do — when you are seeing Victorians pay up
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to $500 a year more for their gas. We saw reports today
about electricity prices going up with the reserve power
that was needed over summer just to ensure we did not
get blackouts — $51 million to have diesel generators
on stand-by and to pay companies to switch off. This is
a government in a complete and utter shambolic mess
when it comes to energy. They have no idea when it
comes to energy. It really does confuse the opposition.
Mr Katos — Not just energy.
Mr SOUTHWICK — Again, as the member for
South Barwon correctly points out, it is not just energy;
in a lot of government portfolio areas they are confused.
This issue is very, very important. This is a very, very
serious situation where Victorians are hurting. We have
heard of so many situations of Victorians not showering
at home, not being able to use hot water, and so going
to community facilities to use showering facilities. We
have heard of situations where the elderly are using
blankets to keep warm and not actually using
electricity. I caught up with a pensioner and his wife
down Sandringham way. He is actually a war veteran in
his 90s. During the peak period of summer, because of
a 24-hour electricity blackout that he experienced, he
sat there without oxygen equipment that he vitally
needed. That led to him having to spend six to 10 days
in hospital as a result of not having the essential service
of electricity.
You would never, ever think that a place like Victoria
and a city like Melbourne, the most livable city year in,
year out, would be a Third World state when it comes
to electricity supply. Yet this government is confused
when it comes to gas and electricity. To lock
conventional gas exploration up and not allow this
simple process is completely wrong, and we are all
paying the price. We are all paying the price for an
absolutely incompetent government.
The Treasurer was asked at an estimates hearing what
his plan was for getting gas going. He spoke about a
whole range of things and he mentioned CSG. One of
the members on our side said to him, ‘Can you clarify
CSG — coal seam gas? Haven’t you banned coal seam
gas?’. He said, ‘Sorry, I meant CCS — carbon capture
and storage’. So the Treasurer is confused. The
Treasurer, who is the Minister for Resources, has
absolutely no idea about this portfolio. It is almost
treated as secondary by him. Unfortunately when you
take a portfolio and treat it like just another job, we all
pay for it.
This bill is very, very simple. The amendments before
us extend it again, kick it down the road till October.
This bill will not come into play until October, when
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the government will be in caretaker mode, so there will
be no effect in terms of offshore gas exploration until
after the election. The government keeps kicking things
down the road. They are scared to make a decision.
When it comes to gas and electricity, they are scared to
make a decision.
We have a moratorium — which is a ban — on
fracking, which we on this side of the house support,
and we have said so. Ironically the government tried to
play a cheap gotcha on Friday after a new Liberal
candidate, when trying to explain our policy, in the
same sentence mentioned fracking and then he said,
‘No, not fracking; we are going to allow conventional
gas’. The government doctored the quote to cut out the
rest of the sentence and said, ‘Look, this is the
coalition’s policy — to allow fracking’. What a
disgrace that this government would doctor a quote by
cutting out the words of a candidate who had just been
endorsed and try for a gotcha moment by saying he
supports fracking and therefore that I, all of my
colleagues and the Leader of the Opposition will
kickstart fracking.
If you are confused about what our position is on
fracking, then let me explain it to you: we support a ban
on fracking — simple. I do not need to say it again and
again. We have done this from the beginning. In fact we
led the government to the ban. However, we have a plan
to kickstart onshore conventional gas exploration — to
get it going and get it going now, not in 2020.
The government proposes to have Victoria’s lead
scientist, who is meant to look after all of Victoria’s
industry, take her efforts away from all the other areas
that should be focused on just to look at one particular
project — doing a scientific evaluation of what gas is
around, at a cost of $42 million or thereabouts. The
project is due to be completed in 2020, conveniently
when the moratorium runs out. They have deliberately
given the lead scientist the task of wandering around
and seeing what gas we have got in Victoria and
reporting to us in 2020. You would think that if they
were serious, they would allow this to be done in stages
so that once areas were properly explored and the
scientists had done the work they would then be able to
say, ‘Off you go. This is an area set for exploration.
Let’s get going’ — but that is not the case.
This is a confused government. They do not know
where they are. They certainly do not know where they
are in terms of energy prices. They are saddled up to
ideology on one side and saying things to the public on
the other. They have been saying very, very clearly,
‘We are going to ensure that we have strong renewable
targets; we’re going to be focusing on the
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environment’, and then they allow complex offshore
drilling under marine national parks, which the
environment groups are not very happy with, but will
not allow conventional onshore drilling, which is the
simplest way. There are actually permits in place right
now to get going. Where the government proposes
offshore drilling is right next to where there are current
permits ready to go. We have got permits in place ready
to go, but the government says, ‘No, we’ll completely
ignore those permits. What we’ll do is allow a more
complex process over a period of years and then
hopefully down the track we might see some more gas
come onto the market’.
In the meantime what is happening with industry? We
know what is happening with industry — industry is
suffering. Industry is paying twice or three times the
rate of 12 or 18 months ago when it comes to gas
prices. The average Victorian household gas bill is up
to somewhere around $500. We are in a pretty cold
period where people are using their heaters, and they
have got to think about that. Why would you ever, ever
envisage that people would have to think about the cost
they will pay to use their gas or electricity?
Colleagues and I have been out to abattoirs, the timber
industry and other places right across the state,
including the cheese factory where we announced our
gas policy, and they are absolutely struggling. Here is a
very unique company doing really well: Alba Cheese in
the Sunbury electorate. It does a great job. They export
their product. They employ a lot of Victorians in the
business. They are a family business that has been
passed on from generation to generation. Now they will
have to effectively slow down their production because
of soaring gas prices. They have to think about what
they will do. They are certainly not hiring any more
people. They are certainly having to consider their
export market now.
The flow-on effect is absolutely huge. A bakery in the
Bentleigh area had to lay off staff because of their
energy costs. The small bakery had to lay off a baker.
What did that do? It meant the owner of the business,
who is also a baker, had to work more instead of being
able to share the load. That baker was not able to spend
time with their family. Instead they were up each and
every day, seven days a week, having to replace,
effectively, the person they could not afford. That
matters a great deal. We talk about small businesses a
lot here as being the backbone of the state. What about
that small business, when government policy has an
effect on their family life? Then what about that baker
that now does not have a job? That baker then goes
home to his family and effectively cannot afford to put
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food on the table for them, and it flows on and
on and on.
It flows on to cold storage. I went to a massive cold
storage facility, Oxford Cold Storage in Laverton,
which is an operation that supplies a lot of the frozen
foods that we eat every day — open up your freezer
and have a look at your vegies, chips and whatever else
that you eat. A lot of restaurants would have a lot of the
product that they take in and then supply to the
supermarkets. They are paying millions of dollars more
just on their gas, and that has an absolutely huge effect
on them. So what have they done? One of the things
they have done is to completely automate a lot of their
plant. That still does not take up the slack, but they have
automated their plant, again, with a loss of jobs. So you
go into their plant now, and they have a situation where
automatic robotic forklifts pick the stock and load the
trucks to be sent out. That was all done through forklift
drivers; it was done through labour. That is not to say
businesses will not always strive for efficiency, but they
will unfortunately be forced into having to lay off staff
when they are faced with crippling energy prices.
A meat factory is looking at putting solar in at their
business as a result of escalating energy prices. They
are putting in solar at their business right now, which is
great. We encourage that. We think that is a great and
wise business decision, but when they do the numbers,
the payback on that particular business is seven to
10 years. That is a seven to 10-year investment on a
5 per cent offtake. So now because of a confused
government, when it comes to energy policies we have
businesses making decisions that they have never
thought of making before, and unfortunately they are
very uninformed decisions because of the uncertainty in
the market.
There is absolute uncertainty in the market at the
moment, and it is certainly being reflected in the cost of
living for each and every Victorian. Each and every
Victorian wakes up every day and is unsure about what
the day is going to cost them, and we should not have to
put Victorians into that kind of situation. We talk about
families each and every time in here, and when families
cannot afford to heat their homes, to have a hot shower,
to put food on the table, then we effectively are being
negligent. Certainly the government is being negligent,
because at the moment the government has the levers to
do something about it, and all it wants to do is kick the
can down the road. They do not want to make any
decisions at all, and the decisions that they make say
one thing to the environment groups and another thing
to industry, and that is just not good enough.
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The government has a perfect opportunity. The
coalition has an onshore conventional gas policy that
would allow us to kickstart the market, to get things
going straightaway and not have to wait for a 2020
moratorium, not have to wait for another scientific
study and not have to wait for another $42 million of
taxpayers money to be spent to make a decision. The
government could get on board with our decision now.
The government could ensure that we have affordable
power and cost-of-living pressures relieved, but this
government does not care about Victorians, this
government does not care about the cost of living, this
government does not care about soaring gas prices and
this government does not care about energy prices.
They have been negligent under their watch, and they
have been absolutely missing in action in terms of a
policy that makes any sense at all. It makes no sense. A
simple answer for this government would be to get on
board with the coalition’s policy to allow onshore gas
and get going now. Do not wait. If this government is
serious, get on board now. Do not be distracted. Do not
use diversions. Do not say, ‘We’re going to allow
offshore to onshore, we’re going to drill under the
Otway Basin, and we’re going to allow drilling through
marine parks’. Get on board with us now.
If the government is serious about cost-of-living
pressures, they will listen to us, they will get on board
and they will not play silly politics with the lives of
people who are suffering each and every day because
we have an ideological government focused on itself
and not focused on each and every Victorian. This is an
absolutely disgraceful government that has been
missing in action when it comes to energy policy. They
are confused, and they need to get on with it now.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Sports funding
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) (11:01) — My
question is to the Treasurer. With Melbourne’s CBD
square-metre rental rates averaging around $700 per
square metre and land parcels similar to the
15 000-square-metre parcel you gifted to the AFL
valued at around $40 million, can you confirm that the
total land asset value and forgone 40-year rental
revenue to the state, which you have gifted to the AFL,
equates to more than $450 million lost to
Victorian taxpayers?
Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Macedon, the member for Essendon, the member for
Warrandyte and the member for Euroa.
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) (11:02) — I thank the
Leader of the Opposition for his question. Clearly the
member for Malvern has had his moment in the sun.
Might I say the answer to the member’s question is no,
I cannot confirm that. What I can confirm is that when
the Leader of the Opposition was the Minister for
Planning, he gifted his mates in the development
industry millions and millions of dollars of —
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, it is a
simple question to the Treasurer. If the Treasurer is
unable to answer it, he should take it on notice or sit
down. Did he gift the AFL $450 million while he
makes local sporting clubs beg, borrow and steal?
The SPEAKER — I do not uphold the point of
order. The Treasurer was answering the question.
Mr PALLAS — He does not understand the
meaning of the word no, because he has never said it to
a developer. You do not understand it, do you, mate?
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr PALLAS — The Leader of the Opposition may
well talk about the situation of community and sporting
clubs, so let us confirm what their position is. Under
this government, total output funding to sporting clubs
is $645 million — that is sport and recreation funding.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, it is not
in order for the Treasurer to try to answer a question he
was unable to answer yesterday. This is a very specific
question about accounting to the community for the
dollar value of the land that he has gifted to the AFL. I
ask you to bring him back to answering that question.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer was
answering the question, but he is proceeding to drift
away from answering the question. I ask the Treasurer
to come back to providing more information on the
question or conclude his answer.
Mr PALLAS — Well, Speaker, when I said no, I
meant no — I cannot confirm that. And nor would I
rely on anything the Leader of the Opposition has said,
given his somewhat tenuous understanding of the facts.
Let me also confirm that under the Liberal-National
parties, the total sport and recreation output funding
was $126 million — less than one quarter of this
government’s —
Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The level of shouting in
the chamber is excessive. I will remove members from
the chamber without warning if they continue to shout
across the chamber.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Treasurer is defying your ruling. I ask you to instruct
him to either return to answering the question or to
conclude his answer.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Treasurer to
come back to answering the question.
Mr PALLAS — Speaker, with the greatest respect
to those opposite, they might not like the answer, but
this is a government committed to growing community
sport. No government before it in the history of this
state has made a bigger contribution to community
sport.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Treasurer seems either unable or unwilling to
understand what you have instructed him to do. He has
again immediately returned to debating issues that are
not the subject of the question, contrary to your ruling. I
ask you to again instruct him to comply with your
ruling, or if he will not, refuse to hear him further.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Treasurer to
come back to answering the question that was asked.
Mr PALLAS — To answer the question again,
Speaker, no. Can I make it very clear — the answer to
your question is no. We have put in place more than
four times the output funding for sport and recreation.
Your position is outrageous and hypocritical. Really, if
you sat around waiting for the Liberal Party to have one
moment of introspection, you might as well leave a
light on the porch for Harold Holt to come home.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Treasurer is yet again refusing to comply with your
ruling and is proceeding to debate issues. This is a
question which seeks accountability to the community
for his handling of public assets. It is an important
question. I ask you to bring him back to answering it, or
if he will not, refuse to hear him further.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer has
concluded his answer.
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Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) (11:07) —
Treasurer, despite hiding the true value of your
$450 million gift of harbourfront land to the AFL, you
are still making small suburban and country sporting
clubs beg and borrow from you, with interest. Why
won’t you now release all the documents relating to the
multimillion-dollar extraordinary gift that you have
granted the AFL at the expense of small clubs and
Victorian taxpayers?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER (11:08) — Order! It was very
difficult to hear the question over the shouting in the
chamber. I am going to ask the member for South-West
Coast and the Minister for Sport to leave the chamber
for the period of 1 hour.
Honourable member for South-West Coast and
Minister for Sport withdrew from chamber.
The SPEAKER — Can I ask the Leader of the
Opposition to repeat the question without the shouting
across the chamber from members of both sides.
Mr GUY — Why won’t the Treasurer release all the
documents relating to his extraordinary
multimillion-dollar gift that he has granted to the AFL,
at the expense of Victorian taxpayers and small country
and suburban footy clubs?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) (11:09) — Once again, to
answer the question directly, the Leader of the
Opposition is wrong. With the contribution that the
state is making to community sport, despite the fact that
it is more than four times larger than those opposite
have ever made, we are clearly demonstrating the
growth in our funding to this area is not at the expense
of community sport.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, I have asked the Treasurer to release the
documents around the valuation of that land. It was not
a commentary for the Treasurer on the issue of sport; it
was around those documents and the valuation of it. He
has not answered that question in the first 30 seconds,
and I ask you to bring him back to it.
Mr Pakula — On the point of order, Speaker, it is
well established that the preamble forms part of the
question. The Leader of the Opposition’s question
asserted that community sporting clubs were being
made to beg, borrow and steal, and it also asserted that
the contribution to the AFL was at the expense of
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community sporting clubs. The Treasurer is more than
entitled to debunk those assertions in his answer.
Mr R. Smith — On the point of order, Speaker, not
only has —
Mr Merlino interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Premier is
warned.
Mr R. Smith — You okay, mate? You okay? All
right, settle down. That is good. You’re a bit mouthy,
that’s all. You’re a bit mouthy today. Are you pointing
at me?
The SPEAKER — Order! Through the Chair.
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, not
only did the Attorney-General misspeak when he
asserted what the Leader of the Opposition said, but this
could all be put out in the open and everyone could
know what was going on if the Treasurer just put the
documents on the table. He should just let the public
know what the valuation of the land is. He could put all
these supposed assertions aside if he just lets us know,
lets the Victorian people know the valuation of this
land.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order. The Treasurer is directly responding to the
question asked.
Mr PALLAS — Just to conclude, Speaker, this
government has made it clear how much we are
providing for these arrangements. Let us also be very
clear that as far as community sport funding is going,
this government’s contribution puts those opposite to
shame. They did not even have a female-friendly sports
funding facility.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Everybody has already
been warned. The member for Warrandyte and the
member for Geelong are on thin ice.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, 48 seconds in and the Treasurer has not
addressed the question that was asked of him. The
question was: why won’t he release the documentation?
That was the question. He hasn’t referred to it in
48 seconds, and I ask that in the remaining 12 seconds
you bring him back to doing so.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order. The Treasurer did begin to attack the
opposition. I ask the Treasurer to come back to
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answering the question. The Treasurer has concluded
his answer.

Ministers statements: Latrobe Valley GovHub
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (11:12) — I am very
pleased to rise to inform the house that last Friday I was
delighted to visit Morwell and Traralgon as well in the
Latrobe Valley to share very good news in terms of the
Latrobe Valley GovHub being a step closer. We have
completed the expression of interest process to appoint
a proponent for this $25 million project. This means
that 150 workers from the Victorian public service will
be located in Morwell, including the earth resources
regulator and beyond that Parks Victoria staff and staff
from Environment Protection Authority Victoria. They
will be located in Morwell. Half of those jobs will be
newly advertised positions and others will see workers
move to the valley, bringing all of their spending
capacity, their investment capacity and of course those
brand-new jobs to Morwell and the Latrobe Valley.
This is a fantastic outcome.
The new GovHub will be located just across the road
from the community health centre in Morwell, another
great Labor project built by another Labor government
at another time. It was great to be back there with Ben
Leigh and his team to meet with the staff and other
stakeholders to celebrate this investment in Morwell
and the Latrobe Valley. But it is not just about more
jobs ongoing; it is about 100 additional construction
jobs in delivering this GovHub. I am very proud to be
able to indicate to the house that there will be 75 per
cent local content in delivering this important
investment. It comes hot on the heels of our latest
announcement of 257 new jobs, generating $36 million
in investment because of $2.7 million worth of grants,
which I was pleased to announce on Friday as well. We
are back in the Latrobe Valley, and we are proud of it.

AFL stamp duty exemption
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) (11:14) — My
question is to the Treasurer. Treasurer, on 28 October
2016 you issued an exemption under the Docklands
Act 1991 which exempted the AFL from paying more
than $1.5 million in stamp duty for the purchase of
Etihad Stadium. Treasurer, in addition to giving the
AFL $225 million of taxpayer money to renovate
Etihad Stadium, why did you also give the AFL a
multimillion-dollar stamp duty exemption to buy it?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) (11:15) — Really, I do
thank the member for Malvern for his question. Why
did we do this? Why did we give this stamp duty
exemption? There could be a lot of reasons. You might
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think it is in the public interest — fair enough. You
might actually be told and have it demonstrated to you
that the previous Liberal-Nationals government gave
them a commitment not to hit them with stamp duty in
the event that a transfer occurred. So go and talk to
former Treasurer Stockdale —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER (11:15) — The member for
Essendon can leave the chamber for the period of
1 hour.
Honourable member for Essendon withdrew from
chamber.
Mr PALLAS — Why did we honour the agreement
given by former Treasurer Stockdale? Well, I don’t
know. We sort of think it is incumbent upon good
government to do that. Now, I did not want to do it. It
would have actually got some decent revenue for the
state. I thought it was a bad decision by the previous
government, but nonetheless we honoured the
commitments given by former Treasurer Stockdale.
Those opposite ought to go and talk to their mate.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! When the house comes
to order. Before calling the member for Malvern, I warn
him about shouting across the chamber.
Mr M. O’Brien — On a point of order, Speaker, to
hear the Treasurer talk about honouring commitments
of the previous government, given that he cost us
$1.3 billion, is just extraordinary. I would like to make
available to the house the Victoria Government Gazette,
signed by the Treasurer, giving the exemption.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! People are getting way
too excited.
Supplementary question
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) (11:17) — Treasurer,
if the AFL was already entitled to a massive
taxpayer-funded exemption on stamp duty, as you say,
to help it buy Etihad Stadium, why did you then give
the AFL a further $225 million of taxpayers money to
renovate it?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) (11:18) — I thank the
member for Malvern for his question again. Was that
right? He described it as a massive taxpayer subsidy —
from the former Liberal government. Anyway, why did
we sign these arrangements? Because the agreement
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provides long-term access to Etihad Stadium for other
codes and major events. Why did we sign it? Because
of an agreement to make the venue available and
flexible around AFL scheduling for other major events.
Why did we sign it?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER (11:18) — Order! The Treasurer
will resume his seat. There is too much shouting in the
chamber. The member for Ferntree Gully will leave the
chamber for the period of 1 hour.
Honourable member for Ferntree Gully withdrew
from chamber.
Mr PALLAS — Why did we sign it? Because we
are delivering infrastructure improvements for
rectangular sports codes to facilitate improved
atmosphere, presentation and conversion around the
rectangular mode. That is why we did it. We also did it
because we have been able to demonstrate that you can
walk and chew gum at the same time, that you can
quadruple your contributions to community sport
without even breaking pace.

Ministers statements: regional rail
infrastructure
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport)
(11:19) — I am pleased to rise to update the house on
the progress of works underway as part of the Andrews
Labor government’s big package of regional rail revival
works upgrading every regional passenger line. I am
delighted to say that work is underway right across the
state, including on the Bairnsdale line. At the Avon
River Bridge geotechnical works are underway. The
local member might be trying to tell some mistruths
about this, but work is well and truly underway right
across the state.
I am here to report to the house that there are some in
regional Victoria that are going around, whether it is in
Mildura or Gippsland, trying to convince those local
communities that once again they believe in regional
rail and that they believe in country train services. Of
course the people of Mildura remember who closed the
rail line. They remember well. There are some who are
telling Mildura that they are going to reopen this line. I
was interested to read in the Sunraysia Daily just
yesterday that the member for Mildura has told the
Sunraysia Daily that ‘passenger rail’s return wasn’t
likely in the next term of government’. Thank you to
the member for Mildura for letting the cat out of the
bag that they are not committed to the works on
reopening the line to Mildura.
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I now go to Gippsland. In Gippsland there is a proposal
that is being put about by some of a rail line for the
Gippsland community: no money, no plan and no
mention of the hundreds and hundreds of properties and
residential homes that would have to be acquired to
deliver this. We all know how the National Party likes
to think that it is the tail wagging the dog, but we know
that the member for Ripon has let the cat out of the bag.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order!
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is now debating issues rather than making a
ministers statement. I ask you to bring her back to
compliance with sessional orders.
The SPEAKER — I do ask the minister to come
back to making a statement. I ask the members for
Ripon and Gippsland South and the Minister for
Housing, Disability and Ageing to stop shouting across
the chamber.
Ms ALLAN — It is only Labor that will reopen and
reinvest in regional Victoria, and we know it is a unity
ticket between the Nats and the Libs, who close country
train lines.

Education funding
Mr T. SMITH (Kew) (11:22) — My question is to
the Minister for Education. At Middle Indigo Primary
School near Barnawartha, the school’s toilets are so bad
they are in fact old-fashioned long-drop toilets. Once a
term the school’s teachers have to manually empty
these toilets themselves into a nearby paddock. The
acting principal, James Farley, recently said:
I do not think any school in Australia should have to put up
with pooing in a hole.

For the cost of less than one of the 411 extra education
bureaucrats that you hired last year this problem could
have been fixed. Minister, in your so-called Education
State how is it fair that you prioritise 411 extra
bureaucrats over a proper toilet for primary school
children?
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) (11:23) —
I thank the member for Kew for his question. Before I
get to the substantive question and the community in
Barnawartha, I was also asked a question yesterday and
there were a number of —
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is not entitled to use a preamble to an answer
to try to address an answer that he did not tackle
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effectively yesterday. I ask you to bring him back to
answering the specific question that was asked by the
member for Kew.
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$33 000 that toilet could be replaced, but the minister
prioritised 411 extra senior bureaucrats instead of the
toilet. I would ask you to ask the minister to come back
to actually answering the question about the toilet at
Middle Indigo Primary School.

Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, in
addition to referencing Middle Indigo Primary School
the member also went into a substantial amount of
detail on issues that he wrapped around the question.
This becomes part of the question, and it is entirely
appropriate for the Minister for Education, the Deputy
Premier, to address some of that context in answering
the question.

The SPEAKER — Order! The initial part of the
question did reference the specific issue at this primary
school, but then there was a broader question about
how it could be fair that this situation could exist. The
minister is being relevant to the question. I ask the
minister to answer the question.

The SPEAKER — Order! The minister had only
been answering the question for a few seconds, given
the interjections. I ask the minister to answer the
question.

Mr MERLINO — Thank you, Speaker. I am happy
to move to the substantive issue for Middle Indigo
Primary School. I am just making the point that you
cannot trust what the member for Kew says.

Mr MERLINO — The point I was going to make is
that I have got to check the facts, because what comes
out of the mouth of the member for Kew is incorrect.
What he said yesterday — the member for Kew was
wrong yesterday. I indicated to the member for Kew
that I would take up his question and I would
investigate the issue with the Victorian School Building
Authority, and the clear advice I got from the authority
yesterday was that the member for Kew was wrong and
that the accessible building program application,
submitted by Cobden Technical School on behalf of
Joe, was not rejected.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, on relevance,
Speaker, the question to the minister was about the state
of toilets at Middle Indigo Primary School. It was not
about a school in Cobden, which might have been in
yesterday’s question for the minister. I am sorry he was
not over his brief yesterday, but we have moved on to
asking about another school that he has refused to fund,
and I ask you to bring him back to answering the
question about Middle Indigo primary today.
Ms Allan — Further on the point of order, Speaker,
it is appropriate. There was substantial commentary that
the member added to the question that he asked of the
minister, and it related also to commentary that he gave
to the house yesterday that, as the Deputy Premier has
said, was wrong. And it is entirely appropriate for the
minister to point out to the house that you really cannot
believe a lot that comes from those opposite and that he
has to question the facts of the issue.
Mr Walsh — Further on the point of order, Speaker,
nothing in the question that the shadow Minister for
Education asked relates to the Cobden school. This is
about Middle Indigo Primary School and the fact that
they have a long-drop toilet and the fact is that for

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Riordan — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister has spent nearly a minute on yesterday’s issue
of Cobden Technical School. The Cobden Technical
School community and principal have contacted me
this morning to congratulate us on getting a decision
reversed yesterday. The minister has misled the
house —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER (11:28) — Order! The member for
Bass will leave the chamber for the period of 1 hour. I
will not tolerate that level of shouting.
Honourable member for Bass withdrew from
chamber.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER (11:29) — Order! The member for
Warrandyte will leave the chamber for the period of
1 hour. I ask the member for Warrandyte to see me in
the chamber after this question time. I will not have
members reflecting on the Chair.
Honourable member for Warrandyte withdrew
from chamber.
Mr MERLINO — So, Speaker, in relation to
Cobden Technical School, it has never been rejected.
There was a second occupational therapist report into
the needs of Joe and the school community, and Joe
and his family will be supported.
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Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister might be embarrassed about the situation with
Cobden Technical School, but he cannot use an answer
to another question to try to exculpate himself from the
situation. He has got five opportunities to make a
ministers statement on the subject of he wants to, or he
can bring a personal explanation or a motion to the
house. I do ask you to bring him back to answering the
question about Middle Indigo Primary School and the
very serious issues that they are facing.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister to
come back to answering the question.
Mr MERLINO — Thanks, Speaker. The member
for Kew was wrong yesterday; he is wrong today. In
regard to Middle Indigo Primary School I am advised
that the school has recently sought advice from the
department about its concerns with the toilets. It is my
understanding that the toilet facilities do require
maintenance. The school has been working with the
Department of Education and Training’s North-Eastern
Regional Office to resolve this issue. So it is a serious
issue. It is being resolved, and we will get a resolution
for the school. We do not need lies from the member
for Kew, and communities across Victoria know that
the only governments that invest in schools are Labor
governments.
Mr T. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, I
tolerated some of the hyperbole around the minister’s
response, but I will not tolerate this minister calling the
principal of Cobden Technical School a liar through
me. I ask that you ask him to withdraw that comment
immediately.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition! The member for Kew’s point of order
suggested that comment was directed at a member not
in this place — at a principal. The minister indicates it
was directed to another member of this place. I ask the
minister to withdraw.
Mr Merlino — I withdraw.
The SPEAKER — The minister has concluded his
answer.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER (11:32) — Order! The member for
Hastings will leave the chamber for the period of 1 hour.
Honourable member for Hastings withdrew from
chamber.
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Supplementary question
Mr T. SMITH (Kew) (11:32) — The cost of giving
these children a proper toilet is just $33 000, less than
three months salary of one of your 94 extra public
service level 6 bureaucrats that you have employed
over the last year. Can you now tell the families from
this school and the teachers who have to empty these
toilets why, despite their repeated pleas to fix this
disgrace, you chose to spend $38 million on hiring new
bureaucrats but refuse to spend $33 000 on a new toilet
for Middle Indigo Primary School?
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) (11:33) —
Firstly, the toilet at Middle Indigo will be fixed. It is
underway as we speak. Secondly, in regard to the
so-called ‘fat cats’ from those opposite: speech
pathologists, psychologists, welfare workers —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order!
Mr T. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Deputy Premier is misleading the house. No works are
being undertaken at Middle Indigo. There is still a
long-drop toilet at Middle Indigo. You have done
nothing about this — stop lying.
The SPEAKER — Order! Before calling the
Minister for Education, the word that has been used on
both sides of the chamber today — members know what
I am referring to — is not parliamentary language, and I
ask members not to use that.
Mr MERLINO — On the point of order, Speaker, I
have made it quite clear to the house that the school is
working with the department’s north-eastern regional
office to resolve this issue. We will resolve this issue.
And I can tell you what: there were not any staff in the
regional office when those opposite were last in
government.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
Mr MERLINO — The staff they talk about are
speech pathologists, psychologists and wellbeing staff
supporting students and supporting schools. The cat
was let out of the bag this morning when the Leader of
the Opposition said he will cut, just like they did when
they were last in government, teachers, nurses,
firefighters and TAFE — cut under the Leader of the
Opposition.
Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER (11:35) — Order! The member for
Kew will leave the chamber for the period of 1 hour.

currently on stage 3 water restrictions, securing water
and ensuring employers like Burra Foods can survive.

Honourable member for Kew withdrew from
chamber.

In this budget $10 million goes to Mitiamo, again a
long-awaited project ignored by the previous
government. And of course there is the important East
Grampians water supply project — $32 million. In fact
thank goodness these communities have Labor
governments. Some of them would not survive if it was
for those opposite. We have got communities like the
Wimmera-Mallee relying on pipelines — they would
not be there without a Labor government. Of course
you would think relevant local members would be on
the same page, fighting to get commonwealth funding
for this, but apparently no: they are focused on their
own jobs, apparently focused on knocking off National
Party members. Lots of time and energy is being spent
on poking the bear.

Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, this has nothing to do with answering the
member’s question. And more to the point, the minister
is yet again just making — without using your word —
things up on the run.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER (11:35) — Order! I ask the member
for Oakleigh to also leave the chamber for the period of
1 hour.
Honourable member for Oakleigh withdrew from
chamber.
The SPEAKER — I will not have members
interjecting when a point of order is being made and I
am trying to listen to the point of order. I ask the
minister to come back to answering the question.
Mr MERLINO — We on this side of the house will
invest in education — the biggest school-building
program the state has ever seen, the biggest increase in
funds for disadvantaged students that the state has ever
seen. We will invest in staff to support our schools and
support our kids. We will not cut them, unlike the
Leader of the Opposition.

Ministers statements: water security
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Water) (11:36) — I
wanted to update the house today on the extensive work
this government is doing to improve water security
right across our state. Over the last four years we have
been investing substantially in new pipelines and in
water-efficiency measures to ensure that we have the
most productive, most efficient and most cost-effective
way of delivering security and certainty in terms of
water to our rural and regional communities.
There is $40 million in the South West Loddon water
supply project — stage 1 over, stage 2 underway —
one of those projects ignored by the previous
government. We are investing in the next stage of the
Macalister irrigation district modernisation — over
200 jobs in the construction, ongoing jobs and of course
the viability of that region. We have fixed the mess left
by the previous government in terms of the connections
project, securing water for the Goulburn-Murray
irrigation district region. We are building the Lance
Creek project, a project critical to communities that are

Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is now proceeding to debate issues rather than
making a ministers statement. You cautioned a number
of ministers yesterday about complying with sessional
orders. I ask you again to caution the minister to
comply with sessional orders on this matter.
The SPEAKER — I ask the minister to come back
to making a statement.
Ms NEVILLE — We are focused on delivering
water security right across Victoria. Maybe the Leader
of The Nationals and the member for Ripon could use
some of their energy fighting the commonwealth
government and getting some of this money.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister has
concluded her statement.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, again the
minister is defying your ruling. It has now become
quite a pattern of defiance of your rulings. I do submit
that it is appropriate for you to assert your authority and
bring ministers to account if they fail to comply with
your rulings or with sessional orders.
The SPEAKER — I thank the member for Box Hill
for his encouragement.

Caulfield South Primary School
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) (11:38) — My
question is to the Minister for Education. Distraught
parents from Caulfield South Primary School are utterly
frustrated and appalled at the dilapidated school
toilets — so disgusting that students are refusing to use
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them, resulting in students suffering and risking bladder
infections. Minister, why despite repeated pleas has
your government failed to deliver desperately needed
funding to repair these disgraceful toilets at Caulfield
South Primary School, yet you can find an additional
$38 million this year to employ more departmental
bureaucrats who will not teach a single child?
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) (11:39) —
I thank the member for Caulfield for his question,
written and authorised by the member for Kew, and for
that reason I will have to check the facts.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hawthorn! The member for Yan Yean!
Mr Southwick — On a point of order, Speaker, I
am sure the humour that the minister is trying to play
will not please my constituents in Caulfield South. The
students are suffering bladder infections because they
cannot use the toilets and this minister wants to laugh
and make a joke of this question. He is a joke!
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Caulfield will resume his seat. The Minister for
Education will come to answering the question.
Mr MERLINO — I am happy to answer the
question, but I was just making the point that I will have
to check the facts. This is an admission of failure from
those opposite. They are asking us to do what they failed
to do in their entire time in office. If you want a
comparison of who values education and who does not,
in the electorate of Caulfield there was $197 000 for
schools in four years; under the Andrews Labor
government, $15.6 million. So do not give me or anyone
on this side a lecture on investment in education.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, I know the minister is rather animated, but
he is still yet to address the issue of the school toilets at
Caulfield South primary. I know he may be animated,
but he might want to actually address the question that
the member for Caulfield has asked him.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister is entitled
to set a broader context, but I do ask him now to come
to answering the question.
Mr MERLINO — Thank you, Speaker. I will
investigate this matter. I will check the facts of the
question from the member for Caulfield. I will engage
with the Victorian School Building Authority and with
the Caulfield South Primary School community, but

1517

our record is investment in education — $197 000
against $15.6 million.
Supplementary question
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) (11:42) — Minister,
when school council president Melanie Gordon, a
mother of three, approached your department out of
desperation, she was informed that funding for the
Caulfield South Primary School toilets was not a
priority. With kids getting bladder infections because
they cannot use the toilets and your government
refusing to upgrade these toilets, what is it going to take
to fix these toilets? I invite you to come with me and
visit Caulfield South, look at these toilets yourself and
see just how bad they are. I ask you to upgrade these
toilets. Minister, visit Caulfield South with me and look
the parents in the eye and tell them why you are not
fixing their toilets.
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) (11:43) —
I thank the member for his supplementary question.
What a failure as a local member he was when he was
in government. When you were on these benches over
here on the government side, you delivered nothing for
your community — nothing at all.
Mr Hodgett — On a point of order, Speaker, this is
not an opportunity to attack the member for Caulfield.
This is a matter for the minister to take some
responsibility for this school or at least have the guts or
courage to go out and visit with the member. I would
ask you to bring the minister back to answering the
question.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will come
back to answering the question.
Mr MERLINO — As I have indicated, I will work
with the Victorian School Building Authority and
engage with the Caulfield South Primary School
community, but I will not do so with the failed local
member opposite. We invest in education, unlike those
opposite. You can speak about schools and education
every day of the week.

Ministers statements: TAFE funding
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) (11:44) —
I rise to update the house on the Andrews Labor
government’s investment in regional TAFE. The
Andrews Labor government’s latest investment is
$644 million to continue to transform the skills and
training opportunities for Victorians. It includes over
$120 million in three major capital TAFE projects.
There is $35.5 million to upgrade Federation Training’s
Morwell campus to deliver a market-leading training
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facility sitting alongside our tech school and the
emerging high-tech precinct in what will be a
world-class education hub in Morwell. A master plan
and design phase will commence shortly to develop a
new training facility at the port of Sale site as part of a
$25 million commitment to the local community and
regional students, and there is $60 million to revitalise
Bendigo Kangan Institute at the Bendigo city campus.
But it was not always like this for TAFE, particularly
for our regional TAFEs. I take you back to 2012 at the
Waratah training restaurant in Morwell, which was one
of three GippsTAFE restaurants where apprentice chefs
learned their trade before heading out into the
Gippsland region to work. It was a TAFE that suffered
a forced amalgamation. It was a restaurant that was
closed down by those opposite. Those opposite should
apologise for their cuts, but as the Leader of The
Nationals has put it, ‘Don’t apologise because I know
you won’t mean it’ — and that is the Liberals for you.
Labor’s investment is saving TAFE. We reopened the
restaurant, and the CEO has said of our recent budget
initiatives:
This significant investment is a vote of confidence in TAFE
and we are determined to begin work immediately …

Only Labor supports TAFE; only those opposite cut
education.

Education funding
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) (11:46) — My
question is to the Minister for Education. Minister,
yesterday and today you have claimed that the
411 education officials hired by you in the last financial
year were in fact psychologists, speech pathologists and
occupational therapists rather than bureaucrats in
departmental offices, yet your own figures from public
accounts show that none of the 411 additional
bureaucrats work in these professions; they are all
departmental officers. Minister, why are you repeatedly
lying to — misleading — the desperate parents and
students of Middle Indigo primary, Caulfield South
primary, Echuca Specialist School and Cobden
Technical School with claims that your additional
411 bureaucrats are all support staff when your own
figures show they are not?
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) (11:48) —
I thank the Leader of the Opposition for his question.
Victorian public service (VPS) staff are staff at regional
offices that support our schools and our students. VPS
staff are student support service officers that support
our kids to engage with our schools. We have got the
biggest building program that the state has ever seen —
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$1.25 billion in this year’s budget, the same as four
years under those opposite.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr MERLINO — You need people to help us
build those schools and upgrade those schools.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, I note the minister has not addressed the
substantive point of the question, which is that his own
itemised figures show that none of those professions
that he has been listing — psychologists, speech
pathologists, occupational therapists — are part of the
411 extra, $38 million extra, that he has been trying to
explain away. I ask you to bring him back to answering
that question.
The SPEAKER — I understand the Leader of the
Opposition’s point of order, but the minister is being
responsive to the question.
Mr MERLINO — Absolutely. VPS staff, regional
staff, supporting our Koori kids right across regional
Victoria, directly supporting the professional
learning —
Mr Walsh — On a point of order, Speaker, on the
issue of relevance, the minister yesterday in response to
a question said:
… they are wellbeing workers — they are psychologists, they
are speech pathologists.

He clearly said that yesterday. He has been caught out
misleading the house. He has been asked why he
misled the house and whether he will correct the record.
I ask you to bring him back to answering that question,
because in Hansard yesterday he clearly said they were
those professions. He has been caught out misleading
the house by the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee (PAEC) questionnaire, by his own
department’s evidence to PAEC.
Ms Hutchins — On the point of order, Speaker, the
minister is being more than relevant. Those opposite
would not understand, because they cut 4200 jobs from
the public service when they were in office.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition! The minister to continue his answer.
Mr MERLINO — It was confirmed this morning
by the Leader of the Opposition and confirmed again
by the questions here today. We know who is going to
be cut if they ever get into government again — we

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Wednesday, 23 May 2018

ASSEMBLY

know. Regional staff that support kids with additional
needs; regional staff that support our Indigenous
children; regional staff that support children who are
suffering from family violence; regional staff that
support our student support officers; regional staff and
staff in the department that are building the education
state — 70 new schools and 1300 upgrades — those are
the staff that every one of those are going to cut if they
ever get into government. Shame on you.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is not answering the question. He has been
exposed in the falsity of the answers that he gave to the
house yesterday. He has been asked to account for his
misleading of the house. I ask you to bring him back to
doing so.
The SPEAKER — The minister was answering the
question but then strayed from answering the question.
I ask him to come back to it.
Mr MERLINO — These are staff that are
supporting our students, that are supporting families,
that are supporting schools. These are staff that they cut
to the bone when they were last in government, and
they will do it again, as confirmed this morning by the
Leader of the Opposition.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is both misleading the house afresh and
defying your order, and I ask you to direct him to
answer the question as asked.
The SPEAKER — The minister has concluded his
answer.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) (11:52) —
Minister, you have been clearly caught out misleading
this house and directly misleading the parents of
Middle Indigo and Caulfield South primary schools,
Echuca Specialist School and Cobden Technical School
with claims that these bureaucrats are in fact all
psychologists, speech pathologists, occupational
therapists. Minister, why have you increased your
departmental bureaucracy by 18 per cent in just one
year yet increased the number of actual classroom
teachers by barely 1 per cent in the same time?
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) (11:53) —
The Andrews Labor government has delivered
thousands of extra teachers to our schools over our
three and a half years in government. I mean, for
goodness sake, additional teachers, additional student
support service officers, speech pathologists,
psychologists, additional staff to support schools, our
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turnaround teams that are going into schools that need
additional support —
Mr Walsh — On a point of order, Speaker, on the
issue of relevance, the question was very clearly about
why the minister has increased his departmental
bureaucracy by 18 per cent but barely increased the
teaching staff by 1 per cent.
Mr Pakula interjected.
The SPEAKER — The Attorney-General!
Mr Walsh — Read the PAEC questionnaire.
The SPEAKER — Order! Through the Chair.
Mr Walsh — I ask you, Speaker, to actually bring
the minister back to answering the question that was
asked by the Leader of the Opposition.
The SPEAKER — The Leader of The Nationals is
correct about the framing of the question, but I think the
minister was directly responding to the question that
was asked.
Mr MERLINO — The question as to why is
because every single member on this side of the
chamber values education. They value education. We
support our schools, we support our students, our
teachers and our principals. We do not cut staff. I am
proud of the additional staff we have delivered, because
they are making our schools better places to be.

Ministers statements: regional and rural roads
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) (11:55) — I rise to update the house on the
record investment in country roads in Victoria — and
what a marvellous budget it is. There is no better friend
of country roads than the Andrews Labor
government — $941 million, a record spend. We do not
talk about roads; we actually get on and rebuild them
and build them.
If you look at what the breakdown is, there is a record
spend in rehabilitation with $168 million; $165 million
for resurfacing; $229 million to save country lives; and
$197 million that was going to the east–west link, which
we actually ensured went into country roads. We have
also put $100 million into helping country councils
build roads, to ensure they actually build roads and do
not just use it in their general revenue. There are no
blank cheques from this government; we are looking for
outcomes for the community. Also there is substantial
funding for land acquisition for the Kilmore bypass. I
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know a member for Northern Victoria Region in the
other place — and what a marvellous job she has done.
While we are out there crusading for country roads, I
notice that there was a little bit of crusading occurring
at the Liberal state conference by the member for
Ripon. A bit of ‘stacks on’ the National Party —
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is again departing from making a ministers
statement. If he wants to talk about the industrial left’s
video and its impact on his portfolio, that would be in
order. He is not permitted to canvass other issues, and I
ask you to bring him back to compliance.
The SPEAKER — The minister to stay on making
a ministers statement.
Mr DONNELLAN — We on this side of the house
are doing a lot of crusading to ensure that we upgrade
our country roads — absolutely ensure it. We do not
need to look to Bishop Bastiaan for encyclical rights to
go ahead and do that. We know that we need to do this
to ensure —
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is continuing a pattern of defying your
authority as the chair. I do submit that if the minister
continues to do so, you need to discipline him and
refuse to hear him further.
The SPEAKER — The minister is to continue
making his statement and come back to making his
statement.
Mr DONNELLAN — Thank you, Speaker. We
know that this crusade is important. We know we need
to keep country roads up to scratch, but I do hear that
Brother Walsh would like to actually apply a
mandatory interlock device to the member for Ripon to
‘close thy mouth’.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Ms Asher — Speaker, my point of order relates to
constituency questions yesterday, and I refer you to
page 11 in Hansard from yesterday under the heading
‘Bentleigh electorate’, where the member for Bentleigh
raised a matter relating to Elsternwick Park. Can I
advise you that Elsternwick Park is 100 per cent located
in the electorate of Brighton, my electorate. I am asking
you to rule this question out of order because it is not in
order to ask a question about someone else’s
constituency. If I can refer to sessional order 7(1), it
clearly states that members are entitled to ask questions
‘relating to constituency matters’. I also make the point
that if this question were ruled in order, every single
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member in this place could simply adopt the technique
used by the member for Bentleigh, and that is to say, ‘I
have received a letter that is signed by a lot of people’,
and then proceed to ask a constituency question about
someone else’s electorate. Constituency questions are
for a member’s own electorate.
In fairness to you or whoever was in the chair, Speaker,
I do not expect whoever was in the chair to know that
Elsternwick Park is in the electorate of Brighton, but I
do wish to point it out now. If the member for
Bentleigh were interested in Brighton, that indeed
would be odd. Liberal members for Bentleigh are very
interested in Brighton because they want their
electorates redistributed there, but this is the first time I
have seen interest from a Labor member for Bentleigh
in the Brighton electorate. This is a key ruling I submit
to you respectfully, Speaker — that these constituency
questions as specified under the sessional orders relate
to one’s own constituency and not to another
constituency. I would ask that you rule that question
out of order.
The SPEAKER — I thank the member for Brighton
for that point of order. I will consider the matter in
Hansard and come back to the house on that
particular matter.

Caulfield electorate
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) (12:00) — (14 411)
My question is for the Minister for Planning. I raise an
issue on behalf of 1300 local petition signatories who
are outraged by the Elsternwick rezoning master plan,
which will increase the local population by over 20 per
cent with no consideration of the impacts on amenity,
infrastructure and traffic congestion. Residents are also
confused at the seemingly different rules for different
electorates, whereby the areas of Bentleigh and
Carnegie are benefiting from interim height controls as
low as four to five storeys whereas sections of
Elsternwick have no current height limits and could
face up to 20-storey apartment complexes. The current
Elsternwick rezoning plan is entirely inconsistent and
incompatible with the local area. Can the minister
provide an answer to concerned Elsternwick residents
as to why there are these inconsistencies, whereby one
electorate, the marginal seat of Bentleigh, is benefiting
in comparison with another electorate, my electorate
of Caulfield?

Yuroke electorate
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) (12:01) — (14 412) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Health.
How is the Andrews Labor government planning for

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Wednesday, 23 May 2018

ASSEMBLY

future health services in the Yuroke electorate? From
the new supercare pharmacy in Craigieburn to a huge
investment in improving the Northern Hospital, this
government has done outstanding work to improve
health services for Yuroke residents. With rapid
population growth, I know that residents and
stakeholders across my community are keen to know
that into the future they will continue to access quality
health care close to home when they need it most.

Lowan electorate
Ms KEALY (Lowan) (12:02) — (14 413) My
question is to the Treasurer, and the information I seek
is: when will the government make payment on
significantly overdue debts to Hamilton small business
C&J Engineering Supplies related to unpaid invoices
made out to the Department of Environment, Land,
Water and Planning and the Department of Economic
Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources? These
debts currently total $6894.45 and relate to invoices
dating back as far back as 2014.
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Mornington electorate
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) (12:03) — (14 415)
My question is for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety. In August 2017 I asked the minister in this
house to provide traffic counts for Main Street in
Mornington. He responded in October that the average
daily two-way count was approximately 14 689 cars.
The minister also indicated that VicRoads was
investigating potential works to improve pedestrian
safety in the southern section of the street and that the
improvement was expected to be the provision of an
additional pedestrian refuge island. While I appreciate
that any works will be an improvement given the
volume of traffic, I am not sure this is going to help
much. This is a problem that is not going away. So I
ask: on what date or dates was the traffic count
undertaken, and was a further traffic count conducted
since the original question was asked? If so, when was
that further count undertaken and what was the result,
and what is the practical maximum daily two-way
traffic capacity for Main Street?

While almost $7000 is small change to the Victorian
government, to carry that level of bad debt for such a
long period of time is a huge financial burden to a small
business. The extensive input of time to try to get the
government to pay its debts is another significant stress
and cost burden. It is simply unfair that the big
Victorian government is imposing such a financial
pressure on a small business. I emailed the Treasurer’s
office last week to attempt to resolve the matter, but as
of this morning still no payment has been made and
no-one from the Treasurer’s office has even bothered to
contact C&J Engineering to attempt to resolve the
matter. I therefore ask the Treasurer: when will the
Victorian government make payment on all monies
owed to C&J Engineering dating back to 2014 and
totalling $6894.45?

Ms SULEYMAN (St Albans) (12:04) — (14 416)
My constituency question is for the Minister for Sport,
and I ask: what grants or programs are available to
sporting clubs in my electorate of St Albans? I have
received many enquiries from local sporting clubs
seeking funding information in relation to upgrading
their club facilities. As the minister is aware, sporting
clubs play an important role in our communities. They
also help to establish communities and a sense of
belonging. The sporting clubs throughout St Albans are
working very hard to improve their facilities and to
make them better places for all to participate. I know
that the Labor government is very supportive of our
local sporting clubs.

Carrum electorate

Prahran electorate

Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) (12:03) — (14 414) My
constituency question is for the Minister for Public
Transport. Minister, my community is genuinely excited
about and wholeheartedly welcomes funding in the
recent state budget for a new bus service linking Carrum
Downs and Skye with Cranbourne and Seaford railway
station. Constituents who live in my electorate shop,
work and access services in Cranbourne, but if they do
not drive they will be unable to get there. Now that the
funding for the new bus service has been announced,
my constituents would like to know: what are the next
steps in getting this vital service up and running?

Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) (12:05) — (14 417) My
constituency question is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety, and I ask: will funding from the school
area safety initiative announced in this year’s budget be
allocated to fix the South Yarra Primary School
crossing at Punt Road? Parents have regularly raised
this dangerous crossing with the government over a
number of years — a crossing that was made worse by
its botched relocation by the former government.
Through my campaign to fix local pedestrian crossings,
the minister would have received almost a hundred
letters from parents calling for it to be fixed before a
serious accident happens. In his most recent answer to
my question about the crossing, the minister stated that

St Albans electorate
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as a result of the road safety audit VicRoads notified the
maintenance team to install a different colour tactile
ground surface indicator as the need arises. Well, I
would say the need is there. The question now is: will
this occur? I am also advised that there is no crossing
supervisor at Punt Road and Commercial Road, which
is a busy intersection. If this is the case, will funding be
provided for that?
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Labor government help kindergartens in the
Broadmeadows area? I am aware of a number of early
childhood services in Broadmeadows that want to apply
for a range of different grants. These include
Broadmeadows Pre-School, Meadows Primary School
kindergarten, Lorne Street Kindergarten, Upfield
Kindergarten, Belle Vue Park Kindergarten and Will
Will Rook Glenroy Pre-School Centre. I look forward
to a response from the minister.

Sunbury electorate
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) (12:06) — (14 418) My
question is for the Minister for Education. Minister,
which schools in my electorate are likely to be involved
in the recently announced Head Start apprenticeships
and traineeships program? I am delighted that the
Andrews Labor government will deliver up to
1700 new apprenticeships and traineeships in priority
industries and traditional trades at 100 secondary
schools across Victoria. I am thrilled that since coming
to government we have invested over $44 million to
fund schools in the Sunbury electorate. Compare this
figure to the four years under the former Liberal
government, where local schools only received
$1.76 million. I am excited for my community to be
involved in the Head Start program and for the
opportunities that it will deliver. This state is seeing
more infrastructure than ever before. We are a growing
state. We need a skilled workforce that is going to take
us through the next decade and beyond. We are getting
things done and we are getting on with it.

Polwarth electorate
Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) (12:07) — (14 419) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change. Why is your
department sending mixed messages today to the many
Crown leaseholders in my electorate about how this
government deals with important expressions of interest
for iconic public places? Last week your department
advised tenderers that it was cancelling the Cape Otway
lightstation expression of interest and would take direct
control over the lease. However, today on ABC radio
Ballarat and on the Jon Faine program your department
said it was not cancelling the expressions of interest but
instead planned to work with traditional owner groups.
How can we expect business groups to invest in and
take seriously public projects with such a poorly run
shemozzle of a tender process?

Broadmeadows electorate
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) (12:08) —
(14 420) My constituency question is to the Minister for
Early Childhood Education. How can the Andrews
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Constituency questions
The SPEAKER (12:08) — The member for
Essendon yesterday raised a point of order asking me to
review the constituency question asked by the member
for Bass. Having reviewed the transcript, it is clear that
the member for Bass did not direct his question to a
particular minister, and the question is therefore out
of order.
I reviewed the other constituency questions from
yesterday, and my view is that they are admissible.
However, I do encourage members to specify a minister
and pose a question at the start of their allocated time.
Members may then provide additional information
about the issue if time permits.

Questions without notice
The SPEAKER (12:09) — The member for
Malvern asked me to review the responsiveness of the
Treasurer’s answers yesterday to the member’s first two
substantive questions. In the answer to the first question
about land for AFL headquarters, I rule that the
Treasurer’s answer was responsive, though he began to
debate the question, which was unhelpful, and I caution
ministers against this. The answer to the second
question about funding for the north-east link project
was responsive to the question.

OFFSHORE PETROLEUM AND
GREENHOUSE GAS STORAGE
AMENDMENT BILL 2017
Council’s amendments
Debate resumed.
Motion agreed to.
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SERIOUS OFFENDERS BILL 2018
Second reading
Debate resumed from 9 May; motion of
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police).
Opposition amendments circulated by Mr CLARK
(Box Hill) under standing orders.
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) (12:10) — The Serious
Offenders Bill 2018 is a bill that seeks to consolidate
and extend the law relating to the protection of the
community from ongoing risks posed by serious
offenders after they have completed their prison
sentence. The main issue with this bill is not so much
what is in it but what is not in it. The conceptual
structure of the bill is that those who are judged by
courts to be a future risk to the community should be
liable to be subject to civil constraint in the interests of
the community. In some senses this is akin to a civil
injunction, but it does impose considerable burdens on
the person who is subject to such an order and it is
therefore appropriate that a restraint can be imposed on
them not just based on an assertion of risk in the
abstract but on a risk demonstrated by the fact of their
prior serious offending. In a sense being made liable to
ongoing restraint is one of the consequences of the
prior offending.
As a Parliament and as a community we have come a
long way since the debates of the late 1980s and into
the 1990s that focused around an offender by the name
of Garry David and a grappling by the community as to
whether or not he was mentally ill and therefore liable
to ongoing detention under mental health law, or
whether his risk was simply a manifestation of a
malevolent or evil disposition, in which case that
remedy was not available and the Parliament had to
confront the issue of whether or not it should pass
specific legislation that addressed his situation.
Nowadays I think we have rightly come to the
recognition that in order to address risks to the
community we do not need to come to a definitive
answer as to whether a person is a risk due to mental
illness or to an inclination to violent or dangerous
conduct — in other words, to make a decision between
whether an individual is ‘mad’ or ‘bad’, as it was put in
those days. Instead we recognise that the risk to the
community can come from either source and indeed
that in the case of many offenders there may be a
combination of those factors. So we have moved
progressively, first of all, to a regime that has allowed
the post-sentence detention or supervision of serious
sexual offenders and are now at the point where that is
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being extended to offenders who have committed other
forms of serious, violent crime based on an assessment
that they are an ongoing serious risk to the community.
As I indicated at the outset, the main issue about this
bill, the main problem with this bill, is not so much
what is in it — although I will come to the range of
issues about its content — but that it is being forced to
operate as part of a sentencing regime where many of
the sentences being imposed by judges in our courts are
hopelessly inadequate. The Andrews government has
been characterised throughout its term by a
soft-on-crime philosophy. This has been manifested in
its failure for a long time to increase police numbers,
which resulted in a fall in the total number of police per
capita in this state and a fall in absolute terms in the
number of frontline police. This, together with the
government’s failure to respond to weak judgements in
the courts and emerging new crime threats, has allowed
a culture and view to prevail amongst would-be
criminals that the law is soft and that they can get away
with it. This in turn has led to soaring levels of crimes
of assault and violence along with home invasions,
burglaries, motor vehicle thefts and other crime.
Just about every day we read of sentences imposed by
our courts that are way out of line with the intentions of
Parliament on behalf of the community and that apply a
distorted and misconceived view of the law in general
and the principles of sentencing in particular. If
offenders were given longer jail terms in the first
place — terms that adequately deterred crime and
protected the community — there would be far fewer
occasions where the sort of post-sentence regime being
legislated for in this bill was necessary. However, with
the government’s condoning of weak sentencing by our
courts, many more offenders are receiving sentences
that are so short that they continue to be a serious risk
and threat to the community when they finish
their sentences.
When judges get it wrong it is up to the government of
the day to bring legislation to this Parliament to set them
right. When judges get it seriously wrong the
government of the day needs to do so urgently.
However, the track record of the Andrews government
has been to sit on its hands and do nothing for a long
time. When governments sit on their hands like that, it
sends a very bad message to the courts — namely, that
the government and the Parliament are happy with the
direction that they are taking. The Andrews government
failed for a long time to even try to set the courts right in
relation to community correction orders (CCOs) despite
the Liberal-Nationals coalition pointing to the need for
urgent action right from the time of the Court of
Appeal’s badly flawed guideline judgement in
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December 2014. Similarly the Andrews government sat
on their hands when a number of Court of Appeal
judges refused to apply the Parliament’s baseline
sentencing laws in late 2015. Yet again the Andrews
government failed to act when judges started to
misapply the special reasons criteria in relation to
minimum sentences, which has resulted in the most
recent very bad misapplication of the law in relation to
an attack on ambulance paramedics. This last experience
has eventually led to the government scrambling to
respond, making a big announcement yesterday that
they would do something about it at last, but in fact not
actually doing anything about it for some time. In the
meantime the Liberal-Nationals have not just talked
about doing something; we have acted. The shadow
Attorney-General has a fully drafted bill which could be
passed by the Parliament this week, yet the government
has refused even to allow the bill to be introduced into
the Parliament. It is hard to overstate the hypocrisy of
the government in this regard, in claiming that they
intend to act urgently but not actually being prepared to
do so, and instead blocking any attempt by anyone else
to act urgently to fix the problem.
The other issue this bill leaves unaddressed is the
seeming inability or unwillingness of the Office of
Public Prosecutions (OPP) to press hard on
prosecutions and to appeal against wrong judgements
and inadequate sentences. Whether this is due to flawed
policy and philosophy within the OPP, the enormous
pressure to clear cases off their books that they are
facing with the surge in crime over recent years or the
demoralisation and resignation of those in that office in
the face of repeated weak sentences and rulings by the
courts is a matter that is hard to judge. However, many
involved in the legal system are firmly of the view that
in recent years the Office of Public Prosecutions has
been far too ready to compromise and to drop more
serious charges in order to secure guilty pleas to lesser
charges. This seems to be occurring right across the
board, and in particular in relation to the dropping of
charges that carry a statutory minimum sentence, such
as coward’s punch killings, in order to obtain a plea of
guilty to a lesser charge. It has been claimed by sources
connected to the OPP that it would be too hard for them
to prove the elements of an offence such as a coward’s
punch killing. But as far as I am aware that claim has
never been tested in a court, and many would suspect it
is just a convenient excuse. Certainly it is hard to see
how there could be any doubt that the elements of the
coward’s punch offence are made out when an attacker
rushes up behind the victim and assaults them with a
coward’s punch without the victim ever seeing his or
her attacker.
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There is also concern about the reluctance of the OPP
to appeal weak sentences and dubious decisions. There
was some media reporting recently about the successes
of the OPP in having sentences increased in a small
number of particularly egregious cases, but for each of
those successfully appealed cases there are scores
where many would feel that the sentence was
inadequate but which were not appealed. Similarly
many wise legal heads are of the view that the High
Court would have taken a very dim view of the Court
of Appeal’s approach to the decision in relation to
baseline sentencing. However, the OPP did not appeal
that decision so we will never have the opportunity to
know what the High Court would have ruled on it, and
in the meantime the Court of Appeal’s decisions on that
case and the CCO case, coupled with the government’s
procrastination in making any response to these
decisions, have allowed the message to spread
throughout the legal system that soft on crime is the
way to go. Similarly the government’s failure to act in a
timely and effective manner to stop bail being given to
accused persons who pose a high risk of offending,
including those with a record of prior serious offending,
has contributed to the growing contempt for the law and
to the huge amount of offending by those who have
been granted bail. I and several colleagues heard very
recently of the continuing serious effects that is having
in relation to family violence perpetrators being granted
bail and thereby posing an ongoing threat to their
victims and to others.
Last but certainly not least, the corrections system has
also been appallingly run by the Andrews government.
We have had four corrections ministers in three years.
We have had riots and lawlessness being allowed to
flourish in both adult jails and juvenile custody. That is
the context in which this bill comes to the house. In the
middle of the law and order crisis this bill is an attempt
to plug one hole in a justice system dyke from which
water is gushing out through multiple holes.
When we turn to the structure and operation of this bill,
it is set out in considerable detail in the second-reading
speech, and I do not intend to repeat all that is in that
speech. In short, the bill proposes to repeal and replace
the Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and Supervision)
Act 2009 — the SODSA act — with a new act, which
is generally in line with the recommendations of the
Harper review. It expands the post-sentence scheme to
include serious violent offenders in addition to serious
sex offenders, as I touched on earlier.
The bill establishes a legal framework for the
supervision of offenders in a new secure residential
treatment facility, and I make the point that under the
structure of the bill a residential treatment facility is a
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new and different concept to the existing residential
facility regime such as what operates at Corella Place.
The government states that a residential treatment
facility will have a non-punitive therapeutic purpose
and will deliver intensive treatment and interventions
for offenders.
Under the bill eligible offenders could have an intensive
treatment and supervision condition placed on their
supervision order that would require them to reside at
the new residential treatment facility. Such an intensive
treatment and supervision condition can operate for up
to two years. It can be renewed once for up to
12 months if threshold criteria continue to be met, and
on further occasions the court can only renew the
condition if it is satisfied that exceptional
circumstances exist.
In other circumstances beyond the two or three-year
period it is expected that the offender would either
move into detention under a further order made by the
court for detention, if they are assessed as posing a
serious risk that justifies detention, or alternatively they
are expected to move into a residential facility or on a
supervised basis into the community. The bill also
provides for emergency detention orders (EDOs) under
which the Secretary of the Department of Justice and
Regulation will be able to apply to the Supreme Court
for an EDO requiring an offender on a supervision
order or an interim supervision order to be detained in
prison for up to seven days. The purpose of the EDO is
to provide for temporary detention of an offender to
deal with an escalating imminent risk to the
community until different supervision arrangements
can be made or an application for a detention order can
be heard by the court.
The regime of the bill is that offenders who are
convicted and sentenced in the higher courts — that is,
in the Supreme Court or the County Court — to a
custodial sentence for a serious sex offence or serious
violence offence, as defined in the bill, can be made
subject to an application for an order. The objective of
the offences that are specified in the legislation is to
capture criminal conduct where the motivation or the
result of the offending is what the second-reading
speech refers to as serious interpersonal harm, which is
a term not used in the bill itself but is intended to refer
to serious harm inflicted by one person upon another
person, whether that be serious sexual violence or
another form of serious violence.
The sorts of serious violence offences that are defined
in the bill are murder, manslaughter other than culpable
driving, child homicide, defensive homicide, arson
causing death, causing serious injury offences and
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kidnapping. Serious sex offences are defined by the
existing list of relevant offences under the Serious Sex
Offenders (Detention and Supervision) Act but
excluding any summary offences. The bill also covers
what are referred to as incomplete instances of those
offences, such as attempts and conspiracies to commit,
as well as the equivalent interstate offences. On top of
this specification the bill contains a very large number
of procedural and ancillary provisions to implement the
objectives of the scheme, as has been explained in
detail in the minister’s second-reading speech and
which take up many, many pages of this very large bill.
The Harper review, which has given rise to this bill,
was commissioned in 2015 after Sean Price, who was
on a supervision order and on bail, committed the
horrific murder of Masa Vukotic and committed further
offences against other victims. The Harper review made
35 recommendations for far-reaching reforms to the
post-sentence regime, and the government agreed in
principle to implement all of those recommendations.
Unfortunately the government has taken its time in
implementing the recommendations in stages over a
protracted period, and in the view of the
Liberal-Nationals the government has taken far too long
in doing so, even making allowance for the complexity
of some of the changes that are involved.
We first of all had the Serious Sex Offenders
(Detention and Supervision) Amendment (Community
Safety) Act 2016, which implemented a number of
recommendations and sought to strengthen the existing
post-sentence regime by providing stronger powers to
support the management of serious sex offenders. Next
was the Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and
Supervision) Amendment (Governance) Act 2017,
which came into operation on 22 February this year.
That governance act established the Post Sentence
Authority to manage offenders on orders and to oversee
the performance of the scheme, and it also established a
multi-agency panel with the aim of improving the
coordinated delivery of services to offenders on orders
across a range of departments and agencies. The bill
now before the house, we are told by the government, is
the final legislative reform required to complete the
government’s response to all the remaining
recommendations of the Harper review.
When one looks at the detail of the Harper review, it
recommended that the range of offences to be caught
by the extension of the post-sentencing regime to
serious violent offending should be the offences defined
in the Corrections Act 1986; however, the government
has decided on the basis of it being less
administratively difficult to vary this to a narrower list
of offences, which are those indictable serious sex and
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violence offences that are to be dealt with in the County
or Supreme courts. However, at the same time as the
government has narrowed the range of offences that
could form the basis for a post-sentence order, it has
departed from the Harper review recommendation that
there also be a requirement that the offender has been
sentenced to a term of imprisonment of not less than a
specified minimum length before the offender can be
subjected to a post-sentence order. That is an issue that
the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee has
questioned in its report on the bill.
The objective of requiring a minimum sentence was of
course to avoid post-sentence orders being made
against those who have committed what might be
believed to be less serious instances of the relevant
offence. Of course on the other hand it can be argued
that the seriousness of the offending and its
implications for risk can be better dealt with by the
court that considers the application and that a jail
sentence of any length for a specified offence is a
sufficient trigger and justification for an offender being
liable to have a post-sentence order sought against
them. However, the government does owe the
community an explanation for these two substantial
departures from the Harper recommendations. The bill
also departs from the Harper recommendations by
introducing a seven-day detention period in prison for
the new emergency detention orders, instead of five
days as recommended by the Harper review. That is
based on what we have been told are considered to be
the logistical difficulties of resolving an application for
an ongoing order within a five-day period. This may be
a reasonable departure, but again some further
explanation to the community would be desirable.
Beyond these specific points, the expansion of the
post-sentence scheme from just serious sex offenders
to now also cover other forms of serious violence
raises a range of issues both as to the law and as to its
implementation. As I said at the outset, the main issue
confronting the scheme is it is being asked to bear the
weight that should instead be borne by the entire
sentencing regime. In other words, one of the pressing
reasons for this scheme having to be introduced is that
the sentences imposed on offenders in the first place
are inadequate. The community is entitled to expect
that the sentences imposed by the courts will generally
be long enough to take serious offenders off the streets
until they are far less likely to be an ongoing danger to
the community.
We also need to look closely at the issue of the accuracy
and robustness of the assessments of the risks that are
posed by the individuals and how the application of the
unacceptable risk test is applied, because the success
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and effectiveness of this scheme will very much depend
on how accurate and reliable those assessments and
predictions can be. My understanding is that the ability
of experts to predict risk in relation to non-sexual violent
offenders is even less developed than the ability to
predict risk in relation to sexual offenders, both in terms
of statistical modelling and in terms of clinical
assessments of individuals.
So there are two risks created. The first risk is that
persons who are actually a serious risk to the
community are not identified as such and are released
back into the community to go on to reoffend. The
other risk is that persons who are not in fact a serious
risk of reoffending are incorrectly assessed as being
such a risk, and that of course will result in an
unnecessary cost to the community as well as
unnecessary restrictions on the freedom of someone
who has served their time in jail. Ensuring as far as
possible that the best available research and medical,
psychiatric and other expert evidence is brought to bear
on these assessments is very important for the scheme
to operate successfully.
Another aspect of the scheme being able to operate
successfully is that there needs to be sufficient facilities
available to cope with the number of offenders who
may be subject to orders or who may need to be subject
to orders under this bill. We understand that the
government is building a new 20-bed, walled, secure
facility at Ararat called Rivergum for the most difficult
and dangerous offenders. We understand it is going to
cost around $400 000 a year per place for it to operate. I
think the community is entitled to some explanation as
to why such a high cost is involved, even allowing for
the additional security, because $400 000 that needs to
be spent in this way to keep the community safe is
$400 000 that is not available for other pressing public
needs. It may well be yet another manifestation of the
inadequacy of sentencing in our courts that this very
high amount is needing to be incurred to provide a
secure place for offenders who otherwise would have
been serving a longer term in a conventional jail.
With potentially large numbers of serious offenders
being made subject to this legislation and being eligible
for the scheme, the community is entitled to some
assurance that this 20-bed facility is going to be
sufficient. This was an issue we raised with the
minister’s office during the very helpful briefing that we
were provided with by the departmental officers. The
minister’s office has come back to us and informed us
that, based on the proposed eligibility criteria in the bill,
as of the current month, May 2018, there are 174 sex
offenders eligible for the scheme whose sentence is due
to expire in the 2018–19 financial year period.
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As the minister’s office rightly points out, this number
will fluctuate over time, but that is one snapshot of the
number of sex offenders who may be eligible for this
scheme. Then of course there are potentially other
serious violent offenders on top of that, so we have
quite a large cohort. I think it is important that the
government members speaking during this debate along
with the minister provide further information to the
house and to the community as to how the government
is planning to adequately deal with the numbers of
offenders to which this bill is going to apply.
There are also issues about the step-down path that is
envisaged for serious violent offenders, as I touched on
earlier. Unlike serious sex offenders who are able to go
from Corella Place to Emu Creek at Langi Kal Kal, it
seems that for serious violent offenders it is going to be
a choice between them going back into the community
on a supervision order or else having to make an
application for them to be detained on a detention order
once the maximum period for a residential treatment
facility has expired.
Let me raise briefly a number of other issues. The bill
provides discretion in the courts not to make a
post-sentence order even if the preconditions for it are
made out. The government argues that this is necessary
for reasons of constitutional validity. I do have some
doubt about that proposition. I know there are cases
such as Kable and other cases around outlaw
motorcycle gangs where the courts rightly do not want
to be seen to be rubberstamping what are effectively
executive decisions, but nonetheless it seems to me that
it is perfectly legitimate for this Parliament to specify
the consequences if certain conditions that are to be
assessed by the courts are made out as to risk. So I do
question whether such a residual discretion is necessary
or is desirable in the context of some of the decisions
that are being made in our courts.
I have already touched on the level of facilities that are
required to give effect to this bill, and there is a parallel
issue about the level of staffing that is going to be
required and whether the government has adequate
plans in place to recruit and train in a timely manner the
staff that are going to be needed.
The final issue on which I wish to touch relates to the
amendment which I requested to be circulated, which
goes to the issue of who is eligible to be appointed as
chair or deputy chair of the Post Sentence Authority. In
a previous bill that was before the Parliament the
Liberal-Nationals successfully moved amendments in
the Legislative Council, which were subsequently
accepted by the government, to require that the chair
and deputy chair must be current or former judges of
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the County Court, the Supreme Court or their
equivalents. That replaced the government’s proposal
that anyone who had been a lawyer with five years or
more experience could be eligible for such an
appointment.
Our amendments brought the requirements for the Post
Sentence Authority into line with the requirements for
the Adult Parole Board of Victoria. Now the
government is coming back into this bill seeking to
water down that requirement by replacing it with an
eligibility test of a lawyer of 10 years or more standing.
The government has expressed to us that they are
concerned about the number of people who might be
available for appointment under the current test, but I
would make the point that that test has been in place
for some time and that these positions have been able to
be filled. I do accept that there are many roles for which
retired judges are sought and there is a lot of demand
for their services. Nonetheless the opposition is of the
view that it is not sufficient simply to allow a lawyer of
10 years standing, which might be in any practice with
any level of experience or expertise, to be eligible
for appointment.
We are certainly open to discussion with the
government about the detail of how we ensure
sufficient standing for the members of the Post
Sentence Authority, but we are firmly of the view that
there needs to be an adequate standard to ensure
experience and skills because this is a crucial role. The
judgements that are being exercised by the Post
Sentence Authority under the leadership of the chair
and deputy chair have very serious and profound
implications for the community and it is important that
the people who head up that body are suitably qualified
and experienced. So the Liberals and The Nationals do
not oppose this bill, but we do consider that an
amendment is needed to ensure an appropriate level of
experience and authority is maintained in the leadership
of the Post Sentence Authority.
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) (12:41) — I am
very pleased to rise to speak in support of the Serious
Offenders Bill 2018. We all know that the death of
Masa Vukotic by a crazed killer back in 2015 was one
of the most tragic and shocking in this state’s history. It
was made even more shocking when details of Masa’s
killer became known, including the additional offences
committed by the offender following Masa’s death. Of
course we know that Masa’s murderer is now rotting in
prison. He was an individual with an extremely violent
history and deemed by the court to require a
post-sentence supervision order.
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The death of Masa Vukotic raised serious questions
about the adequacy of the post-sentence supervision
regime or scheme. In response — and I was Minister
for Corrections at the time — the government moved
very quickly, asking a retired judge, the
Honourable David Harper, to review the scheme, and in
particular the functioning of the Serious Sex Offenders
(Detention and Supervision) Act 2009. I want to place
on record my thanks and appreciation to Judge Harper,
who was ably supported in the review by
Professor Paul Mullen, Professor Bernadette McSherry
and a host of public servants in the Department of
Justice and Regulation and the corrections area, who
worked very hard during that review.
In late 2015 the review was handed to government. It
had 35 recommendations, all of which the government
agreed to implement. Each of those recommendations, I
think it is fair to say, called for the adoption of some
significant and complex reforms to the post-sentence
supervision scheme. I say complex because there are
serious constitutional issues to consider in this regard.
There are also obligations under the human rights and
responsibilities charter to properly supervise and
rehabilitate offenders who have already completed a
custodial sentence.
It is very pleasing to stand here today and say with
some confidence that there has been significant
progress made to implement the 35 recommendations
from the Harper review. I understand that at present 24
of those recommendations have already been
implemented, including 14 recommendations that were
acquitted by the Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and
Supervision) Amendment (Governance) Act 2017. This
bill will implement the remaining 10 recommendations
and can be considered by government to be the final
piece of legislation required to acquit each of the
recommendations made by the Harper review.

Wednesday, 23 May 2018

also created the presumption against bail to be used by
judges in instances when offenders on post-sentence
supervision orders are charged with an indictable
offence. We have also increased police powers,
enabling police to enter the homes of serious sex
offenders to ensure compliance with an order and to
arrest them in instances when an order has been
breached. We have also provided increased powers to
Corrections Victoria staff, allowing them to direct
serious sex offenders in the community to obey
instructions. This includes those related to their
electronic monitoring.
That brings me to this particular bill and the new
measures to be provided with it, which include the
inclusion of violent offenders within the
post-sentencing scheme — and I will come back to that
in a moment. We are increasing community
accommodation orders through the provision of a new
secure residential treatment facility which offers a
step-up, step-down option; the enactment of emergency
detention orders; new court powers in making a
supervision order to cancel or revoke an offender’s
firearm authority, weapons approval or weapons
exemption for the length of the order; and expanding
the qualification requirements for the positions of chair
and deputy chair of the Post Sentence Authority,
thereby in the government’s view broadening the pool
of candidates for these roles.
As it currently stands, only those who are classified as
serious sex offenders are eligible under the current
scheme for post-sentence supervision orders. The effect
of this is that individuals who have a tendency to
behave in a highly violent manner may not be
eligible — in fact they are not eligible — and
consequently may not be subject to any supervision
after their custodial sentence has been completed.

Along with these recommendations there has been some
significant investment by the Andrews government.
Over the last two budgets the government has provided
a total of $390 million towards the implementation of
the Harper review. That is a significant investment by
any government in community safety. The investment
will provide for the expansion of the scheme, new
specialist facilities and a strengthening of specialist
services to support the scheme.

What this bill does is expand the existing post-sentence
scheme by extending the eligibility to include both
serious sex offenders and serious violent offenders
under the scheme. This will serve to address the risks of
further offending and acts that cause serious
interpersonal harm, regardless of whether that
offending is of a sexual nature, a violent nature or both.
That really becomes the centrepiece of this particular
bill and probably the most significant change that we
will see arising from the Harper review.

In addition to the review, the government has also
established a specialist response unit comprised of
senior Corrections Victoria staff, Victoria Police
detectives and intelligence analysts for the purpose of
strengthening oversight and response to serious sex
offenders on post-sentence supervision orders. We have

What we will see from this over a period of time is an
increase in the number of offenders on post-sentence
supervision orders — obviously that is why the
government is making the additional investment around
residential facilities and around support services — and
we will see more offenders following their custodial
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sentence placed on these orders, which will include
conditions like electronic monitoring, curfews,
exclusion zones, residential restrictions and treatment
requirements.
As I indicated earlier, the bill also establishes a new
condition known as the intensive treatment of
supervision condition that will see the delivery of a new
type of facility, which the member for Box Hill
mentioned. This will be a short-term, intensive treatment
and will provide a level of intervention for offenders on
supervision orders in a secure environment. The facility
will be located next to the Hopkins Correctional Centre
and will be known as Rivergum Residential Treatment
Care. The facility will consist of 20 beds and it is
anticipated to be operational, as I understand it, later this
year. It will importantly entail some additional security
features, such as a perimeter wall, and will offer more
intensive treatment and case management for offenders.
The new facility will serve as a step up from
independent community accommodation and residential
facilities such as Corella Place and a step down from
prisons. Arguably I think it has been the missing piece
in relation to the potential pathways for these types of
complex offenders.
The bill also creates emergency detention orders, which
is again a very important feature of Harper’s review. It
will provide the Supreme Court with additional powers
to intervene in instances when an individual on a
post-sentence order is deemed to pose a greater risk to
the community. The offender may not have necessarily
breached a condition of their supervision order;
however, circumstances will have altered to the extent
that the risk they pose to the community has escalated,
requiring them to be removed from the community
immediately.
The bill provides the court with the power to order the
temporary detention of supervised offenders for up to
seven days until an alternative supervision arrangement
has been made. Due to the urgent nature of emergency
detention orders, the Supreme Court can decide to
make an order in the absence of the offender. That is an
important addition provided under this bill. Judges of
the Supreme Court may take this decision in their full
discretion in accordance with their judicial obligations
to balance the rights of parties to a fair hearing. That is
a very strong power that we are providing to the court,
and I think that it would be fair to say that it is a tool of
last resort. The threshold for the imposition of a
detention order requires the offender to pose an
unacceptable risk for which a supervision order does
not suffice.
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There are a range of other matters that I could speak to,
but I do want to acknowledge former Judge Ian Gray
for accepting the role of chair of the Post Sentence
Authority and also again thank and acknowledge
former Justice David Harper, who has accepted the
position of deputy chair. This is very complex work
that will be done. Finally, I want to acknowledge the
Minister for Corrections, her staff and staff from the
Department of Justice and Corrections Victoria and
others across the justice system for the work that they
have done over a number of years to strengthen this
area of post-sentence supervision orders.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) (12:51) — I rise to speak on
the Serious Offenders Bill 2018. The Nationals in
coalition are not opposing this bill and also support the
amendments proposed by the member for Box Hill.
The purpose of the bill is to provide for enhanced
protection of the community by requiring offenders
who are served with custodial sentences for certain
serious sex offences or certain serious violence offences
and who represent an unacceptable risk of harm to the
community to be subject to ongoing detention or
supervision. Secondly, it facilitates the treatment and
rehabilitation of those offenders and also repeals the
Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and Supervision)
Act 2009 and consequently amends other acts.
There are considerable provisions within this bill and
they do take some addressing. The bill expands the
post-sentence scheme to include serious violence
offenders in addition to serious sex offenders and
establishes a legal framework for the supervision of
offenders in a new, secure residential treatment facility.
This facility will have a non-punitive therapeutic
purpose and will deliver intensive treatment and
intervention for offenders. Eligible offenders can have
an intensive treatment and supervision condition placed
on their order requiring them to reside in the new
facility. An intensive treatment and supervision
condition can operate for up to two years, and it can be
renewed for up to 12 months if the threshold criteria
continue to be met. On further occasions the court can
only renew the condition if satisfied that exceptional
circumstances exist.
The bill creates new emergency detention orders
(EDOs), and the Secretary to the Department of Justice
and Regulation may apply to the Supreme Court for an
EDO requiring the offender on a supervision order or
interim supervision order to be detained in prison for up
to seven days. The bill also provides a review of the
legislation supporting an expanded scheme within five
years of the commencement of its operation.
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Only offenders convicted in 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 serious offences captured
are those that target criminal conduct where the
motivation or result of the offending is serious
interpersonal harm, and of course the serious offences
are murder, manslaughter, child homicide, defensive
homicide, arson causing death, causing serious injury
offences and kidnapping. The serious sex offences are
well known.
We need to put this in context. Following the Masa
Vukotic case in 2015, the Harper review was
commissioned to deal with the tragic outcomes of that
situation. The Harper review made
35 recommendations for significant and complex
reforms to the post-sentence scheme, all of which the
current government has agreed in principle to
implement. A phased approach will be taken to
implement the recommendations. The bill deviates
from some of the Harper review recommendations,
particularly by introducing a seven-day detention
period in prison for the new emergency detention
orders instead of the five days as recommended.
I think the Andrews government has been plagued not
only by the continuing issue of soft-on-crime weak
sentencing but also with the mismanagement within the
corrections service, which is a reflection on its four
successive part-time corrections ministers that have
managed the system. Despite this, most of the
legislative provisions within the bill appear to be
reasonable in the context of improving the
post-sentence management of serious sex offenders and
now violent offenders, with the exception of a number
of concerns. One concern I have is that the weak
sentences being handed out by judges complicate this
issue enormously. We seem to be reacting to not
keeping some violent prisoners long enough in jail for
them to be rehabilitated within the jail setting by then
producing another bolt-on exercise at the end. I think
this is something that does need to be addressed. The
government is building a new 20-bed facility at Ararat
for the most difficult and dangerous offenders, and that
is commendable, but I would expect that there will be a
lot more violent offenders that do represent a risk to our
community who are certainly going to overload that
20-bed facility.
As I am told there are currently 165 sentenced offenders
who would be technically eligible for the scheme during
its first 12 months, yet we know that they can be
detained there for much longer than that period. So
again this comes back to keeping these offenders where
they are best kept and best rehabilitated, which is in jail.
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But we know that requires a judge to give an appropriate
sentence to allow for the rehabilitation processes within
a prison setting to take place.
There are a number of other issues that concern our
community, particularly the rise in violence towards
ambulance officers and other emergency services
officers. We have heard a great deal about that in the
last seven days, and I have had a number of people
contact my office in one way, shape or form to talk
about the ambulance issue. Their wish was that the
Parliament deal with this immediately. They were so
incensed by the media reports about what has
occurred — the attacks on the ambulance officers —
that they came to my office, many of them saying, ‘We
need something done now.’ They said they do not think
that even a petition would be an appropriate response,
because it takes simply too long.
Their request to me was that this issue be dealt with by
the Parliament this week to ensure the ongoing safety of
those officers. Regrettably, we have not seen a bill this
week. We have heard talk of what is going to happen.
This does need to happen because people do, firstly,
want to feel safe, but they also want to feel that those
who care for them are safe. So these are considerable
ongoing concerns within our communities.
I just want to add my voice to that. The violence
towards our emergency services officers is totally
unacceptable, and there needs to be appropriate
punishment for that to make it very clear to people that
that cannot be the case. In fact I was reading some
media this week about one particular ambulance officer
who had been assaulted and was of the view that people
feel entitled to do that. That is something that we have
to crush out of the system. It is only with strong
sentencing that we can do that, and we can only have
strong sentencing via a very clear message from this
Parliament on that issue. So this bill is one that we have
considered as necessary.
I want to go back to the sentencing area. Twenty beds is
not going to be enough unless our judges give the
appropriate sentences for these prisoners to be
rehabilitated in jail. Then only the worst of the worst
will need the supplementary, bolt-on facility to further
their rehabilitation before the community can feel safe
that they can be returned to a community. It is that
safety that we want to see for our community. We do
not want people fearing for their lives. With that, The
Nationals are not opposing this bill.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.01 p.m.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.
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MATTERS OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Electorate office budgets
The SPEAKER — I have accepted a statement
from the member for Kew proposing the following
matter of public importance for discussion:
That this house condemns the Andrews Labor government for
rorting at least $400 000 from the taxpayer as part of its red
shirts Community Action Network at the 2014 election and
noting that:
(1) it is not declaring whether the 2018 election Labor
Community Action Network will be funded in exactly
the same or a similar way;
(2) it is refusing to apologise for rorting taxpayers money;
(3) it paid back the rorted monies only the day before the
Ombudsman’s report was made public;
(4) it spent over $1 million of taxpayers money to keep the
issue covered up and fighting the Ombudsman in the
courts;
(5) given the Assembly’s assertion of exclusive cognisance
in relation to the Ombudsman’s investigation, the full
extent of Assembly ministers’ involvement in the matter
has not been ascertained; and
(6) it refuses to come clean on exactly how much money
has been rorted from the taxpayer.

Mr T. SMITH (Kew) (14:02) — It is my pleasure
to rise this afternoon and speak on the matter of public
importance in my name. This is the greatest rort in
Victorian political history. It is an outrage that
$400 000 was stolen from the Victorian taxpayer to
assist the Australian Labor Party win the 2014 election.
Do you know the most galling part of this? Not one
single Labor MP or minister has lost their job because
of this. It is an absolute disgrace. If any employee stole
from their employer to that extent, they would have
been turfed and most probably prosecuted for obtaining
financial advantage by deception. In this instance this
has not occurred. Not one Labor MP has fronted any
authority to be charged with any criminal offence.
There were reports recently that there was a brief of
evidence sent to Victoria Police in 2016. I think that
should be reopened because quite frankly the Labor
Party rorted the last election — obtained an advantage
that every other party did not get.
There are a number of individuals who were involved
in this scheme: Liz Beattie; Candy Broad; the member
for Ivanhoe; the member for Mill Park; Joanne Duncan;
Nazih Elasmar in the Council; the Minister for Sport;
Joe Helper; Gavin Jennings and Shaun Leane in the
Council; John Lenders; Margaret Lewis; Cesar Melhem
and Jenny Mikakos in the Council; the
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Attorney-General; John Pandazopoulos; Johan
Scheffer; Adem Somyurek; Lee Tarlamis; Brian Tee;
the member for Footscray; Gayle Tierney in the
Council; and Matt Viney. There are six ministers on
that list. The Attorney-General is the first law officer of
Victoria, yet he is still there. He did do an interview, as
the minister at the table, the Minister for Industry and
Employment, has alluded to. He did a terrible interview
on 3AW where he essentially admitted to rorting the
system. He admitted to rorting the system, but the
argument that the Attorney-General posited on Neil
Mitchell’s program was that it was ‘in good faith’.
Let us assess the ‘good faith’ argument as made by the
Premier and the Labor Party. The Ombudsman in her
report made a number of observations:
… the arrangement to employ field organisers as electorate
officers was an artifice to secure partial payment for the
campaign out of parliamentary funds, and was wrong.

The report says:
Investigators have calculated that DPS paid an estimated
$387 842 of parliamentary funds for electorate officer work
by field organisers from March to November 2014.

It also says:
Despite Mr Lochert’s response, the available evidence
indicates that Mr Lenders (in consultation with the ALP
campaign committee) implemented a strategy to persuade
other ALP members of Parliament to engage field organisers
as casual electorate officers. According to Mr Lenders, the
purpose of this strategy was to maximise the resources
available to assist the ALP’s election campaign.

So what we had was not every Labor MP who had
taken part in this scheme acting in good faith. They
acted on trust with Mr Lenders, but Mr Lenders
essentially concocted this artifice. It was he who
negotiated with the Department of Parliamentary
Services (DPS).
The report continues:
… Mr Lenders twice raised with DPS the possibility of
expanding the existing ALP staff pool …
Mr Lochert told Mr Lenders that this was not permitted.
Despite Mr Lochert’s response, the available evidence
indicates that Mr Lenders (in consultation with the ALP
campaign committee) —

of which the Premier was a member —
implemented a strategy to persuade other ALP members of
Parliament to engage field organisers as casual electorate
officers … to maximise the resources available to —

the ALP. This strategy clearly worked, and
paragraph 324 of the report, which outlines the
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evidence of the Premier’s own hand-picked MPs who
responded to the Ombudsman, states:
Mr Jennings’s evidence was that he had been assured by
Mr Lenders that DPS was aware of the proposed
arrangement, and he had relied on that assurance in
contributing to it …

In paragraph 345 Ms Mikakos is quoted as saying:
I respected Mr Lenders and accepted his advice.

That is the key point here. John Lenders negotiated this
rort and ALP members willingly followed
Mr Lenders’s advice. But Mr Lenders was on the
campaign committee with Mr Jennings and indeed the
Premier. When you are on the campaign committee
with the guy that is running this scheme how can you
possibly argue that you knew nothing about it? This is
the point that no-one has ever been able to explain to
me. How could you not know? Gavin Jennings ran a
red shirts rort out of the joint electorate office he
cohabits with Daniel Andrews, the Premier.
The SPEAKER — I just ask the member, with
respect, to refer to members by their correct titles.
Mr T. SMITH — The Leader of the Government in
the other place shares an electorate office with the
Premier. The Premier sits on the Labor Party’s
campaign committee of which Mr Lenders was a key
member, and yet the Premier fronts the media and says,
‘We all acted in good faith; I know nothing’.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr T. SMITH — The Sergeant Schultz excuse,
which is not dissimilar to what the former Speaker and
Deputy Speaker initially said when they were busted
for rorting $200 000 worth of taxpayers money before
they were asked to recuse themselves from the chair
that you earnestly hold today, Speaker.
Mr Guy interjected.
Mr T. SMITH — I thank the Leader of the
Opposition for that most kindly. Here is the point: we
have a Premier who said:
I make no apology for a team of people — a tiny number of
whom were employed to support their member of
Parliament …
All sides of politics have done it and the rules have been
followed.
…
I take responsibility for each and every thing that happens
under my leadership …
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That was from the Premier in September 2015. Yet
when we fast-forward to March this year we had the big
apology, the big ‘I didn’t know’; the big ‘We relied in
good faith that we could bulk-sign casual electorate
office forms’. Some red shirts never met the members
of Parliament they were purporting to work for, and
they thought that that was okay.
Let us not forget where this came from, because it was
three and a half years ago when this first came to light.
This came from a certain Mr Finnigan, who was a
Labor whistleblower and who worked for none other
than the Minister for Sport, the member for Lara. The
member for Lara was asked on a number of occasions
in October 2015 what he knew about this scheme, and
he simply replied that everything had been done
according to the rules in his office. We would not know
about that because the member for Lara refused to be
interviewed by the Ombudsman. He refused to take part
in this investigation because he is a gutless rorter. The
member for Lara is a gutless rorter. He took part in this
scheme. Indeed it was his electorate officer who was
the whistleblower, so how could he possibly suggest
that everything that occurred in his office was all right,
that everything was aboveboard and that he acted in
good faith? He most certainly did not act in good faith,
because if you have not even met the bloke that is
meant to be working for you — and I believe that he
was doorknocking around Bellarine whilst he was
working for the member for Lara — you could not
possibly make that argument unless you are telling
porkies, or potentially an untruth. I know I am not
allowed to use another word.
Mr Watt — Porky pies.
Mr T. SMITH — Porky pies, shall we say. It just
strikes me as rather odd, because not everyone in the
Labor Party is bad. I like you, Speaker. They are not all
bad; most of them are — and that came to light. There
was an article on 2 April in which one Labor MP is
reported as saying:
The point here is that most knew it was dodgy. It’s just some
had the strength to say no … others didn’t …

I presume you said no, Speaker, because I have never
seen your name in these reports or in the Ombudsman’s
report.
Mr Carbines interjected.
Mr T. SMITH — Not you, you’re a crook. You’re
a rorter. Pay the money back. You are a crook and a
rorter. Pay the money back. You are a disgrace.
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The SPEAKER — Order! Before allowing the
member for Kew to continue, can I just advise the
house that this motion does invite members to tread a
very fine line between casting imputations on other
members. There is the use of some words that I would
find disorderly and a clear imputation, and there are
others that probably can be used, so I ask the member
for Kew to carefully reflect on the words that he is
using in reference to other members.
Mr T. SMITH — I was being so genuinely
respectful of you, Speaker. I said that you were not
involved in these rorts and theft against the people of
Victoria.
Mr Carbines interjected.
Mr T. SMITH — You were. You be quiet. You
were. You are a crook. There was another MP who
said:
When you look at the fact he was involved in the scheme and
then fumbled his response in Parliament —

that is the Minister for Sport —
he’s looking like the weak link here,’ one Labor MP said.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr T. SMITH — Benny, was that you? That is
very defensive body language, my friend. Come on,
mate!
The other thing that really grates on me is the idea that
every political party in the building was doing this. But
the Ombudsman found otherwise. She said at page 162:
The other argument that surfaced regularly during the
investigation was that this was simply an extension of a
traditional pooling arrangement, and that ‘they all do it’. It
was not, and other political parties did not have similar
arrangements.

The Liberal and National parties did not undertake a
rort of $400 000 against the people of Victoria. They
did not bulk sign casual electorate office forms without
having met the people who were working for them. We
did not undertake the biggest rort in Victorian political
history. Do you know who did? The Australian Labor
Party, led by the Premier.
I reckon they sit on the Treasury benches today not
only because of the rorts, but also because of the way in
which they cheated in certain key electorates. They
rorted $21 148 in Albert Park, $2358 in Bellarine,
$15 141 in Bendigo East, $22 366 in Bentleigh,
$20 000 in Carrum, $21 000 in Cranbourne, $21 000 in
Eltham, $19 000 in Frankston, $12 000 in Ivanhoe —
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where is he? He has run out of here. They rorted
$28 000 in Macedon, $21 000 in Melbourne, $21 000
in Monbulk, $5000 in Mordialloc, $15 000 in Narre
Warren North, $22 000 in Prahran, $21 000 in
Richmond, $21 000 in Ringwood, $20 000 in South
Barwon, $12 000 in Sunbury, $21 000 in Wendouree
and $20 000 in Yan Yean.
That is the sum total of the greatest rort in Victorian
political history, and yet we do not know all of it,
because there is at least, I would imagine, a couple of
hundred thousand dollars worth of legal fees that are
unaccounted for. We know what the Parliament spent
in the High Court, we know roughly what the Victorian
government solicitor spent — $139 000, which the
Labor Party still refuses to pay back, might I add — but
we do not know how much the Ombudsman spent, and
we also do not know how much individual Labor MPs
spent when being interviewed by the Ombudsman. So
Labor does not just owe us $400 000; they probably
owe us in excess of $1 million worth of legal fees. They
ought hold their heads in shame because they have not
paid that money back and because they owe it to each
and every one of the people of Victoria.
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) (14:18) — It is
a pleasure to be here this afternoon to speak on this
matter of public importance (MPI) that has been
provided to this Parliament by the member for Kew, the
shadow Minister for Education. It is interesting that he
has chosen this topic over anything that may relate to
his portfolio area. Indeed when one has a look at the
member for Kew’s commentary around education, you
actually realise that he has not got much to say about
education — a few special comments for the Herald
Sun or the Australian, some rather glib remarks about
education and some unflattering commentary about our
schools, teachers and students. It says a lot about the
member for Kew that he has not put up a matter of
public importance about education, but I do thank the
member for Kew for one thing, because this will
give me —
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, a fair
degree of liberality is allowed to the lead speaker on
both sides of the house in relation to matters of public
importance, but so far the member has come nowhere
near addressing the topic and has instead engaged in an
ad hominem attack on the member for Kew. I do ask
you to ask her to commence to address the subject of
the matter of public importance in relation to the rorting
allegations against the Andrews government, and to
come back to the topic of the MPI.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker —
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An honourable member interjected.
Ms Allan — No, he stands for a lot of things, mate.
He stands for a lot.
The SPEAKER — The Leader of the House —
through the Chair.
An honourable member interjected.
Ms Allan — I think Ryan would agree with that
characterisation. Come on! Where is the bonhomie of
the chamber? On the point of order, Speaker, the
manager of opposition business is absolutely right; the
matter of public importance debate has historically
allowed some latitude for members in terms of the
content and of being able to talk about contrasts, and I
think the lead speaker for the opposition was also broad
in his contribution. I think it is entirely appropriate for
the member for Narre Warren South to draw distinctions
and contrasts between what the member was talking
about and what he could have been talking about, and I
suggest she be allowed to continue in that vein.
Mr R. Smith — On the point of order, Speaker, the
Leader of the House’s suggestion that the member for
Narre Warren South could basically talk about anything
as opposed to what the matter of public importance is
about is quite absurd. The fact of the matter is that
while the member for Narre Warren South puts forward
the idea that the member should be talking about his
portfolio — well, news to the member for Narre
Warren South, the honourable member for Kew
actually holds the scrutiny of government portfolio, and
indeed —
Ms Graley interjected.
Mr R. Smith — The member for Narre Warren
South by way of interjection said that he should be
doing a better job. I would say that an Ombudsman’s
report that does more than just cover allegations, the
numerous news articles and the fact that we are here
talking about it, and the best argument that the Labor
Party can put forward is —
The SPEAKER — I ask the member to resume his
seat. The member for Box Hill is correct that the
member for Narre Warren South started her
contribution on a matter off the topic of the MPI. There
is a level of flexibility allowed to members in this
debate. I did take it that the member was coming back
to the motion just as the point of order was taken, so I
call the member for Narre Warren South.
Ms GRALEY — Thank you, Speaker. That is
exactly what I was going to do; I was just going to
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return to speaking about the 2014 election. Given I am
sitting on this side of the house and what is left of the
Liberal Party is sitting over on that side of the house,
thankfully I do not have to listen to the giggling and
gobbledegook of Elizabeth Miller and the outrageous,
extreme views of Geoff Shaw anymore. But my
strongest recollection of the 2014 election, which is
referred to in this matter of public importance, is seeing
the Premier claiming victory for the Labor Party in a
historic win after only one term in opposition.
An honourable member interjected.
Ms GRALEY — It was a historic win. It has only
been done once before in this proud state’s democratic
history. He did declare:
The people of Victoria have today given to us the greatest of
gifts, entrusted to us the greatest of responsibilities and
bestowed upon us the greatest of honours and, ladies and
gentlemen, we will not let them down …

That is so true. I will go on to what the then leader of
the previous government, Dr Denis Napthine, the
outgoing Premier, said. He said he would call a party
room meeting in the very near future to stand down as
Liberal leader. He said:
It is time for renewal, it is time for change.

It is so obvious what that change has been. The fact is
that the 2014 election was the Liberal Party’s to lose,
and he sure got it right. There needed to be change,
because the Liberal Party before the 2014 election,
when it was in power, was a mess; a total mess. It was a
dithering, disunited, dodgy —
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, the
member, while having the latitude of the first minute,
has still not addressed the rorting of this government.
The member has spoken about many things. She has
spoken about the election, she has spoken about the
glorious win — she spoke with much hubris, I must
say, when she spoke about that — but the fact of the
matter is that the matter of public importance is about
the rorting. Now, she can either get up and talk about
the rorting in terms of apologising to the Victorian
people for Labor having stolen money as a party or she
can get up and defend what I see as being indefensible.
As far as talking about the disunity of the Liberal Party,
if she could point to the part of this matter of public
importance that refers to the Liberal Party, then I would
invite her to show me and indeed show the house where
it refers to that, but otherwise I would ask that you
direct her to come back to the matter of public
importance, which is about the rorts — proven by the
Ombudsman — of the Labor Party.
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Mr Carroll — On the point of order, Speaker, you
have just ruled — I listened to your ruling quite clearly
before — that there will be a level of flexibility, but I
do point to the first paragraph of the motion where it
does reference the 2014 election. I heard very clearly
the member for Narre Warren South giving an
articulate response to the motion and talking about the
2014 election, so I think the point of order taken by the
member for Warrandyte is completely unnecessary and
out of order.
Mr Watt — On the point of order, Speaker, the first
paragraph refers to the red shirts community action
network. It is about rorting —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Watt — Yes, the rorting of the 2014 election.
To pick out two words —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! With due respect to the
member for Burwood, I ask the shadow ministers at the
table and the Leader of the House to stop shouting
across the chamber.
Mr Watt — To pick out two words and focus on the
2014 election would be just as bad as if I was to pick
out red shirts and then concentrate on St Michael’s
Dragons, which is the football team that played on
Monday night. You cannot just pick out two words. We
are talking about the rorting of the Labor Party. Rorts is
what the motion is about, and that is what the member
should talk about.
The SPEAKER — Order! I was listening very
carefully to the contributions to the debate by both the
member for Kew and the member for Narre Warren
South. In the member for Kew’s contribution he did
make the argument that the substance of his motion was
one of the reasons or part of the reason that the election
result was the way it was, and I take it that the member
for Narre Warren South was refuting that argument,
which she is entitled to do in debate.
Mr T. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, yes, I
did make that point. But with regard to the seats that I
read out — I am going to save the house me reading
them out again; there are 20-odd of them — I am not
talking about every single one of the 88 seats. I am
talking about the seats where we know Labor rorted.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr T. Smith — Because you would not be
interviewed, we do not know how many people in here
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rorted. I was referring to the results, particularly in
marginal seats, with regard to this money that was
misappropriated, not the entire election result.
The SPEAKER — I thank the member for Kew for
that clarification. I took the member for Narre Warren
South to be refuting an argument that was put in earlier
debate. I ask the member for Narre Warren South to
continue along those lines.
Ms GRALEY — I was mentioning the fact that the
2014 election was actually lost by the then government
because of their dithering, their disunity and the dodgy
deals that they had done with developers led by the now
Leader of the Opposition. I recall one of the reasons
why the government of the day looked so bad to the
electorate, and you only have to go back to the
Australian. The opposition, the members of the Liberal
Party, are big fans of the Australian and the editor,
Chris Mitchell. He virtually writes your scripts for you.
The heading of this article in the Australian is
‘Victorian Speaker Ken Smith to stand down’:
Earlier, as Mr Smith told the Parliament of his decision to
quit, Mr Shaw shouted, ‘You are a disgrace’ …
Mr Smith accused Mr Shaw of making ‘outrageous’ …

Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, as we
have discussed in previous points of order, you made
the point that the member can refute arguments. Former
Speaker Smith, who occupied that esteemed position
which you now hold, stood down in 2013. I mean,
seriously, what are we talking about here? Are we
talking about the MPI or is it a freestyle debate where
we can talk about anything?
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr R. Smith — Sorry, I am talking to the Speaker.
Can the member come back to the matter of public
importance, which is not about former Speaker Smith
and not about Geoff Shaw. It is about the rorting of
members of the Labor Party, who seem to have it in
their DNA and who seem to want to tell Victorians that
they can handle complex pieces of legislation but who
cannot understand guidelines that everyone else in this
chamber can understand. That seems to be the
argument.
The SPEAKER — Order! I understand the
member’s point of order. In previous matters of public
importance debates, where issues like this have been
raised, similar points of order have been raised. It has
previously been ruled that it is reasonable for contrasts
to be made and alternative opinions to be expressed
when debating an MPI — that is, one side of the house
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contrasting an issue with another side of the house.
That has been a practice that we have allowed in MPIs,
so I intend to allow the member for Narre Warren
South to continue.

things he says that I read in the newspaper. The
member should have a look at Gonski 2.0 and see that
what we need for the future are critical and creative
thinkers, and he is certainly not one of them.

Ms GRALEY — I will continue reading from the
favourite paper of the arch-conservatives opposite:

Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) (14:33) — I am very
pleased to rise this afternoon to speak on the matter of
public importance as submitted by the member for
Kew, which states:

He said their falling out had nothing to do with Mr Shaw
being referred to the Ombudsman over allegedly rorting his
car allowance.
‘… I believe that the member changed his mind about the role
as Speaker after I declined a number of outrageous claims that
were made from him to me’, Mr Smith told Parliament.
‘Demands that were against policy and regulations which I
would not do’.
…
‘I will not be doing any deals with the member for
Frankston …
‘Nor will I be bullied or held to ransom to comply with his
demands’.

If you have a look through newspapers describing the
government at the time, of which many people are still
here, they are riddled with words like ‘turmoil’,
‘ransom’, ‘crisis’ and ‘havoc’. These are the common
words that are used. That is why when you went to the
2014 election you had done nothing. All you had done
was run a $1 million competition to fix Flinders Street
station, and you could not even do that. Former Premier
Baillieu’s prized project and nobody in his government
would even try to help him deliver on it, and now we are
left with that. I will tell you what people were talking
about at the 2014 election. They were talking about the
fact that there were no roads built and there were no
schools built. People were sitting on trolleys in hospitals
waiting for doctors to see them and paramedics were
driving around the streets with signs saying, ‘The
Baillieu-Napthine government is a disgrace’. That is
what I recall from the 2014 election, including the
bullying of some of the members in the upper house that
are on your side as well. That is what I recall.
Rather than waste the Parliament’s time on this matter
of public importance, what the member for Kew should
do is take a little bit of time, sit down and get out
Gonski 2.0.
Instead of talking about and being overcritical of our
education system and our staff and our students, the
member for Kew should have a look at what the Labor
government is doing: investing in our schools and
making sure that every kid in every school has every
opportunity to succeed. It is an oversimplification to
say the curriculum is overcrowded and all of these

That this house condemns the Andrews Labor government for
rorting at least $400 000 from the taxpayer as part of its red
shirts Community Action Network at the 2014 election and
noting that:
(1) it is not declaring whether the 2018 election Labor
Community Action Network will be funded in exactly
the same or a similar way;
(2) it is refusing to apologise for rorting taxpayers money;
(3) it paid back the rorted monies only the day before the
Ombudsman’s report was made public;
(4) it spent over $1 million of taxpayers money to keep the
issue covered up and fighting the Ombudsman in the
courts;
(5) given the Assembly’s assertion of exclusive cognisance
in relation to the Ombudsman’s investigation, the full
extent of Assembly ministers’ involvement in the matter
has not been ascertained; and
(6) it refuses to come clean on exactly how much money
has been rorted from the taxpayer.

I think the report by the Victorian Ombudsman entitled
Investigation of a Matter Referred from the Legislative
Council on 25 November 2015, as tabled in this place in
March 2018, is a vital document in the history of the
state, because what it does is capture the dishonesty of
the then opposition, now government, in an
unprecedented manner here in Victoria.
The document goes through and chronicles in great
detail — and I commend the Ombudsman for her
work — the rorting that took place, how it took place
and who was involved in the infamous red shirts affair:
the systemic and organised rorting by various MPs of
their electorate allowances through the use of paying
people for electorate work that was not done. In my
view you cannot get a clearer case of criminality and
theft than what we see in this document. I will come
back to that a little bit later.
The Premier has said on multiple occasions, ‘There’s
nothing to see here’. He has said that nothing wrong has
been done, it is no big deal, but this report reveals the
extent of the misuse of taxpayers money for base
electoral gain, and the previous opposition speaker
touched on that as well. The Premier’s lame apology
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subsequent to the publication of this report was merely
an apology expressing his sorrow at being caught, not
an apology for any wrongdoing.

An experienced former police investigator said a charge of
obtaining financial advantage by deception should be
explored because the ALP’s campaign benefited from money
to which it was not entitled.

The Ombudsman notes on page 4 of the report that, and
I quote:

He said legal advice sought by police in 2016, shortly after
the rorts-for-votes scandal emerged, was ‘bull’ and should be
reinvestigated.

… the arrangement to employ field organisers as electorate
officers was an artifice to secure partial payment for the
campaign out of parliamentary funds, and was wrong.

I think in passing it is worth noting the definition of an
‘artifice’. It is defined as a clever trick; a cunning,
crafty device or trickery; guile and craftiness. Some
synonyms for artifice are noted as: subterfuge,
deception, deceit, art and duplicity. I think the way the
Ombudsman has described this as ‘an ‘artifice’ is
indeed an ideal word to describe not only this matter
but more broadly the Victorian Labor Party.
The Ombudsman went on to say on page 5, and I quote:
… there are gaps in the evidence of which Parliament should
be aware.

This comment clearly shows that more work must be
done to get to the bottom of the extent of the systemic
rorting undertaken by Labor prior to the 2014 election.
Pages 12 and 64 of the report list the 23 current and
former Labor MPs that were involved in this scheme.
The total amount identified so far as being rorted, noted
on page 12, is $387 842, but in all likelihood it would
be far in excess of this. The Ombudsman states on
page 5 of her report that, and I quote:
But while the question of jurisdiction delayed the
investigation, the Legislative Assembly’s assertion of
exclusive cognisance — in effect that I cannot investigate
members of the Assembly — was detrimental to it.

I think right there we have a very clear indication —
indeed it could not be more clear — from the
Ombudsman that more work needs to be done in this
area on this particular rort. I think it is a disgrace for the
Parliament to not be fully able to have this matter
investigated. It is a disgrace that is caused by the
Premier himself. He is providing a roadblock in relation
to any further investigation that should be undertaken in
relation to this matter.
I note page 1 of the Herald Sun of 8 May 2018 is
headed ‘MPs should face new election rorts probe’. It
says, and I quote:
Senior legal figures say they are baffled criminal charges are
not being considered after an integrity watchdog probe found
Labor rorted almost $388 000 from taxpayers.
…

The penultimate paragraph of that article says:
The parliamentary probe, by the upper house’s Privileges
Committee, has been delayed because of a political spat over
who should chair it.

That particular delaying tactic in the upper house —
while others are trying to get to the bottom of this — is
continuing.
The editorial in the Herald Sun of 8 May in my view
also contains some very salient points. It starts off by
saying, and I quote:
Despite the findings by Ombudsman Deborah Glass and the
belated apology by Premier Daniel Andrews, voters are still
waiting for government members to take full responsibility
over the rorts-for-votes scandal.
…
But given the Andrews government’s tactics to stonewall
from the outset — which have included several costly court
appeals to shield its lower house MPs from being questioned
by Ms Glass, and now the fight over the Privileges
Committee — the matter deserves greater scrutiny.
…
The rort was a blatant breach of the democratic process.
Police and the DPP should revisit the case on the back of the
Glass findings.

I think that is entirely correct. The fact is that we only
know potentially half of what has gone on here.
Because of the fact that this criminality strikes at the
very heart of democracy here in Victoria or indeed in
any democratic environment it must, in my view, be
fully investigated. I think it is important to remember
that when the Legislative Council did resolve to have
this matter looked at, the government took the
unprecedented step of taking action in the Supreme
Court in an attempt to stop the Legislative Council and
the state Ombudsman from investigating the rort. When
they lost this action, they appealed this ruling and ended
up in the appeal court of the Supreme Court. When they
lost again, they ended up seeking leave to have the case
heard in the High Court. Thankfully that application
was also lost and the Ombudsman was finally able to
conduct the investigation that Victorians were hoping
would be done.
The legal costs incurred by this government in order to
try to avoid this matter being properly investigated were
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huge and are estimated to be in excess of $1 million.
We have there another example of the waste from this
government, which is desperate to cover up its
wrongdoing. We must never forget that this
government will do anything to cover up their grubby
deals and to avoid scrutiny.
To conclude, I think that the government should do six
things. Firstly, the government should allow the
Ombudsman to complete her investigation by allowing
her to investigate members of the Legislative
Assembly. Secondly, the Premier should order his
Legislative Assembly members to fully cooperate with
the Ombudsman to enable this investigation to be
completed. Thirdly, the Premier should apologise to all
Victorians for his and his team’s dishonest and illegal
behaviour. Fourthly, the Premier should assure all
Victorians that he and the Labor Party will not steal
again from Victorian taxpayers during the course of the
2018 state election.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Forest Hill that imputations are disorderly.
Mr ANGUS — Okay. He should categorically
declare he will not repeat this fraud on Victorians.
Fifthly, the Labor Party should repay Victorian
taxpayers in full for the estimated $1 million of
taxpayers money that was spent by them in an attempt
to stop the Ombudsman’s investigation. Sixthly, the
Premier should ask Victoria Police to reopen its
investigation into this matter and cooperate with
Victoria Police in such an investigation. That is what I
think should happen —
Mr Carroll — On a point of order, Speaker, the
member for Forest Hill has six action items he would
like the government to take. As he is clearly reading
from a prepared statement maybe he would like to
table it.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister at the
table and the member for Warrandyte to cease shouting.
Is the member for Forest Hill quoting from a document
or reading from notes?
Mr ANGUS — I was referring to notes, but I am
happy to table them and most importantly I am happy
to refer the member back to the main document in
question.
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) (14:43) — First
of all, I would like to thank all the Labor Party
members and supporters who gave up their time in the
lead-up to the 2014 election to campaign for the Labor
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Party, because of course there are so many thousands of
volunteers —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Members, this is a robust
debate, but I need to be able to hear the member
making a contribution. I ask members to keep their
comments and interjections to a low level so that I can
hear the member making her contribution.
Ms HALFPENNY — Thank you, Speaker. As I
was saying first of all, when talking on this matter of
public importance (MPI) submitted by the member for
Kew, I would like to thank all the Labor Party members
and supporters in Victoria who have given up so much
of their time, often many hours over many years, all
voluntarily, to campaign for the Labor Party to be
elected to government. These supporters and members
do so because they believe in the policies and values of
the Labor Party. They believe in social justice, they
believe in equality, they believe in workers’ rights, they
believe in support for the environment and they believe
in a better life for Victorians throughout the state. This
is why they campaign for the Labor Party, and this is
why we won the 2014 election.
The matter of public importance that is being debated
today seems a waste. We are talking about a matter that
has already been dealt with. It is a matter that has been
independently investigated. There has been an
Ombudsman’s report and action has been taken. It is six
months out from an election and this is all that the
opposition have to talk about. They have not got
anything to talk about, it seems, on all the issues that
affect the lives of people living in Victoria. This MPI
really reflects more on what the Liberal and National
parties stand for than it does on the government.
As I said, this is an issue that has been dealt with
already, and now and in the upcoming election
campaign we should be dealing with things that matter
and affect people’s lives. What are the Liberal and
National parties’ plans for education? What are their
plans for infrastructure, for health, for dealing with our
rapidly growing population, for community safety, for
jobs and for a strong economy? In the lead-up to the
last election I was focusing on things that matter to
those in the Thomastown electorate — things like the
delays in school building projects in the growth areas
under the previous Liberal-Nationals government.
There was also the fact that there was no funding for
roads in Thomastown other than a few thousand dollars
for planning in an area where people were concerned
and really frightened about fires as there is only one
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road in and one road out — so when people had to leave
their homes they would be stuck in enormous traffic
jams unable to get out. These are the things that matter
to people living in Thomastown and other Victorians.
What about the cuts to bus services, for example, in the
established areas of Thomastown? These are the things
that I was focusing on in the lead-up to the 2014
election. The cut to school welfare programs and
services, the fact that we had half-built schools at Lalor
Gardens and Thomastown West primary schools where
slabs of concrete were sitting there —
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, I am
torn between pointing out that the member for
Thomastown is not on the MPI and, on the other hand,
not wanting to attract anyone’s attention to what is
clearly a riveting contribution! But having weighed up
the options, I have decided that it is fair to point out that
the member is not on the MPI and perhaps that you as
Speaker should direct her to come back to it.
Mr Carroll — On the point of order, Speaker, you
have very clearly already ruled that there is a level of
flexibility in this debate, in refuting arguments, and that
it is reasonable for contrasts to be made. The member
for Thomastown is making a very good contribution on
a contrast between two governments and with a
particular focus on the 2014 election, which is what the
MPI refers to, so I think the member for Thomastown is
well on point.
Mr Watt — On the point of order, Speaker, if the
member for Thomastown is going to make a contrast,
she might actually refer to the rorting, because that
would be the contrast — rorting from the Labor Party
and no rorting from the Liberal Party. That is the
contrast she probably should be making. I would ask
you to bring her back to the actual matter that is
before us.
The SPEAKER — I thank the member for
Burwood for that. It is a wideranging debate, and I have
previously ruled that contrasts can be made, but I do
ask the member for Thomastown to come back, during
her contribution, to the matter of public importance
before the house.
Ms HALFPENNY — Okay, I will go through a few
other issues. There is such a long list of issues that —
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, you
just directed the member to come back to the MPI, and
the member has risen to her feet and said, ‘I will just
finish the list first’.
Ms HALFPENNY — On the point of order,
Speaker, I do not think the member for Warrandyte had
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any idea what I was about to say. I was able to get
about four words out of my mouth —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member had only
uttered a few words; she had just started. I am prepared
to listen to the member to hear what she intends to talk
about.
Ms HALFPENNY — As I was saying on the MPI
we are discussing — and we are talking about the
2014 election — if we want to talk about comparisons
of rorting, I think we should also talk about the
planning programs for Fishermans Bend, the Leader of
the Opposition and the millions of dollars that he
provided to developers without any school land
allocation set aside or anything like that. If we want to
talk about rorting, let us also talk about the Ventnor
debacle and secret discussions around tables, or we
could talk about the lobsters with mobsters. There is a
long list from the Liberal-Nationals that we could use
as comparisons, including rorts and other unsavoury
business — all things that are really all about looking
after the big end of town. These are not things of value
or support for everyday Victorians who need good
schools, who need good roads, who need good
hospitals and who need programs that are going to
support them and their families.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms HALFPENNY — Speaker, it is very hard to
continue on with this level of interjection. As a point of
order, Speaker, I ask for a bit of silence.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Thomastown has the call.
Ms HALFPENNY — As I was saying, I cannot
understand why we are talking about the 2014 election
as a matter of public importance, a matter that has been
put up by the member for Kew, when there are so many
more important things to be talking about that really
affect the day-to-day lives of Victorians — for
example, jobs. There were very few —
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Speaker, the
member for Thomastown said she cannot understand. It
is about accountability and the integrity of the
government. That is the most important thing about
government — that is, accountability and integrity.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Ms HALFPENNY — This is incredible. We are
talking about transparency and accountability when I
understand the Liberal-Nationals and the Greens have
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refused to allow any investigation into their conduct and
actions during the election. If we are going to talk about
accountability, I would have thought that we would also
look at what all parties do when it comes to
campaigning at elections. But no, they refuse to do it.
This is not part of the MPI that has been put up by the
member for Kew. In fact he does not talk about
accountability and transparency at all in the MPI that he
has put up; instead all he talks about are allegations that
have been dealt with by the Ombudsman, have been
reported by the Ombudsman and about which action has
been taken. Let us start talking about some
accountability from the other side of the chamber and
some accountability when it comes to how they conduct
themselves both in opposition and when in government.
Ms STALEY (Ripon) (14:53) — I rise to speak on
the matter of public importance (MPI) that has been
submitted by the member for Kew, who is of course the
shadow minister for scrutiny of government. This
matter of public importance begins by saying:
That this house condemns the Andrews Labor government for
rorting at least $400 000 from the taxpayer as part of its red
shirts community action network at the 2014 election …

I think we need to establish at the outset that Labor did
in fact rort money from the taxpayer. If we go to the
Ombudsman’s report, she found on page 4:
… the arrangement to employ field organisers as electorate
officers was an artifice to secure partial payment for the
campaign out of parliamentary funds, and was wrong.

There is no question that the Ombudsman in her report,
when asked to investigate, found that what Labor did
with its community action network in the 2014 election
was wrong. Let us also establish, contrary to what the
member Thomastown just said, that this rorting only
benefitted the Labor Party and the Labor Party alone. If
we go to page 162 of the Ombudsman’s report, it says
that only the Labor Party did this and specifically she
rejected the defence that ‘they all do it’, because she
said no, that they did not all do it. It was only the Labor
Party that was corrupting the previous pooling
arrangements in a way that was wrong.
Let us also refute the pathetic drivel that oozes out of
Labor MPs when they are asked about this. They say
that the Ombudsman has said that they did not
personally benefit. If we go to page 4 of the
Ombudsman’s report, she referred to:
… the use of parliamentary funds for campaigning purposes,
which almost invariably benefited the election prospects of
others.
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It is not that it did not benefit anybody; it benefited
somebody else, and I will get to who they are in a
moment.
There were 21 members of the 57th Parliament who
breached the Members Guide, and they did that to rort
$400 000 to get themselves elected. If we look at the
Ombudsman’s finding that it almost invariably
benefited the campaign purposes of others, then who
are those others who benefited? Let us have a look at
who in this Parliament has benefited from this rorting.
Let us start with the member for Frankston, because the
member for Frankston holds his seat by 168 votes. He
was the beneficiary of $19 931. That is a lot of money
to only win by 168 votes. If he had not had that money,
do we actually think that the member for Frankston,
that great intellectual giant, that really hardworking
member — not! — would be sitting there? No, we do
not. He clearly sits in this Parliament because he was
the beneficiary of $19 931.
Then we move on to the member for Bentleigh. The
member for Bentleigh managed to hold his seat by
284 votes. He is getting toward the number of votes that
I hold my seat by, yet he had to have $23 584 spent on
him to get him across the line and into this place. I
really do not think that even those Labor Party
members, if they were being honest, would say that the
member for Bentleigh was of such calibre that he
would have got here by himself if he had not had the
$23 584 spent on him. I think we can all agree that the
member for Bentleigh would not be in this place.
Then we come to the member for Carrum. The member
for Carrum managed a 1 per cent swing in her seat to
get herself to win by 286 votes; $20 539 was rorted,
and in fact it was Gavin Jennings, the Leader of the
Government in the other place, who paid to get the
member for Carrum here. I have got to say that she has
not really set the place on fire since she has got here,
has she? I can be pretty certain that without that
$20 539 being spent on her in 2018 we will see the
excellent former member for Carrum, Donna Bauer,
back in this place where she belongs, instead of the
rorting member for Carrum, who got here because of
that money being spent.
Then we come to the member for Mordialloc. The
member for Mordialloc was the beneficiary of the
Attorney-General’s largesse. The member for
Mordialloc sits opposite me in this place, but what
contribution has he made? Could we say that he would
be here without that additional help? I think that the
answer is no, he would not be here. They are all here
because money was spent on them that was rorted.
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If we move on in the MPI, it says:
(2) it is refusing to apologise for rorting taxpayers money;

We just saw the member for Thomastown do that
again. She got up and she clearly missed her
opportunity to apologise on behalf of the Labor Party.
In fact she did the opposite, saying that there was
nothing to apologise for.
The Minister for Sport has been asked on multiple
occasions about his behaviour, and he continues to say
‘good faith’. In fact in one day he said this seven times
in one contribution. It was like a rictus. The Minister
for Sport leads the chamber in non-apologies, but he is
certainly not there by himself. There are plenty of other
people, and we can start with Shaun Leane, a member
for Eastern Metropolitan Region in the other place.
When he was asked about his role in this, the Herald
Sun reports that he said:
What I am basically accused of is someone working in my
office (me being a politician) was campaigning (acting
political).
Yep. If that’s the charge. Well I have to state openly I’m
proud to say people in my office have helped me
campaign …

He does not even understand that there is a problem
here. He is proud of it.
Similarly, we go to the Attorney-General again. The
Attorney-General, who was meant to uphold the law,
and who we have to remind ourselves is the one that
dragged this through the courts and spoke on the
exclusive cognisance motion, said:
You might want to say that this is the reason that the
government won the election, but I don’t accept that …

Well, I would want to say that because that is the reason
the government won the election. The Ombudsman
found that there was a benefit to the people who are the
beneficiaries of this rorting; it is not that nobody
benefited. Similarly I could say that the member for
Ivanhoe made it clear that people acted in good faith.
We hear this over and over again, that it was good faith.
The Ombudsman found very, very clearly that it was an
artifice and it was wrong.
I do think that we need to go back to the head here, and
that is the Premier. He shares an office with Gavin
Jennings in the other place, the architect of the scheme,
and he was on the campaign committee, and yet he
continues to deny and he continues to refuse to
apologise for his actions and the actions of his party in
rorting all this money that saw them come to
government. I think we have to ask: how can you say
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that falsifying electorate office employment time sheets
and signing blank forms is acting in good faith? How
can that be acting in good faith?
At the end of the day where is the moral compass of
these people? Where is any sense of decency or any
sense of propriety? Why is it when they are confronted
with the evidence, they continue to obfuscate and say,
‘Nothing to see here’. There is no moral compass at the
head of this government, and as many others would tell
me, a fish rots from the head. It is absolutely clear that
this government rorted its way to power and now holds
it at the behest of a man who is beholden to the United
Firefighters Union and who has no good redeeming
features when it comes to accountability, transparency
and openness.
This is a rotten government led by a rotten Premier. In
not very long now, when they do not have the benefit of
that extra rorting money, we will see what the result is.
Let us just see what the result is when Victorians are
not being ripped off by a rotten, rotten Labor Party.
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) (15:03) — Acting
Speaker, that is what failure looks like — just over there
is exactly what failure looks like. They blame
everybody else for their election defeat bar themselves. I
tell you what is worthy of a matter of public importance
(MPI) — four years of lost opportunity. That is worthy
of a matter of public importance, as is the trickery,
duplicity and deceitfulness of those opposite. That is
worthy of a matter of public importance, not this rubbish
they have been going on about.
The member for Kew, in what can only be described as
an uncertain, juvenile and flustered performance in this
chamber an hour and a half ago — a flustered
performance — provided no context, no balance and no
facts when it came to the Ombudsman’s report or his
motion. That is pretty stock standard behaviour for the
member for Kew. The poor member for Essendon and I
have to put up with him at the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee —
Mr Pearson — So does the member for
Mornington.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — Yes, so does the member
for Mornington, but of course he is on the same side so
he has to grin and bear it. We do not have to, so we can
be vocal about his lack of robustness, his lack of facts
and his arrogance, and his flustered and uncertain
performance here in the chamber today. I am sure that
the councillors at the City of Stonnington were very
pleased to get rid of him when he was preselected for
the Liberal Party.
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Ms Ryall — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
the matter of public importance (MPI) is very clear and
the member has not even touched on it at this point. All
he has done is cast judgement and abuse the member
for Kew. I ask you to please actually point him to the
MPI and ask him to apply his contribution to it.

incumbent upon the member for Oakleigh to contrast
the actions of others with the rorting by the Labor Party.
As yet he has not started talking about the rorting by the
Labor Party, so to contrast he perhaps should talk about
the rorting from the Labor Party and then he might be
able to contrast that with something else.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines) — I
thank the member for Ringwood for her point of order.
I do not uphold it at this time but I do ask the member
for Oakleigh to return to the MPI.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines) — I
thank the member for Burwood for his contribution. I
was coming to the point, though, given that the MPI
refers to the 2014 election and the member was
addressing those matters, I do not think he had the
opportunity before points of order were raised to go to
the heart of the contrast and that if we gave the member
for Oakleigh the opportunity, he would do that. In
referring to Speakers’ rulings, I note that it is reasonable
for contrasts to be made and alternative opinions
expressed when debating the MPI, which is referred to
by Deputy Speaker Edwards in Rulings from the Chair
in relation to scope of debate and contrasts. I think we
need to give the member the opportunity to make
those contrasts. The member certainly made it very
clear that he is referring to the MPI in relation to the
2014 election.

Mr DIMOPOULOS — Thank you, Acting
Speaker. I do remind the member — the previous
member whose seat I have temporarily forgotten — to
remember that the mover of this MPI himself talked
about the reasons we won the election were because of
the allegations he is making. My response is, ‘No, they
are not’. The reason we won the election, as my good
friend the member for Thomastown said, is because the
Victorian people were sick of your lack of performance
and your four years of lost opportunity. That is why we
won the election.
Ms Ryall — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
the member has denied your ruling to actually come
back to the MPI and in fact he still has not touched on
it. Trying to draw some long bow to make some
semblance of anything in relation to what he is talking
about at this point in time is incorrect. I would once
again ask him to come back specifically to the MPI.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines) —
Thank you, member for Ringwood. The member for
Ringwood has concluded her point of order.
Ms Hutchins — Further to the point of order,
Acting Speaker, the member has mentioned the 2014
election and that is actually stated in the MPI.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines) — Yes,
just in making my ruling in regard to the point of
order — unless the member for Thomastown wishes to
add something?
Ms Halfpenny — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, I was just going to remind the chamber of the
Speaker’s ruling on this because the member for Kew
did talk about this theory that the Labor Party won the
election because of his allegations. Therefore it is in
order for the member to be able to refute and put the
contrasting argument to the chamber as part of the
debate on the MPI.
Mr Watt — On the point of order, Acting Speaker,
following on from that contribution on the point of
order, the Speaker did talk about contrast, so it is

Mr DIMOPOULOS — Those on the other side
have called on me to talk about the rorts. Let me talk
about the rorts. For starters, are you absolutely clear, are
you absolutely sure, including the immediate past
speaker, the member for Ripon, and the member for
Kew, the mover of this MPI, that you were not
photographed on any Facebook page, any other website
or there is any evidence at all of you working as
electorate officers for MPs and campaigning for the
Liberal Party? I would not be so sure. You should just
be really clear about the rorts you are talking about. No
wonder you denied the right of the Legislative Council
to involve the Liberal and National parties and the
Greens party in this investigation. You did not want
people looking in your cupboards, did you? You did not
want that. I would be very, very careful, particularly
over the next six months when people go to the polls,
because you never know what is around the corner with
media and interests and other things like that. I would
be very, very careful about keeping your powder dry
and your approach to being holier than thou. I would be
very, very careful.
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Acting Speaker
Carbines, I do realise, and I am sure the member for
Oakleigh realises, that you were actually mentioned in
the Ombudsman’s report. He should not actually be
reflecting on you while you are in the chair.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines) — I do
not uphold the point of order.
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Mr DIMOPOULOS — Let us talk about rorts. Let
us talk about interference with Victoria’s Chief
Commissioner of Police. Let us talk about Ventnor. Let
us talk about Fishermans Bend. Let us talk about the
absolute mess the previous government left us —
Ms Ryall — On a point of order, Acting Speaker, in
your ruling just before you referenced a contrast in
elections. The member is currently not referencing
anything related to an election. I ask you to bring him
back to the MPI.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — On the point of order,
Acting Speaker, the MPI specifically refers to rorts, and
that is exactly what I am responding to.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines) — I
believe the member for Oakleigh is entitled to try to
make his argument before I can rule on the point of
order in relation to relevance.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — I echo the words of the
member for Forest Hill, surprisingly, during this MPI
debate, when he said that it was a disgrace that this
matter could not be fully investigated. I agree, because
the Liberal and Nationals parties and the Greens left
themselves out in the quietness of their hypocrisy, their
deceit and their hidden closets. They did not come out
clean with the Victorian people. We all know that the
Liberal, National and Greens parties have been involved
in staff pooling arrangements for years. We know that,
so do not talk to us about rorts. The rorts that the
Victorian people are interested in are the ones that you
avoided. You avoided leadership. You avoided funding
any schools. In my community alone, $544 000 in four
years compared to $56 million under this government.
That is a rort on the Victorian taxpayer. That is a rort on
the Victorian franchise. People vote for governments so
they can do things. The biggest rort in town here is the
four years of sleeping and the holiday from hard work
that the Liberal and National parties heaped on the
Victorian people. As the Premier said, it was a holiday
from hard work. That is the biggest rort in town.
The other biggest rort in town is your duplicity on a
whole range of things. Today in question time it was
alleged that we are not funding community sport. The
Treasurer demonstrated that we are actually funding it
four times more than you ever did, but you come in
here and in an act of trickery and deceit try to deceive
the Victorian people. That is a rort. Why don’t you
focus on things that matter — the schools, the roads, the
public transport and the health of Victorian hospitals?
You should focus on those matters rather than coming
in here with rubbish MPIs that serve no purpose and
serve to obfuscate your lack of responsibility.
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Ms RYAN (Euroa) (15:13) — I am very pleased to
rise today to join this matter of public importance
(MPI) raised by the member for Kew. I must say that I
think the members for Oakleigh and Thomastown must
be breathing a little sigh of relief that their own
members — indeed you are certainly taking your time
in the chair today, Acting Speaker — are helping to run
out their time on the clock. It is interesting to note how
few members of the Labor Party are in the chamber
today. Why is that any great surprise, given the findings
of the Ombudsman and the guilt that so many of them
quite clearly have.
I just want to pick up very quickly on an issue raised by
the member for Oakleigh, who has adopted the tactic
used by many of those on the opposite side that this is
something that has been done by all political parties.
Well, it is not, and the Ombudsman makes that very,
very clear in her report. On page 17, for the reference of
the member for Oakleigh, the Ombudsman said:
The other argument that surfaced regularly during our
investigation was that this was simply an extension of existing
approved pooling arrangement, and that ‘they all do it’. It was
not, and other political parties did not have similar
arrangements.

As I travel around people ask me all the time: ‘If I stole
from my employer, would I keep my job if I paid the
money back?’. Well, the answer is clearly no, but that is
what those opposite believe they can do. They believe
that they can steal from the Victorian taxpayer and they
can keep their jobs, that they have nothing to answer for
and that there is nothing to see here. That is what
Victorians fundamentally want those on the
government benches to front up to. They want them to
be accountable for the $388 000 of taxpayers money
that they stole. They do not want it just paid back; they
want those opposite to be held to account. You
blatantly stole it and you think that because you make
the rules, you can get away with it. That is why it is
causing great outrage amongst members of the public,
because you create one set of rules for them and an
entirely different set of rules for yourselves. Your
rorting, your cheating, absolutely stinks to high heaven
and the Victorian public know it.
Twenty-one MPs used money from their office budgets
and put it into campaigns; 11 still sit in this Parliament,
and there are others who have personally gained and
personally benefited from the scam that you put in
place before the 2014 election. There are 17 members
of this house who owe their seats to that scam. Why do
we know that they owe their seats to that scam?
Because the assistant state secretary of the Labor Party
at the time came out after the election and told us that it
was that field campaign that won the election for Labor.
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It was made very clear after the last election that it was
this magnificent campaign on the ground that they had
used, that they had rorted taxpayers money for, that had
won them the election.
Those 17 members owe their seats to the fact that they
and others in the Parliament stole taxpayers money and
used it for their own personal gain. Not one has
apologised, and every single one still sits on the
government benches. Not one has had the decency to
own up to the fact that what they did completely
breached faith and was wrong, and they do not deserve
to keep their jobs because of it. Not one of them has
done that, and that sticks in people’s throats. People are
angry about that. All we have had from those opposite
are pathetic excuses to try to justify those rorts. We
recall the Premier saying:
I take responsibility for each and every thing that happens
under my leadership of the Labor Party and my leadership of
the government.

But has he taken responsibility for this? No, he has not.
He has spent $1 million trying to fight the Ombudsman
and block her investigation. He took it to the Supreme
Court and to the appeals court of the Supreme Court
and tried to take it all the way to the High Court to stop
her from even investigating. The charge was led by the
Attorney-General, who was completely conflicted
because he is named in the report as having been part of
this scam and part of this rort.
It is a complete slap in the face for taxpayers that not
only did Labor steal the $388 000 in the first place but
it then spent another $1 million of the public’s money
trying to protect itself from having anything to answer
for. We have seen them try to play trick after trick and
make claim after claim that they knew nothing about it.
Bizarrely, quite a lot of MPs seem to have suffered
from memory loss when the Ombudsman actually sat
down with them. And of course we had the principle of
exclusive cognisance which had to be dragged out to
prevent any of the members in this house from being
interviewed by the Ombudsman. Extraordinarily, they
want us to believe that everything is out on the table
and they have nothing to answer for, despite the fact
that the Ombudsman has quite clearly stated that she
was not able to investigate them. It is absolutely
extraordinary.
These are the words of the Ombudsman —
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member of this chamber has fronted up to the
Ombudsman. This is what the Ombudsman says:
In the end, although some pieces are missing because of
claims of parliamentary privilege and exclusive cognisance,
or simply loss of memory as some witnesses asserted, a clear
picture emerged.
It was a picture of a well-organised campaign by the ALP to
recruit and deploy a full-time field organisers …

And this:
But while the question of jurisdiction delayed the
investigation, the Legislative Assembly’s assertion of
exclusive cognisance — in effect that I cannot investigate
members of the Assembly — was detrimental to it. I did not
regard the scope of my investigation to be limited to the
Legislative Council, but I decided not to test my view in the
courts; enough time and public money had been spent on
legal proceedings, and I could still investigate the matter by
focusing on Council members. But this limited my use of
coercive powers. While I can draw cogent conclusions from
the evidence available, there are gaps in the evidence of
which Parliament should be aware.

The Ombudsman has stated very clearly that there are
gaps in the evidence because those opposite refused to
front up. They refused to explain their actions because
they knew they had something to hide. If they had
nothing to hide, they would have been quite happy to
go along and talk to the Ombudsman. They would have
been happy to go along and explain their actions, but
they weren’t, were they? The Ombudsman found that
these were arrangements that existed only within the
Labor Party, not within any other political party in
Victoria. So as much as those opposite want to try and
spread the blame around, there is no blame to be
spread. You rorted $388 000 of Victorian taxpayers
money. You put that into political campaigning. You
won the election on the back of that field campaign —
as your assistant state secretary at the time of the 2014
election was proud to tell people — and now you sit
there and claim that you have nothing to answer for.
Well, the Victorian people do not buy that. We do not
buy that, and the Ombudsman does not buy that either.
This will go down in history as one of the greatest
scandals to ever affect the Victorian Parliament. This
goes to the heart of this government. It is willing to lie
and cheat its way into government, and it is willing to
lie and cheat to hold government. We do not have any
transparency about whether these arrangements
continue or whether these arrangements will be used for
the 2018 election because Daniel Andrews —

Mr Dimopoulos interjected.
Mr Pearson interjected.
Ms RYAN — The member for Oakleigh wants us to
believe that everything is known, everything has been
dealt with and it is all fine, despite the fact that not one

Ms RYAN — Sorry, member for Essendon, the
Premier. Perhaps he should not be the Premier, but the
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Premier will not take responsibility like he said he
would. He will not take responsibility for actions under
his government.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (15:23) — I rise to
oppose the matter of public importance (MPI) moved
by the member for Kew. I think it is worthwhile just to
reflect on the contents and the background of the
Ombudsman’s report. By way of background,
allegations were raised, there was a debate in the
Legislative Council and on 25 November 2015 a
motion was passed by the Legislative Council asking
that the Ombudsman investigate. Under the
Ombudsman’s Act 1973 there was therefore a
requirement for the Ombudsman to investigate.
On page 7 of the report the Ombudsman indicates that
the matter was referred to Victoria Police in September
2015 and the Ombudsman did not wish to get in the
way of the police investigation so waited until the
investigation had concluded. On 8 June 2016 Victoria
Police advised me that its review of the allegations had
concluded and it would take no further action. So the
other place moved a motion, and Victoria Police
investigated. Once that police investigation occurred
and police indicated there would be no charges, the
Ombudsman commenced her investigation. On page 7,
paragraph 4, the Ombudsman said:
On receiving the referral, I wrote to the government to
express the opinion that I did have jurisdiction. The
government responded by confirming its view that the
Ombudsman did not have jurisdiction, providing advice from
the solicitor-general to that effect. To settle the matter, and to
avoid spending public money unnecessarily, I applied to the
Supreme Court of Victoria to determine my jurisdiction.

The office of the Ombudsman was created by an act of
this place — this Parliament — in 1973. The forms by
which this place and the other place have operated go
back hundreds of years.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr PEARSON — Well, I think it is important. You
might learn something if you bother to read the report.
We are looking at an institution that has existed for
hundreds of years and an institution that has existed for
45 years. So, Acting Speaker, I will put it to you: it is
not like you can turn around and say these matters have
been tried and tested in the courts for hundreds of years,
and there is case law and there are examples. The
Ombudsman said it in her own words: ‘to settle the
matter’ — because the Ombudsman could not settle the
matter. The Ombudsman said:
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To settle the matter, and to avoid spending public money
unnecessarily, I applied to the Supreme Court of Victoria to
determine my jurisdiction.

So the Ombudsman was sitting there saying, ‘I think I
have got jurisdiction, but I don’t know’, and the
solicitor-general and the Attorney-General were saying,
‘Well, we don’t think you do have jurisdiction, so we
are going to test it in the courts’.
Ms Ryall — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
this is not an MPI on a legal argument about whether
the Ombudsman —
Mr Pearson interjected.
Ms Ryall — Excuse me, can I make a point of
order? This is not about whether the Ombudsman has
jurisdiction or not. The Ombudsman was found to have
jurisdiction and the subject matter of the MPI is actually
the contents of the report in relation to the rorting. I
would ask you to draw the member back.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines) —
Order! I do not uphold the point of order. I refer
members to the MPI, and paragraph (4) in particular. At
this stage the member is being particularly relevant to
the MPI and can continue.
Mr PEARSON — Thank you, Acting Speaker, for
your guidance and your ruling. The Ombudsman goes
on to say on page 8:
In August 2016 the Supreme Court determined that I did have
jurisdiction to investigate the referral. The AttorneyGeneral
appealed this decision; this was dismissed by the Court of
Appeal in December 2016. The AttorneyGeneral then sought
leave to appeal to the High Court of Australia, raising the
issue of whether an Ombudsman’s investigation would
interfere with the doctrine of ‘exclusive cognisance’, which
refers to the ‘exclusive right of each House to manage its own
affairs without interference from the other’.

Coming back to my earlier comments, it has been
custom and practice for hundreds of years, and it goes
right back if you look at Erskine May — the doctrine
that the two houses are separate but equal. That is what
has been in place. It has been custom and practice for
hundreds of years. There is a very good reason for that,
because there is a view about basically making sure that
you do not have one house interfering with the business
of the other place. It has been custom and practice for
hundreds of years. Coming back to my point about not
having extensive case law, page 25 of the
Ombudsman’s report clearly states in paragraph 86:
At that time, this risk had existed for over 40 years, during
which Parliament had made use of the power four times.
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What the Ombudsman is saying in terms of the issue
about the power of exclusive cognisance is that in the
40 years it has been around it has been made use of four
times. So it is not exactly a regular occurrence. These
things are very rare. It was certainly within the rights of
the Attorney-General, based upon advice from the
solicitor-general, to seek clarification on this matter.
I find it interesting that the member for Kew, who
clearly works gentlemen’s hours, moved this matter of
public importance and then left the chamber. I think he
has asked one question, made one contribution to the
debate and clocked off for the day. I am assuming the
member wrote the motion himself, and I am assuming
that he has read the report, because these are really
interesting observations I wish to go to. Paragraph (4)
of the MPI states:
it spent over $1 million of taxpayers money to keep the issue
covered up and fighting the Ombudsman in the courts …

I am assuming the member for Kew chose those words
very carefully: ‘fighting the Ombudsman in the courts’.
I am sure if you asked the member for Kew now, if he
could be bothered to be in the chamber, he would say
that he has read this report, which I would find
interesting, because on page 7, paragraph 5, the
Ombudsman clearly writes:
I invited any parties affected by the referral to apply to the
court to join the proceedings, making clear that I would
remain neutral.

How do you fight someone who is remaining neutral?
How do you do that? The Ombudsman clearly said, ‘I
am not sure whether I have jurisdiction or not. I am not
sure. We will go to the Supreme Court’. Who were the
proceedings against? The proceedings were actually
between the President of the Legislative Council and
the Attorney-General.
Ms Ryall interjected.
Mr PEARSON — Well, if you had bothered to read
the report, member for Ringwood — I cannot help it if
you cannot read — you would see it is very clear. So
why would the member for Kew very clearly accuse the
government of fighting the Ombudsman in the court,
when it is clear that the Ombudsman is saying that she
was neutral? The fight — the dispute — was between
the President of the Legislative Council and the state of
Victoria. That is the reality.
You do have to ask yourself: if this were so
important — and I have heard the passion of the debate
from my office; people are getting pretty fired up —
where has the Leader of the Opposition been on this
debate? He has been nowhere to be seen. Where has the
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member for Malvern been? Nowhere. The member for
Hawthorn? Not here, absent. The member for
Warrandyte has been running interference. It has been
said that the state parliamentary Liberal Party is a bunch
of B-graders. Clearly today we have had the
D-generation on display — a bunch of rank amateurs. If
this were that serious, why isn’t the Leader of the
Opposition leading this? Why isn’t he here making the
point? He is absent.
Ms Ryall interjected.
Mr PEARSON — He did not speak, member for
Ringwood. He did not speak.
Ms Ryall interjected.
Mr PEARSON — Actually, member for Ringwood,
I have been sitting in my office working, and I have
been watching the telly. I saw him at the start of the
debate sitting over there, but he did not speak. He has
not spoken. The member for Malvern has —
Ms Ryall interjected.
Mr PEARSON — Well, if it were as important as
you say it is, I would have thought the leader would
take this very seriously. He has not done so. He has
been conspicuously absent. We have had the D-grade
team take the field today.
We know the member for Kew has always said that he
has wanted to be the captain of any cricket team, or any
other team. He has been absent. He has put in a
desultory effort. Clearly, either he did not write this
motion or he did not read the report. If he has done
both, then he is clearly misleading the house. You
cannot escape that conclusion.
I would also like to make the point that the Ombudsman
noted that members of Parliament involved with staffing
arrangements acted in good faith and derived little or no
personal benefit from the use of parliamentary funds in
any way. She makes no recommendation that action be
taken against anyone involved in these arrangements.
This has been thoroughly discussed and debated. I will
make the point again: you have got a relatively new
organisation, being the Victorian Ombudsman, and I
would suspect the Ombudsman has not had a great deal
of experience dealing with the power of exclusive
cognisance, and you have got hundreds of years of
practice, of understanding, the fact that both houses are
separate but equal.
We are now in a set of circumstances where you have
had that level of confusion. Again, it is not like you have
got extensive case law that you can refer to on these
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matters. The government and the Attorney-General
were absolutely within their rights to seek advice from
the solicitor-general. The Ombudsman stated that she
was not clear in her own mind whether she had
jurisdiction when she referred this matter on to the
courts for an opinion. Again I refer to the member for
Kew saying, ‘fighting the Ombudsman in the courts’.
That is absolutely false.
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) (15:33) — I rise to support
the matter of public importance raised by the member
for Kew — that this house condemns the Andrews
Labor government for rorting at least $400 000 of
taxpayers money as part of its red shirts Community
Action Network at the 2014 election.
I pick up a point that was made by the member for
Oakleigh when he accused this side of the house of
trickery and deception. That is very, very interesting
because the term for that is actually an artifice, and that
is the very term used by the Ombudsman in the report
in relation to Labor’s rorting. She referred to this
scheme behind it as an artifice — in fact trickery and
deception. Some might say that an artifice is actually
clever — ingenious. I have no doubt at all that that is
what the Labor Party thought it was at the time until it
was exposed by a whistleblower. The news article on
the Ombudsman’s website is not entitled this for no
reason: ‘Misuse of parliamentary staff budget
entitlements in 2014’. That name says it all.
What we see from the Labor Party, from those
opposite, is hubris, cockiness and entitlement to
anything that has anything to do with taxpayers money
for their use — for whatever purpose that might be. No
apology has been given. An apology from the Premier
was not really even an apology. It was just a, ‘Sorry we
got caught’. It was not actually, ‘Sorry we did this’ —
not sorry till you got caught. Signing time sheets ahead
of time for electorate officers some may not even have
met, who went off and did other things in other
electorates for the purposes of campaigning for the
purpose of winning the election, was in fact stealing
taxpayer funds.
I want to refer the house to something that the Premier
said some time ago in the last term of government in
relation to the then member for Frankston. The
interesting part about this is you could actually put the
Labor red shirts rorts for votes right in place of the now
Premier’s terminology for the then member for
Frankston. He said this:
His conduct has since become the subject of a damning
report — few have been more damning — by the Victorian
Ombudsman, which makes very interesting reading …
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He said:
The member for Frankston’s conduct betrayed the public
trust, brought contempt upon this Parliament and breached the
codes of duty to which each of us, as members of Parliament,
must conform. His conduct was deceitful. It was deceptive,
and it was without any doubt deliberate. It attached public
function to private interest, and it was and ought be
condemned.

Those words, the Premier’s words, can absolutely be
applied in exactly the same context to the behaviour of
those opposite — to the behaviour of the Labor Party in
its theft of funds to take advantage, using those
taxpayer funds, for its benefit of winning government.
An Ombudsman’s report and conduct that betrayed the
public trust brought contempt upon this Parliament and
breached the codes of duty which each of us as
members of Parliament must conform to. His conduct
was deceitful, it was deceptive and without any doubt
deliberate. They were the Premier’s words back in the
last term of government in relation to the then member
for Frankston, and they are the very words by which the
Premier stands condemned in relation to the rorting by
the Labor Party.
He also made reference to examples across the public
sector of people in senior positions and others in less
senior positions who have been dismissed or have
resigned knowing that their positions were untenable
for much less than the member for Frankston got up to:
They have gone; they have done the right thing. They did not
have to be pushed or forced. In many respects the matter was
not for them — they were dismissed immediately.

I would say to the Premier: where is his dismissal of
those who rorted? Where is he holding his own to the
standards he holds others to? Where on earth has
anybody lost their job in relation to the Labor rorts?
No-one has, yet he demanded it of others. He does so,
and he did so last term. He continuously came into this
chamber — as did those opposite, those that were here
at the time — screaming, raving, yelling and
demanding the head of a member of Parliament for less
than the rorting of this Labor Party and what this Labor
government did in relation to winning the last election.
His words apply to the Labor rorts. The words he used
against the member for Frankston at that point in time
are absolutely applicable to the Labor rorting to win the
2014 election. He went on to say:
If it is good enough for a member of staff in this Parliament to
go for doing what the member for Frankston did, or even
perhaps less, why is it not the same? Why is it not good
enough for the member for Frankston to be expelled from this
workplace for having brought dishonour on all of us,
regardless of what political party we are from, regardless of
what electorate we represent, regardless of how long we have
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been here, regardless of what motivates us and regardless of
what burns inside us?

The convictions of the Premier back in the last term of
government seem to have changed somewhat —
flip-flopped. His convictions are no longer there. He no
longer holds — or in fact he never did hold — himself
and his own side of the Parliament to the same
standard, to the same accountability and to the same
integrity he expected of others, and he should stand
condemned purely for that contradiction. It is a total
contradiction. It shows a lack of conviction now, and
what it has done is show a complete lack of integrity in
terms of this government.
I think one of the things that has absolutely stood out in
relation to those who have made contributions to this
debate from the Labor Party is the total lack of respect
for taxpayer funds — ‘We do this, and we do that’,
‘We’re the ones that take care of this part of the
electorate or this part of the community’s needs’ — but
not one acknowledgement, not one acceptance and not
one regret has been on display by any of those opposite
about the rorting that has been undertaken by the Labor
Party about its theft of funds. That is what has been
obvious. There is hubris, cockiness, entitlement — ‘We
have a right to be here’.
I take note as well in relation to my electorate of
Ringwood. The Premier sat in his seat last term and
even this term heckling me in relation to the Ringwood
election campaign. All the while over $21 000 of
taxpayer funds had been rorted from the taxpayers of
Victoria to provide my opponent — Labor — in the
Ringwood election campaign with an advantage over
and above me. It is an absolute disgrace. I have not
heard one thing. All I have heard from the Premier
when I put it to him very early in 2015 when I asked
whether he was aware there were taxpayer funds used
in relation to Labor’s red shirts Ringwood campaign
was, ‘I am advised no’.
Well, the Ombudsman found that in fact funds were
used. As the member for Kew has said, the Premier was
on the campaign team. How could he not know? Who
was advising him? There is so much that needs to be
exposed. There is so much covered. There is so much
that the Ombudsman could not investigate because
those opposite would not go before her. They have not
come out with the truth. They have not exposed the full
extent of what happened. They deserve to be
investigated and they deserve to be interrogated about
the extent to which they were a party to this and to the
extent of the knowledge that they had in relation to this
abuse of taxpayer funds and in relation to what has
been the biggest rort and biggest scandal of the

Wednesday, 23 May 2018

Victorian Parliament in the history of this Parliament. It
is nothing short of a disgrace. I expect and anticipate
that those in all electorates — not just those that were
beneficiaries of the rorting — will and should hold this
government to account for the misuse for the collective
benefit of the Labor Party of taxpayer funds and for the
misuse of what could have been spent on other
important things.
Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) (15:43) — I am
pleased to add my comments to this so-called matter of
public importance (MPI). In starting I would like to
note that here we have a so-called matter of public
importance raised by the shadow Minister for
Education. You would have thought that when the
shadow Minister for Education had the opportunity to
raise a matter of public importance it might have related
to an issue that is important to the people of Victoria —
that being education, the area that he has a shadow
ministerial responsibility for. But no. We know why he
did not choose to raise educational issues, because he
knows there is a very stark contrast between this side,
the Labor government, and his side of politics, which
has no real interest in supporting state education — it
never has. It treats it as a responsibility, like it does
public transport. It is not interested in really supporting
public transport or state education. They simply work
for the fat cats on their side of politics and have lunches
of lobster with mobsters.
Mr Morris — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
the MPI debate is generally about the MPI, not about
what is not in the MPI. I have been listening closely to
the member for Buninyong, and his contribution so far
has been entirely about what is not in the MPI. Perhaps
you may draw him back to the subject matter
under debate.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines) — I
appreciate the member for Mornington has been
listening attentively while I have been in discussion
with the clerks. I will not uphold the point of order at
this time, but I will certainly provide a reminder to the
member for Buninyong to continue his contribution in
relation to the MPI.
Mr HOWARD — They are simply opening
comments to highlight perhaps the difference between
this side of politics and that side of politics, whereby
they raise, as a matter of public importance, an issue that
relates to an Ombudsman’s report in which the
Ombudsman did not recommend taking action against
anyone involved. Instead of talking about issues that are
of importance to the people of Victoria such as
education and public transport or other important issues,
they have simply tried to cry poor over the last election.
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Clearly they talked about the 2014 election. The
member for Ringwood again decried that in her seat she
only just won because Labor used electorate office
staff — or whatever she is asserting — to fight against
her. On the other side of the house they continue to want
to say in this MPI debate, ‘We lost the election, and not
because the Liberal coalition in the last government was
a disastrous government and the people of Victoria
voted us out’. They want to try and assert that there was
something else happening, that because of this so-called
issue with the red shirts they lost government. Well,
they are simply not dealing with reality.
Over the last years I have been in office, and
particularly in the lead-up to the 2014 election, I
worked hard. I worked hard as a candidate to convince
the people of my electorate as to why they should
continue to vote for a Labor representative and to show
them that they had received so little from the
government that was elected in 2010. My margin
increased from about 1.5 to 6.5 per cent not because of
anything the opposition is trying to assert but because
people saw that the Liberal-Nationals coalition led a
disastrous government in the areas that are important to
the people of my electorate, whether that be education,
public transport or so many other areas like health,
hospitals and so on. They knew they had seen very little
from the Baillieu government and then the Napthine
government that followed on when poor Ted Baillieu
just could not govern any further as Premier. They
knew that was a lost four years.
When I look at the schools across my electorate in the
time under the Bracks and Brumby governments when I
represented the people of Ballarat East, I think every one
of my 30 primary schools received upgrades. In the term
of the Liberal-Nationals coalition not one school in my
electorate received anything in budget after budget,
although there were still further upgrade works to be
done, particularly in the secondary schools. There was
nothing delivered in the Ballarat East electorate at all. So
when Labor was re-elected in 2014 it was on the back of
knowing that Ballarat Secondary College was going to
receive substantial funding. Phoenix P–12, which came
into my electorate then, was receiving further funding
for a redevelopment, and so was Mount Clear —
Mr Paynter — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
I have sat quietly listening for the last couple of
minutes, but as far as I know the matter of public
importance is about Labor Party rorting at the
2014 election —
Mr HOWARD interjected.
Mr Paynter — Sit down!

1549

Mr HOWARD — There is no need to be so rude.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines) —
Order! The member for Bass will put his point of order.
Mr Paynter — He is talking about the funding of
schools. This is about Labor Party rorting.
Mr HOWARD — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, the member would be aware that the Speaker
also recognised that there was an opportunity within
this debate to contrast, given that clearly the MPI
brought forward is on a very political issue, trying to
put a point of view from the Liberal Party. In
contrasting it, I am simply trying to put a point from
myself and representing the Labor government.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines) — The
Speaker has made some comments and rulings in
relation to these matters, and I take members to Rulings
from the Chair, ‘Scope of debate — contrasts’, which
states:
It is reasonable for contrasts to be made and alternative
opinions expressed when debating the MPI.

In particular I draw members’ attention to the preamble
in the MPI that relates to the 2014 election and the
wider scope noted by the Speaker in Rulings from the
Chair in relation to contrasts that are reasonable to be
made, and I ask at this point the member for Buninyong
to continue. He is in order.
Mr HOWARD — Thank you, Acting Speaker.
Clearly at the last election people voted against the
Liberal and National parties because they had let them
down so badly, with four years of inept government,
and they wanted to see a Labor government. So that is
the story there.
The member for Bass wants me to talk about rorting. I
am happy to talk about rorting. I seem to remember that
the Leader of the Opposition, when his party was in
government, had dealings at Ventnor. Clearly there are
still some issues to come out there that the
Ombudsman, as I understand, is still investigating.
Suddenly land was zoned one way — against the
advice of all of the planning department. Meetings were
held behind closed doors with individuals, and then the
zoning was suddenly changed. There was Supreme
Court action, there were freedom of information
requests and there were cover-ups. If ever there were a
case of rorting, that was one.
If we want to talk about Fishermans Bend, we also
know that the former planning minister, again without
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accepting the full advice of his planning department,
overnight rezoned a whole area larger than the —
Mr Paynter — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
this is the heart of the problem with the Labor Party. It
does not understand very clearly what is rorting. The
member for Buninyong is comparing planning
decisions with rorting. He is clearly misleading the
Parliament. That is not rorting. Stealing parliamentary
funds is rorting, and unless they get that very clear, is it
any wonder that they are here debating this issue? They
do not understand what rorting is. Very clearly it is
rorting public funds, which the Labor Party has done,
not planning decisions.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines) — The
member for Bass will get his opportunity to explain and
extrapolate his definition of the matter of public
importance. At this point I will continue to hear the
member for Buninyong.
Mr HOWARD — In following on again from the
comments from the member for Bass, he seems not to
understand that if a certain planning decision is made,
suddenly people who own the land associated with that
planning decision stand to make millions and millions
of dollars. Suddenly money goes into private hands as a
result of a decision of a Minister for Planning. If he
makes a decision behind closed doors against the
advice of departmental staff, then clearly that is a
significant case of rorting. These matters need to be
properly investigated as opposed to issues of electorate
staff that are continuously paid for by the people of
Victoria, and no extra money is lost or gained by using
them. In regard to the member for Kew —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines) — The
member’s time has expired.
Mr PAYNTER (Bass) (15:53) — Thank you,
Acting Speaker, for the opportunity to speak about this
very important matter of public importance (MPI). Gee,
it is a free kick really, isn’t it? You do not get too many
of those in life, but this is clearly an opportunity to take
exception to this rorting Labor government’s actions.
It is interesting to note who the government has put up
to speak. It is really lambs to the slaughter. Clearly this
is what the whip and the Labor Party — the
government — think about some of their members of
Parliament that they have put up to speak on this MPI.
The member for Buninyong has illustrated why he has
been put up, because clearly they do not think a great
deal of him. They have given him the opportunity to
speak about this MPI, which is absolutely defenceless.
The whip obviously does not think that much of the
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member for Oakleigh; she put him up to speak.
Surprisingly I thought they thought a little bit more of
the member for Essendon, because the whip has put
him up to speak, which surprises —
Ms Halfpenny — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, I would just like the member for Bass to
withdraw those ridiculous comments. I find them
ridiculous and offensive.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines) — The
member for Thomastown has taken offence to a
comment from the member for Bass. Is the member for
Bass willing to withdraw?
Mr PAYNTER — I withdraw. So it is surprising
that they have put them up as lambs to the slaughter. I
am surprised that they put up the member for Essendon.
I thought they thought a little more highly of him, but
clearly he has been put up for crucifixion as well. As I
said, with the member for Buninyong it is not
surprising. The member for Narre Warren South is on
her way out, so that is not surprising. I thought they
thought a little bit more highly of the member for
Oakleigh as well. So these are lambs to the slaughter.
Acting Speaker Carbines, I do not know if you have
ever seen the famous film Gladiator, but you see the
gladiators about to enter the great arena. You can see
the looks on their faces as they are being sacrificed for
the crowds, and that is what is happening to these Labor
members who have been put up to speak.
Ms Halfpenny — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, I know it is a far-reaching debate, but we are
2½ minutes in and all we have heard is a bit of a tirade
of abuse of this side of the house. Perhaps the member
should get on to discussing the MPI, which is in fact an
opposition MPI. I would have thought he would like to
talk about it.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines) — I will
give the member for Bass an opportunity to bring his
arguments to the MPI. He is setting some context early
in his contribution, and he can continue.
Mr PAYNTER — Thank you, Acting Speaker. I
am just getting warmed up, so thanks for the
opportunity to take a short break. We are talking about
rorting. It is rorting, it is stealing, it is lying, it is
cheating —
Ms Halfpenny — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, many times there have been rulings from the
Chair about unparliamentary language, like the term
‘lying’. I ask the member to withdraw that.
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Mr Morris — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, the member for Bass was not saying that
anyone in particular was lying, either in this chamber or
out, but he was saying that a fact or an action was lying.
I think there is a clear distinction between the two.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines) — There
has been some discussion in relation to that matter.
What I think is agreed in the house is that particular term
is unparliamentary language. That is how it is defined
here. I do not uphold the point of order in relation to the
context the member for Thomastown thinks the member
for Bass meant, but it is an unparliamentary term. I ask
the member for Bass, to ensure the smooth flowing of
debate in his contribution, to desist from using
unparliamentary terms.
Mr PAYNTER — Thank you, Acting Speaker.
Clearly the term ‘lying’ is a verb. It is a describing
word for an act. It is clearly different to calling
somebody a liar. I am talking about the act of lying or,
to put in a different way, the act of cheating, which the
Labor Party has done, or the act of thieving, which the
Labor Party has done, or perhaps they would prefer I
used the term ‘fraud’, because it is a fraud on
parliamentary funds as well. Perhaps I could use the
term ‘dishonesty’, because this Labor government is a
dishonest government, or perhaps I could use the more
colourful term ‘swindle’. They have swindled public
money to get into government. The Ombudsman’s
report says that they did not do it for personal gain.
Well, actually the Ombudsman did a fabulous job on
the investigation and the report and in fact found that
over $388 000 was misused to gain government. That is
personal gain. In fact some of the members sitting on
the other side would not be members of Parliament if it
was not for the dishonesty of this Labor government,
led by the Premier of the day, who sat on the committee
and knew exactly what was going on.
To say that no member of Parliament on the other side
gained any personal financial advantage, I think, is
actually inaccurate. It is a shame that the Ombudsman
did not make that absolutely crystal clear. One of the
right-hand men who knew all about it was the
Attorney-General, so to say that he did not gain
financially from this fraud enacted on the Victorian
public is again inaccurate, as it is for the Premier, who
sits in that chair on a very good wage. To say he did not
have personal gain as a result of this fraud, I think, is
inaccurate. Other members of Parliament, who would
otherwise not be here today, have also gained
personally as a result of this fraud on the Victorian
public. It is a shame that the Ombudsman did not make
very, very clear that some of the people sitting in this
chamber would not be here today and would not have
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the privilege of being members of Parliament if it was
not for this fraud which has been conducted on the
Victorian public.
The member for Sunbury is one of them. The member
for Macedon would not be here if it was not for fraud.
The member for Yan Yean probably would not be here.
In fact the well-respected member for Ivanhoe may not
be here if it was not for this fraud on the Victorian
public. The member for Richmond may not have been
here either, nor the member for Bellarine. Certainly the
member for Carrum probably would not be here, in fact
almost certainly would not be here, if it was not for the
fraud conducted on the Victorian public. The member
for Bentleigh would not be here either if it was not for
the fraud on the Victorian public, which was led by the
Premier. The member for Mordialloc certainly would
not be here if it was not for the fraud conducted on the
Victorian public, led by the Premier, who knew all
about it. The member for Monbulk probably would not
have held his seat if it was not for this fraud on the
Victorian public.
The member for Narre Warren North, the joker from
Narre Warren North, lives in Fitzroy North. He would
not be here if it was not for this fraud on the Victorian
public. The member for Cranbourne would not be here
if it was not for the fraud on the Victorian public by
this Premier. The member for Frankston would not
be here —
Ms Halfpenny — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, obviously the member for Bass has not read
the Ombudsman’s report or perhaps even looked at the
MPI itself because none of his discussion seems to be
relating back to the MPI.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines) — I will
ask the member for Bass to continue. I do not uphold
the point of order.
Mr PAYNTER — The problem with the
government is they do not know what rorting is. I think
they do; they pretend they do not, but they do. It is led
by the biggest rorter of all, the Premier. He led the
member for Melton and the member for Tarneit to
conduct the biggest frauds on the Victorian public in
Victorian parliamentary history. And what did the
Premier do? The day before the Ombudsman’s report
came out, he said, ‘We will pay the money back’. Well,
if there was nothing wrong, Premier, why did you pay
the money back? You stood up here and you said,
‘Nothing to see here. There is nothing wrong. We
conducted our affairs according to parliamentary
guidelines’. Well, why did you pay the money back?
Why not just keep it? You would not be here if it was
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not for the fraud you conducted on the Victorian public.
And here is one of them standing up, who is going to
waste the rest of my seconds.

government. With the passage of the Serious Offenders
Bill, all of the legislative reforms will be acquitted,
which is commendable.

Ms Graley — On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I
just wanted to remind the member that the reason —

Under this bill offenders on supervision orders must
comply with a range of conditions as determined by the
court. Conditions cover matters such as where the
offender must live, who the offender may contact,
activities the offender may or may not participate in,
participation in treatment programs, drug testing and
electronic monitoring. Orders can be made for up to
15 years, can be renewed for further periods of up to
15 years and must be reviewed at least every three years.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines) — The
member for Narre Warren South will resume her seat,
please. The time for the matter of public importance has
concluded.

SERIOUS OFFENDERS BILL 2018
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr LIM (Clarinda) (16:03) — I rise today and am
very pleased to speak on the Serious Offenders Bill
2018. I would like to commend the minister on yet
another bill focused on keeping our communities safe.
Community safety is paramount to this government,
and it is paramount to me and to my constituents. I rose
to speak on a related bill in September last year. That
bill was the Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and
Supervision) Amendment (Governance) Bill 2017. That
bill amended the Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and
Supervision) Act 2009 to implement recommendations
from the Harper review addressing governance of the
post-sentence detention and supervision scheme.
On the back of those amendments, I was glad to see the
Post Sentence Authority commence operation on
27 February 2018. The authority is now responsible for
providing independent, rigorous monitoring of serious
offenders on post-sentence orders and oversight of
Victoria’s post-sentence scheme.
This bill today builds on those previous amendments
and others, and seeks to revise and expand the existing
post-sentence detention and supervision scheme to
include persons who have committed certain serious
violent offences. Under the existing scheme only
serious sex offenders are eligible. Under this bill serious
sex offenders and serious violent offenders will be
eligible for the scheme.
Notably this bill is the final piece of legislation required
to acquit the recommendations of the Harper review,
which was commissioned in 2015. The Harper review
made 35 recommendations for significant reforms to
the post-sentence scheme, including that the scheme be
expanded to include serious violent offenders. I am
proud that since the report was handed down to the
government we have worked to implement all 35 of
Justice Harper’s recommendations in this term of

The bill establishes a legal framework for the
supervision of offenders in a new secure residential
treatment facility. This facility will be non-punitive.
This is a new type of facility that will deliver short-term
intensive treatment and interventions to offenders on
supervision orders in a secure environment. Essentially
it will offer a step up from independent community
accommodation facilities and a step down from prison.
The new 20-bed facility, known as Rivergum
Residential Treatment Centre, is currently being
constructed next to the Hopkins Correctional Centre at
Ararat for this purpose.
The bill further aims to create new emergency detention
orders to detain persons on supervision orders in certain
situations. Emergency detention orders will be made by
the Supreme Court if there is an imminent risk of
further serious sex or violent offending. These types of
orders allow for the short-term detention in prison of a
supervised offender for up to seven days until different
supervision arrangements can be made.
This bill is all about protecting our communities and it
comes as part of a broad and comprehensive effort from
the Andrews Labor government, including the single
largest investment in police in the history of the police
force. I am extremely proud of the government’s
$2 billion investment, which is delivering more than
3000 new police officers over five years. This bill
forms part of the government’s commitment to
community safety, which has resulted in an 8.6 per cent
decrease in recorded offences and a 9.6 per cent
decrease in criminal incidents from last year.
In my electorate we are starting to see the effect of
more police and tougher enforcement at the local level.
As of February this year, the four cities which make up
my electorate — being the City of Glen Eira, the City
of Kingston, the City of Monash and the City of
Greater Dandenong — all saw significant reductions in
crime from last year. Reductions have been very
significant and range between 5.7 per cent and 11.6 per
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cent. Interestingly of those cities it was the City of
Greater Dandenong, Australia’s most culturally diverse
community, which had the greatest decrease in criminal
incidents. The level of diversity in Greater Dandenong
is the highest in the country. Residents come from
157 different birthplaces and more than half are born
overseas. More than 70 per cent speak a language
other than English and it is home to almost
2000 asylum seekers.

turning around and having some sort of opportunistic
offender come in behind them at the door. That risk may
have always been there, but the problem is that our
sentencing has become so lenient under the current
government that people are now scared that if a
perpetrator does reoffend, they are only getting a light
slap on the wrist. There is no deterrent factor. I know
deterrent factors are not everything, but, my goodness, it
has to be part of what happens to these offenders.

So it pleases me very much to remind all of those who
like to dog whistle about the supposed criminal
activities of migrants and refugees that in the most
multicultural community not only in this state but in
this country crime is now down more than 11 per cent.
These are very promising statistics, but we know that
there is more work to be done, and this bill is just one
example of that. This bill will contribute further to
community safety by protecting the public from
offenders who pose an unacceptable risk. I commend
the bill to the house.

This particular bill establishes a civil protective scheme
for offenders who have already served a custodial
sentence for very serious crimes and certain serious sex
offences, and who pose what we might call a very
unacceptable risk of harm to the community. The
scheme allows for an ongoing detention or supervision
order to be imposed on people who have committed
very serious sexual offences in the past. There are
certain facilities where people can go to serve extra
time once their time is done, if you like, but there has
not been anything for people in other categories.

Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) (16:11) — I rise to
speak on the Serious Offenders Bill 2018. I flag at the
beginning that although the opposition will not be
opposing this bill, I am fully in support of the
amendments put forward by the member for Box Hill.
As he said in his contribution, which was very
considered — as his contributions always are — it is
not about what is in this bill, it is more what has been
left out of this bill, so the amendments help to
strengthen and clarify it. Of course what we are seeing
here is a bill that does need amending. It is very typical
of a government that has procrastinated in the law and
order space and is known throughout the community as
being soft on crime. It is certainly something that
people talk with me about as I go through shopping
centres or when I talk to mums at schools. They are
very worried about what is happening in the state of
Victoria. They are incredibly worried about the safety
of not only their children but also themselves in their
homes, some of them feeling this for the very first time.

The other thing the bill is going to do is facilitate the
treatment and rehabilitation of offenders in that new
category. They can be subject to an order to have them
contained, if you like, in a facility if they do pose that
unacceptable risk to the community. It will expand the
post-sentence scheme to protect the community from
serious interpersonal harm, whether that be sexual — as
I said, there are already facilities in place for such
offenders — or violent. It will also significantly
improve the way in which post-sentence offenders are
identified and the way they are managed and treated.

Some of my constituents have said to me, ‘We live in a
very quiet part of Melbourne’. Bayswater is traditionally
a very good part of Melbourne, whether it be in the
beautiful Basin area, where crime has gone through the
roof over the last couple of years; whether it be in the
leafy outer eastern suburb of Heathmont, which is really
quite gentrified; or whether it is in the beautiful area of
Bayswater, where I live. What has happened is that all
of a sudden people are locking the gate to their
backyard. They are locking their front security door
when they go to put their groceries on the bench after
they come in from shopping in-between going to get the
next load from their car, because they are frightened of

The bill also gives effect to the recommendations of the
Harper review. Of course the Harper review has been
brought up in this place many times. The findings of
that review were released in 2015. It was actually called
the Complex Adult Victim Sex Offender Management
Review Panel. The review was commissioned after the
horrific circumstances around Sean Price’s murder of
Masa Vukotic while he was on bail. As the mother of a
beautiful 14½-year-old girl and stepmother of four
other wonderful children, it scares the heck of me, what
is going on in society. This sent chills down my spine,
and I know that it did for many other people. I cannot
imagine what Masa’s family live with on a daily basis.
There are very bad people out there — people like Sean
Price. He was out under a supervision order and on bail
at the time. We have to scratch our heads and ask why
and how. How did it happen that this monster was
allowed to go out and kill an innocent girl going for an
evening walk or jog? He committed further offences on
other victims. This is the sort of person who should
never, ever roam our streets or parks again.

SERIOUS OFFENDERS BILL 2018
1554

ASSEMBLY

Wednesday, 23 May 2018

The review was very thorough. It was conducted by the
Honourable David Harper, AM; Professor Paul Mullen;
and Professor Bernadette McSherry. It made
35 recommendations, of which 24 have already been
implemented. The others are well on their way to
coming into being, but this has been far too delayed. I
am sure there are people who could have benefited —
and society could have benefited — from earlier
implementation of a lot of these recommendations.
Unfortunately it has taken this long for many of them to
come before this house. So I would say the legislative
reforms that are in front of us here in the house,
although good, are belated. The bill makes amendments
to various acts, and this is the final legislative reform
required to basically acquit all the remaining
recommendations of the Harper review.

We might be able to give them an extended supervision
order or apply one of the other measures that will be in
place, but how does that actually solve the problem,
which goes right back to the judiciary? Why are they
out in the first place? The other thing that is being
created is the emergency detention order (EDO). That
gives the Department of Justice and Regulation the
ability to apply for a Supreme Court order for an EDO
to detain — put in jail — a person they think is an
unacceptable risk for up to seven days. This is a
deviation from the Harper review recommendation,
which was for five days. I am quite happy with it being
seven days; the longer you lock some of these people
up, the better. That is a welcome relief regarding those
who might pose an unacceptable and escalating risk but
are not yet incarcerated.

When we are talking about these serious violent
offenders we are talking about the worst of the worst —
people who should not be out and about. If you look at
serious sex offenders, after they serve their sentences
there are places for them to go. At the moment there is
nowhere for these other violent offenders to go, so a
new facility is being built just outside Ararat. I am
worried that it is only a 20-bed facility. The Rivergum
has 20 beds, and the estimate is that it will cost
$400 000 per bed per annum. That is extraordinarily
high, although if the alternative is for offenders to wear
ankle bracelets, which of course go off when there is a
Telstra outage, then it might be worthwhile us
expanding a facility like that. It does not, however,
allow a step down. If we look at what happens at the
moment, for example, with serious sex offenders —
they can go from Corella Place to Emu Creek at Langi
Kal Kal. But if the offenders we are talking about have
this extended supervision order, they will literally either
go straight back into detention if something else goes
wrong, or they will go back on the streets. There is no
step down.

The member for Box Hill has put forward some very
logical amendments, and I do hope that they get a good
hearing in this house.

I would like to see a pathway so that if there is truly
treatment for these people — and I am not convinced
that there is for some of them — there is a way for that
to be evaluated in controlled circumstances to see if
they have reformed in some way or been modified in
some way so that the risk to the community is not as
unacceptable as it was. That is another thing that is not
set out in legislation — what is the definition of
‘unacceptable risk’? That is a really important question
that we as lawmakers need to grapple with.
This raises some questions for me around the current
sentencing regime and whether or not it is adequate.
Some of these people are not being locked up
straightaway — some of them are going out on bail and
some of them are reoffending when they are locked up.

Ms SHEED (Shepparton) (16:21) — I am pleased to
have the opportunity to speak on the Serious Offenders
Bill 2018. It is a bill that seeks to establish a protective
scheme under which offenders who have served
custodial sentences for certain serious sex offences
which are set out in a schedule to the bill, or for certain
serious violence offences similarly set out in the bill,
and continue to present an unacceptable risk of harm to
the community can be made subject to ongoing
detention or supervision. In line with the
recommendations of the Harper review, the bill
expands the current post-sentence scheme to include
serious violent offenders, thereby extending it from the
previous circumstance where it was only available in
relation to serious sex offenders. In doing so it repeals
the Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and Supervision)
Act 2009 and makes a number of other consequential
amendments.
In a climate where law and order is a major concern to
the community it is important to look at the purposes of
this bill and to find out what it hopes to achieve.
Clause 1 makes it clear that the bill is primarily to
provide enhanced protection for the community in the
circumstances that I have mentioned. Clause 5 of the
bill states that in making any decision under the
legislation the person or body must give paramount
consideration to the safety and protection of the
community. The bill also has the purpose of facilitating
the treatment and rehabilitation of these serious
offenders and provides a legal framework for the
supervision of offenders in a new residential facility.
That facility is to be regarded as non-punitive,
therapeutic in its intent and is to deliver intensive
treatment and intervention for offenders. A
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purpose-built facility is currently being constructed in
Ararat, and I notice an article in the Wimmera-Mail
Times which has stated that it is a new 20-bed facility
that will be more secure than the current Corella Place
that houses serious sex offenders. This new facility is in
line with the recommendations of the Harper review
that recommended these violent offenders should be
kept separate from other offenders.
It is an incredible shame that we have found ourselves
in a position where we are building more prisons. There
is no doubt that we need many more prisons, because
from now on, with the changes that have come into the
laws in this current Parliament, we are going to be
locking up a lot more people. It is an interesting thing
when you live in a regional community. When you live
in a country town, you actually live with everybody. In
the city you can choose the suburb you like. You may
not notice what is going on in parts of your community
and parts of your city, but in a country town we know
most people. We know who the next group of people
are who will be in the youth detention centre. We know
who will probably end up in jail, and we know that they
are heading in that direction because they are not
getting what they need as young people. From the very
earliest stages in their life they are not getting access to
the sorts of services that they and their parents need to
prevent them from going on this trajectory.
My husband is a consultant paediatrician in the
Shepparton region and has been for over 35 years. He
works in clinics for the disadvantaged in our region,
and he will tell you — and there is a letter sitting on the
Premier’s desk now, if it has reached him — who the
people in Mooroopna and Shepparton are likely to be
who will end up in these places because they are all
suffering from environmental trauma. They are not
getting the treatment and services they need, and they
are on the trajectory to be locked up in these places that
we are building hand over fist because we are not
addressing enough issues at the other end. We need
these facilities because all of those people are out there.
We have to deal with what we have got at the moment,
but we have a responsibility to try to change that
trajectory and try to do something about the young
people, the children who are out there who we know
are not getting what they need to put them on a life path
that will give them some chance of avoiding being
locked up, not just for a period of time but, under laws
such as this, possibly forever, and that is in
circumstances where they have already done their jail
time and they have already served their time.
But the level of damage to these people is such that the
prospect of them being rehabilitated is very low. As I
say it is an incredibly disappointing time in history that
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I think we find ourselves in when, on the one hand, we
are not doing enough to address what is clearly the
emergence of the next group of people who will need
this. We know we need to build these facilities, yes, but
again I just say it is an incredibly disappointing
situation to find ourselves in.
The bill creates new emergency detention orders to
supplement the existing detention orders that we have,
and it is really a temporary and short-term proposition
so that people can be reined in at a very early stage if it
is apparent that something is going wrong. It is the
caseworkers who would normally be the person who
would identify what is happening to someone. It may
be that they are not complying with the terms of their
supervision orders. They may be making threats or they
may have mental health deterioration. In those
circumstances a worker for an offender can raise the
issue with the secretary of the department and an
emergency detention order can be made. Again I
absolutely call on the government, in putting into place
something like this, to ensure the resources that will be
needed to make sure that this works. We know that so
many caseworkers out there are carrying huge loads
when it comes to supervision of those people who are
no longer in prison. Sometimes the best they can do is
make a phone call to one of these people during the
course of a day to ask them how they are getting on. I
think we know that is probably not enough and that a
much higher standard of supervision will be required
from caseworkers, so there will be a greater need
for caseworkers.
The Harper review was commissioned in 2015
following the shocking murder of Masa Vukotic while
she was just out for a walk. It was one of those terrible
things that occurred when a prisoner had been let out on
parole in circumstances where he was clearly still
dangerous. It is fair to say that the community is sick
and tired of circumstances where serious offences such
as murder are carried out by offenders who have
recently been released from jail and are on parole or
some kind of supervision order. In studying this bill I
looked at the statement of compatibility, because it
really raises some interesting human rights questions
when you consider that you are looking at detaining
again a person who has already served their sentence. In
this regard it was considered that the scheme is a civil
rather than a criminal scheme, and that it is directed
towards prevention, protection and rehabilitation of
offenders, so it is not to be considered a punitive
scheme. Sections 26 and 27 of the Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 refer to the right of
a person not to be punished more than once and the right
to be protected against a retrospective penalty. While the
commissioner seems to draw a fine line in balancing

NATIONAL REDRESS SCHEME FOR INSTITUTIONAL CHILD SEXUAL ABUSE (COMMONWEALTH POWERS) BILL
2018
1556

ASSEMBLY

these competing rights the report also notes that the
High Court has categorised post-sentence management
schemes of high-risk offenders based on criteria relating
to public safety as protective rather than punitive.
The other case that I would briefly mention is the
murder of Jill Meagher. Judge Ian Gray, who is now the
chair of the Post Sentence Authority, was the coroner
who inquired into her death. He found that her death
was entirely preventable because her killer, Adrian
Bayley, should never have been allowed out on the
streets of Melbourne. In Judge Gray’s own words,
Bayley was a man with a ‘long and disturbing history
of violent and sexual offences’. He had previously been
convicted of rape and was out of jail, so the death of Jill
Meagher will live on in the minds of many of us. For
me, my daughter was at Melbourne University at the
time and living in Brunswick. She was working late
nights at the Arts Centre and coming home by tram.
She was often walking the street late at night to get
home, and the greatest relief every night it happened
was when I got the text message to say that she had
made it home safely.
The world we live in now demands that the interests of
community protection have to override the interests of
serious violent criminals, but we have to learn to deal
with what is now just a really tragic set of
circumstances that we find ourselves in. Judge Harper
was at pains to point out in his report that the
eradication of risk is impossible. The
35 recommendations that were made by the Harper
review are largely now in place, and I understand that
this bill just about finishes them off. The circumstances
that we find ourselves in are most unfortunate, but this
is a piece of legislation that is required. It is needed to
deal with offenders who are so far from being able to be
rehabilitated that they need to be detained after their
sentence, so that our society is protected.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr WYNNE
(Minister for Planning).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

NATIONAL REDRESS SCHEME FOR
INSTITUTIONAL CHILD SEXUAL ABUSE
(COMMONWEALTH POWERS) BILL 2018
Second reading
Debate resumed from 9 May; motion of
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General).
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) (16:32) — I am pleased
this afternoon to be able to speak on the National
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Redress Scheme for Institutional Child Sexual Abuse
(Commonwealth Powers) Bill 2018. Acting Speaker,
the work continues — the work which began many
years ago now with brave agents of change who spoke
up to authority and who took great risks and overcame
great anguish and pain to speak up on their own behalf
and on the behalf of so many others. That work
continues today. I am pleased at the outset to be able to
advise that this bill will pass. We certainly do not
oppose this bill, and I say that with some pleasure
having had the very brief pleasure of joining some
people in the gallery today who are themselves very
engaged on this issue. From what I understand from my
discussions with them they wish to see this bill pass.
This is an important bill, as with the many reforms that
have preceded it, because it will offer survivors of child
sexual abuse — meted out to them by people in
institutions over many years — the option of avoiding
the painstaking, traumatic and often burdensome
exercise of litigation in the courts. I think I can say that
a national redress scheme certainly has enjoyed
in-principle support across the board.
There has been a lot of debate over recent years about
particular aspects of the bill — its scope, who was in
and what processes need to be implemented to enable
survivors to obtain some small relief for what they have
had to suffer. I think this bill — which joins with the
commonwealth and New South Wales and, as I
understand it, as of today’s date the territories and
Queensland and potentially other states that might join
it — provides a real opportunity for a national redress
scheme to spare survivors that otherwise painstaking
task of litigation.
We do not oppose today’s bill — and I will talk about
aspects of the scheme in a moment — but I just wanted
to say that all of these important steps follow profound
and historic steps that have preceded these ones today. I
guess a lot of work has been done over many years, but
there are people in this chamber today who were
members of the last Parliament when a committee —
chaired by Georgie Crozier in the other place and deputy
chaired by the member for Broadmeadows, with
members including David O’Brien, formerly of the
other place, Andrea Coote, formerly of the other place,
the member for Thomastown and the member for
Ferntree Gully — delivered a historic report, the
Betrayal of Trust report, which paved the way for a
number of important changes in our laws and processes.
First among them was to introduce offences to make it
clear that those in positions of authority and power
shoulder a legally enforceable obligation to speak up
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and do something. No longer is it possible for people in
positions of authority — or, for that matter, any people
seized of knowledge — to simply pass problems from
one location to another. They were important reforms.
Further work was undertaken off the back of earlier
work under both Liberal and Labor governments over
many years to improve and enhance reporting
requirements, improve working with children checks
and also tackle the problem that many victims and their
loved ones faced with some of the more draconian
aspects of civil procedure, which would sometimes
operate as bars to claims in the courts. Limitation
periods were addressed, and some of that work has
been undertaken in this current Parliament, which we
have supported.
These are just some of the important reforms that have
preceded today’s subject matter which is contained in
this bill. I think all sides of politics can take some credit
for and comfort in the work that has been undertaken,
but that by no means suggests that our task is complete.
More will need to be done even after this bill passes
through this Parliament, as I happily predict that it will.
Turning to what this bill does, it is important in this
respect that we as a Parliament are going to refer
powers to the commonwealth Parliament under
section 51(xxxvii) of the constitution of the
commonwealth for their ability to implement a national
redress scheme. This cannot be done without the
support of states who are signing up to it. As we know,
earlier this year the Victorian government and the New
South Wales government announced that they would be
supporting the scheme, and I think that is important.
Hopefully other jurisdictions will join the scheme,
which will provide more uniformity and consistency
across the country. We hope that this scheme will
continue to attract other jurisdictions to it, but it does
depend on a referral and also a power, as the scheme
evolves, to make amendments within the scope of the
referral power.
It is particularly complex in that regard in that we are
doing something that we do not often do, which is to
refer our constitutional powers to the commonwealth.
We do so in the spirit of cooperation with the
commonwealth, all being of a like mind that we want to
make the pathway to the vindication of rights easier for
those who have suffered.
Of course it is not only dependent on a referral of
constitutional powers; this scheme will — and
should — involve appropriate levels of funding to
ensure that those victims receive monetary amounts,
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support for counselling and in some cases other
measures such as formal apologies, which will go some
way to assuaging the anguish, pain and trauma that they
have suffered. That funding is very important. I just
want to call on the government to make sure that that
issue of funding is properly addressed. It is not dealt
with in the body of the bill, and none of what I am
saying in relation to the funding in any way detracts
from our sincere hope that this bill will pass very
speedily through this Parliament, but I have been
speaking to stakeholders in recent times about their
views on the redress scheme, and everybody is of like
mind that this should come into being as quickly as
possible. But I have been advised of a number of
concerns around funding, because in relation to
particularly non-government organisations, which
provide valuable services in our community but
nevertheless may have in times past employed or
engaged people who committed atrocious and
despicable acts on innocent victims, their ability to meet
their liabilities under this scheme is at the moment
clouded in uncertainty for them. I have spoken to
people as recently as this afternoon about this.
In particular there is an issue that I hope the
government will deal with very quickly around the
Victorian Managed Insurance Authority (VMIA). I
have been advised by a number of people in the sector
who will be affected by this that they have been
informed by the VMIA that their liabilities under this
redress scheme will not be met by the VMIA. That has
come as a great surprise and shock to these
organisations because they do support a redress
scheme, they want it to go ahead, but they do not know
what they are going to do.
We have seen some reports in the media, including in
the Australian newspaper today in an article by John
Ferguson that points to some of the uncertainty around
the VMIA’s position. If the VMIA is not going to fund
or indemnify organisations that have signed up to the
scheme and may be held liable under the scheme —
and I will talk about the processes in a little while —
what happens? Does that mean that the only way they
can be covered is by calling on government? Is their
liability, given that Victoria has signed up to this
scheme, going to be met out of budget allocations,
general revenue or the VMIA? At this stage the
VMIA’s position is, as I was advised this afternoon, the
same as it was in recent days — namely, the VMIA is
not going to meet the costs of claims against
organisations that have previously enjoyed and
continue to enjoy coverage from the VMIA.
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It is a matter of some concern because we know that the
dividends that the VMIA have produced have been
called in by government in large measure. That may be
a reason why it is not extending coverage to these
organisations, but the matter had better be sorted out
quick smart, because we are facing a commencement
date, which no-one wants to delay, of 1 July 2018.
I did note in budget paper 3 that the government has
only allocated $7.7 million in anticipation of liabilities
for civil claims costs in relation to cases of institutional
child sexual abuse, and that it is only for the 2018–19
year, with nothing allocated in the outer years of the
forward estimates. There is a narration later in budget
paper 3 that seems to indicate that the government is
awaiting more details about the full impact of the
redress scheme. The reason that concerns me is that, as
I have said a number of times in my remarks, we all
support the redress scheme and we all want it to come
in as soon as 1 July 2018, but if the government does
not know what impact the scheme is going to have,
even in terms of estimates, that is a matter of concern
for us, and I can well see why it is a matter of concern
for those organisations that are going to be party to this
national redress scheme. So I call on the government to
quickly make clear what do its best actuarial forecasts
indicate about Victoria’s exposure to the national
redress scheme?
That is not to say that it would in any way change any
of our support for the redress scheme; that is a given.
But we do need to know what the impact is. That is the
first thing. To say only some eight weeks or so out from
the commencement date of the redress scheme that we
do not know what the impact is going to be is not really
adequate, I think, because everybody needs to prepare
for this. The organisations that are going to be affected,
that are going to receive claims, that are going to be
party to the scheme, need to have some idea of what
they are dealing with and who is going to meet their
liabilities, whether it is the government or the VMIA.
So, again, I call on the government to do that.
As for the scheme itself, it is quite complex. I am not
going to pretend in the short time I have got left to go
through everything, but I did want to note some key
things about it in relation to its scope and some aspects
of the processes around it. We do know that there are
very clear eligibility requirements for the scheme. It
must start with the question of abuse, and abuse is
given a definition in the proposed dictionary to the
national act, which we will adopt. Abuse means sexual
abuse or non-sexual abuse, and non-sexual abuse
includes physical abuse, psychological abuse and
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neglect, so it is fairly tight. It is not as broad a definition
as you might see in other pieces of legislation.
I understand what some of the concerns around
government have been — that in order to attract more
willing participants to the scheme, because remember it
is an opt-in scheme, you need to at least be able to
attract more and more parties to it. The more people
who are involved in the scheme, the better it will be,
because it will relieve more victims and survivors of the
need to approach the courts and indeed will spare the
courts the need to adjudicate claims in their own
jurisdictions. So it starts with abuse. The abuse must
have occurred when the person who would be the
claimant was a child, it must have occurred before
1 July and it must have occurred in a participating state,
and of course we hope that more states will join
the system.
Turning quickly to how one goes about making a claim,
it really starts with the claimant himself or herself.
There are detailed provisions for how an application is
to be made, prescribed documentation and the like. In
meeting the eligibility requirement the person must
have been sexually abused or otherwise abused within
the scope of the scheme; the abuse is of a kind for
which the amount of redress payment worked out under
the assessment framework in the bill will be more than
nil but up to a maximum of $150 000. There has been
some discourse around the issue of what standard has to
be met in order for the scheme to recognise a claim as
valid and for it to be met. What the scheme has settled
on, and we think this is appropriate, is that the operator,
who is the secretary of the federal department
administering the scheme, must be satisfied that there is
a reasonable likelihood that the person is eligible for
redress. That is a slightly tougher standard to meet than
the balance of probabilities, but I think it is something
that has enjoyed general consensus that it is the best
approach to adopt in relation to that.
It is up to the person who has made the claim once that
decision is made by the operator to accept or reject it. It
is important in a scheme like this that although you
obtain some benefits by administrative efficiencies you
still need to account for those situations where a
claimant might want to dispute a finding by the
operator. So if the operator, for example, declines a
claim, then the person who has made the claim has a
right to seek a review. That review can be undertaken
internally or if the operator commissions an external
independent person to conduct that, then it can occur in
that fashion.
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It will also provide that where a person accepts the
offer, the person becomes entitled to redress. The
person is required to release the institution or
institutions, if there are others, and also the officials
who may have been involved in that from all civil
liability for the abuse. So it does not exculpate anyone
or any institution for any criminal behaviour, which it
may well be, but it certainly provides some finality so
that if a claim is accepted and if a person who has made
a claim for a monetary amount and counselling and the
like under the redress scheme accepts that amount, then
that will conclude the civil claim by that person against
that institution. That is important obviously, to finalise
matters. That is the whole point in a scheme like this.
Just turning to some of the other aspects of the matter:
in terms of how matters are to be assessed, the operator
must satisfy a range of fairly prescriptive steps in
determining whether a person is entitled to it — first of
all, meeting the standard, but then what that amount is.
As I said, that is subject to review under the scheme. It
is important also to realise that a determination in
favour of an application only has effect in relation to
the scheme itself, so it does not have broader
application and there are very strict limitations around
the admissibility of materials that are produced in the
course of a claim for other contexts. So I have spoken
about the concept of offer and acceptance, and there is
clearly finality in the way these matters are concluded.
Just turning to a clause which has been raised with me
by a number of stakeholders — some have raised
uncertainty around insurance. I think putting aside the
issue of the VMIA, which I spoke about before, the
redress scheme does propose to clarify that where
organisations are drawing on their insurance coverage
section 49 of the proposed national act provides that a
redress payment is a payment of compensation under
the scheme. It carves out a couple of exceptions but it
makes it clear that, in other words and in effect, it is an
insurable event under their policies.
I have had many discussions with people in
organisations that may be affected by the redress
scheme, and of course the complication for insurers is
that while some may be tempted to deny indemnities
for their insured clients, it is important to understand —
particularly for those in the insurance community —
that that may well produce a more onerous burden for
the insurer if a claimant is left with no choice but to
follow a litigious path rather than pursue a claim
through the redress scheme. So the decision confronting
insurers is that it is probably better in some ways to
participate in this scheme than to force claimants —
because of obstacles of coverage, particularly if the
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government is not going to indemnify — to approach
the courts.
From the insurer’s point of view many of them have
concerns about the level of rigour in the assessment of
claims. Many in the insurance community are worried
that if you have a redress scheme, the standards of
proof, the testing of evidence, cross-examination and
the like are either not present or, if there is some kind of
exacting assessment of the weight to be attached to
evidence, it is just not something that compares well
with what would go on in normal litigation. Whilst
there may be some truth to that, I hope and trust that on
reflection if you have got a scheme that can minimise
enormously the time and legal costs involved in
satisfying claims from victims, you can usually work
out very quickly the meritorious nature of the claims.
My own view is that it would probably be
counterproductive to take a position that would force, in
effect, any claimant to seek relief from an organisation
that has to choose to stay out of the scheme because to
be in it would mean they are denied an indemnity under
their insurance policy. It is really important that
everybody involved in the scheme sees the upsides in a
scheme like this and does not get spooked by some of
the differences that are to be employed in assessing
claims within a national — or any — redress scheme
when compared with litigation. The whole point of
course is to provide an earlier resolution of the claims.
Certainly in terms of insurance I think it is fairly clear
that this will benefit not only claimants but the insured
clients as well. I do note that there are strict provisions
around the disclosure of information. I think that is very
important, because when you have a redress scheme,
many parties to that are taking positions that they might
not have taken in litigation. I think that the integrity and
workability of a scheme like this is improved if there
are very strong protections around what can be done
with information in a scheme like this that is produced
in the course of the assessment of a claim. So I think
that is really important.
The only other thing I really wanted to touch on —
because as I said, the scheme itself is exceedingly
complex — is that we hope that the government will
bring any major matters back to this Parliament if it is
proposed that the scheme be changed in any significant
way. The bill proposes that the government has a fairly
wide berth in what it can do if the federal government
wants to change aspects of the scheme. To some extent
that is understandable, because when you have a
referral of power you have to allow for some
unforeseen events and developments; that is pretty
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standard. But with a scheme like this, given what it
involves, we hope and trust that the government will
respect our wish to be involved in any significant future
changes. We are not asking the government to come
back to the Parliament if there are minor changes that
are fairly straightforward, but we do expect that the
government will come back to us in the future if there
are going to be any significant changes to the national
redress scheme.
I do not have any further contributions to make other
than to conclude where I started. In the interest of those
who have taken the time to come to Parliament
today — and whom I had the pleasure of meeting very
briefly before my remarks — this is an important step.
It will bring great relief, I hope and trust, to many
claimants who would otherwise be forced to go to the
courts to vindicate their rights, and I look forward to
this bill passing the Victorian Parliament.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) (16:57) — We
turned our backs on our children. We turned a blind eye
when they were most vulnerable. We stifled their
voices. We accepted the denials of men over the cries
for help from women and children. We placed our faith
in people claiming to represent God, only to uncover
that wilful blindness, codes of silence and cultures of
concealment had protected paedophiles. Victorian
governments failed in their duty with regard to
orphanages and homes. Children suffered the triple
betrayal of neglect and abandonment as infants and
then, on being taken into the community’s care, were
grievously abused physically, emotionally and sexually.
Children bear the sense of guilt and shame like shadows
blighting their lives. Consequences are horrendous.
Perpetrators often remain unrepentant while some
victims do not survive.
Survivors relied on Parliament to become the institution
that did not fail them. Innocents testified before the
Victorian Parliament’s inquiry that produced the
landmark report, Betrayal of Trust. It examined crime,
not faith, but like the journey through Dante’s Inferno,
the deeper the descent, the more horrific the suffering.
The fortitude of survivors who testified was inspiring.
Their courage remains humbling. Betrayal of Trust
revealed a cover-up that killed. Many share the blame.
The dark heart of sexual crimes against children has
always been individuals and organisations getting away
with the abuse and the use of power.
Perpetrators claiming to represent God committed the
foulest crimes against children — formerly hanging
offences — while religious denominations practised
wilful blindness, protecting paedophiles through
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cultures of concealment. The Anglican and Catholic
churches and the Salvation Army frequently took steps
to conceal wrongdoing, according to their own
concessions and a substantial body of credible
evidence. Other faiths, community organisations and
even sporting bodies could not even acknowledge that
child sexual abuse may have occurred, yet we had
silver-haired men cradling photographs of themselves
as schoolboys with sunshine smiles testifying before the
inquiry and a middle-aged woman presenting a happy
snap from her first Holy Communion. Each memento
was a cry from the heart, a yearning for innocence lost.
An 87-year-old woman revealed her childhood trauma
for the first time. The existential impact of being raped
as a child by a cleric was disclosed by a man who
confided, ‘I was only asking for help when he took
advantage of me and stole my soul’.
Children bear the sense of guilt and shame. Despite
high-profile criminal prosecutions and incontrovertible
evidence, victims reported to the Victorian
parliamentary inquiry that there were still people who
refused to accept the reality and consequences of abuse
or the extent to which respected individuals concealed
their knowledge.
Admissions secured during the Betrayal of Trust
inquiry led to the commonwealth Royal Commission
into Institutional Responses to Child Sexual Abuse.
Incontrovertible evidence secured during these inquiries
surely ends the era of blind faith and cover-ups once
and for all.
Betrayal of Trust recommended the establishment of an
alternative mechanism to civil litigation to provide
redress to survivors of institutional child abuse, and a
national redress scheme for survivors of institutional
child sexual abuse became a key recommendation of
the royal commission. This bill enables Victoria to
participate in the national redress scheme. All
institutions controlled by the Victorian government will
be covered. The referral bill paves the way for
churches, charities and other non-government
organisations operating in Victoria to participate.
The Andrews Labor government has urged
non-government institutions to promptly opt in to the
scheme in the interests of survivors who have waited
too long. Even if no institutions opt in by the
commencement date of 1 July, the scheme will begin
on that day in relation to state institutions. I want to
acknowledge the leadership of the Premier and the
Attorney-General, at the table, for delivering
these results.
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I also want to acknowledge former Premiers Ted
Baillieu and Denis Napthine; the former
Attorney-General, the member for Box Hill; and the
members of the parliamentary inquiry: the Chair,
Georgie Crozier; the member for Thomastown; the
member for Ferntree Gully; former Liberal MP Andrea
Coote; and former Nationals MP David O’Brien.
Securing bipartisanship has been critical in restoring at
least a measure of trust in an institution. Today the
Victorian Parliament acts again with bipartisanship to
support survivors. But the impact must never be
forgotten. The evil that men do lives after them.
When Wendy Dyckhoff first came to the Victorian
Parliament, the enormity of bearing witness to the
physical, psychological, emotional and sexual abuse
she suffered as a ward of the state was unbearable.
Fearful and overwhelmed, Wendy regressed to her
childhood self, the little girl who was abused. She could
not speak. Wendy delivered a written submission so her
story as a forgotten Australian could be recorded before
the Parliament’s Family and Community Development
Committee’s inquiry, of which I was the Deputy Chair.
Wendy is a constituent. Fittingly, Wendy has joined us
today in the Victorian Parliament to again bear silent
witness. In my electorate office this week she explained
the lifelong ramifications of child abuse and wants her
testimony recorded in Parliament. I quote:
I was robbed of living as a child which meant that I did not
know how to live as an adult.
I was like a trained animal, taught when to eat, sit, stand and
pray.
My emotions and my voice were suppressed.
My voice was only heard and encouraged for prayer.
I wandered through life as a shell of a person.
Emotionally, I was destroyed. I felt worthless.
I was robbed of my soul. I wandered without purpose, like the
living dead.
On numerous times I attempted suicide because I felt death
would have been better.
I’m only now getting the acknowledgement that what was
done to me was real and not a child’s vivid imagination.
Only now am I getting the help and support I need, which is
deeply appreciated.
I would like to acknowledge the Victorian Parliament for the
Betrayal of Trust report that gave the opportunity for state
wards to be heard and unburden their grief and loss.
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Past Victorian governments failed us as children. Forgotten
Australians and I need current governments around Australia
to acknowledge the damage to ex-state wards and address our
special needs, particularly as we enter aged-care facilities,
because we have lost faith in institutions.
We want to be treated like war veterans because we have
been on the battlefield of life and there are lots of casualties.
We do not want to be retraumatised, so we need a special card
to identify us as forgotten Australians to government service
providers, especially for the health we have left for the rest of
our lives.

I support Wendy’s request and acknowledge all the
innocents who have survived that miser fate. I call on
other states to join Victoria, New South Wales and the
commonwealth government to be part of this national
redress scheme. Funding, apologies and scope of the
scheme are still critical issues that are being finalised. I
want to acknowledge the support from the member for
Hawthorn and the coalition for this bill. Surely after all
that has been taken, after all that has been done, the
institutions involved do not have to be shamed into
making the same commitment. I commend the bill to
the house.
Ms KEALY (Lowan) (17:05) — It is a privilege for
me to make my contribution to the National Redress
Scheme for Institutional Child Sexual Abuse
(Commonwealth Powers) Bill 2018. This is a bill that I
feel very closely attached to. I would like to make
acknowledgement of the forgotten Australians that I
have met in my own electorate of Lowan, particularly
those who have shared their story with me. Many of the
stories are quite horrific, whether it be sexual abuse that
was sustained during the time in institutional care or
whether it be around physical abuse that was sustained
during that time or verbal abuse. This for many of my
local people has had a lifelong impact.
I do recall in particular one lady, who has since passed
away and so will not benefit from any redress scheme
which is implemented at a Victorian level or at a
national level. This lovely lady felt the lifelong impact
of some of the suffering that she underwent during her
time in orphanages early in her life. This lovely lady
would recount times when she could not even have a
door fixed to her own bedroom because of the
memories that that brought forward from her childhood.
She also of course then had significant difficulties in
adjusting to any situation where there was a fixed door
with hinges, whether it was closed or open, so when she
would go to hospital for care it was an entirely
terrifying experience for her to even see a door with
hinges, let alone for that time if the door did close. To
think that somebody who was in their later years was
still suffering at such a significant level — still had such
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mental trauma after all of that time — really shows the
devastating impact that was put on some younger
people during their early years many years ago.
I also heard from other locals who, while they did not
have a fantastic time when they were in orphanages
during their younger years, actually found that when
they ended up in a foster family later on in life and
settled in western Victoria and called it their home,
while they were difficult conditions, they may have
been doing things. I know there was one gentleman
who told me that he was in a foster home, worked at the
foster home, worked a 12-hour day, milked six cows by
hand and separated all the milk for cream — worked all
day and then milked again at night — and was paid
around one pound and some shillings a week for this
for four and a half years. He still sees that as an
enormous benefit in how he was able to live his life and
become an independent man who still contributes very,
very strongly to the community in my local area. So
there are certainly people who have had horrific times
in orphanages, but there are fortunately also people who
really have found their own pathway through life.
While they are still part of the forgotten Australians in
my area, they do see that they have been able to work
through some of those awful situations which occurred
in their early life.
I would encourage anybody who is unaware of the
forgotten Australians or of some of the abuse which did
occur in institutional care many years ago and
sometimes more recently to get in touch with Open
Place and have a look at some of the documentation
and stories that they have recorded over the years.
Some of their stories are quite confronting, particularly
the ones in recent years. While we would think that this
is all something of a historic nature and would not be
occurring now, it is not that long ago that some of these
instances occurred and we cannot forget what occurred.
I think it is right that there should be a level of redress,
and it is something that I have written to the
government about on a number of occasions. I note that
the Attorney-General is in the chamber at the moment. I
wrote to him back in 2016 about this exact matter —
that we do need to make sure that we care for the
people who were treated inappropriately during their
time in institutional care over the years.
I also would like to note another local person who is in
regular contact with my office and who has been an
extremely strong advocate for the implementation of a
redress scheme, and that is Mr Phillip Chalker. Phillip
has been actively involved in the community and with
the forgotten Australians for many, many years and has
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been a tireless advocate for a redress scheme. I am sure
he will certainly welcome this bill being passed and of
course the steps that are being made at the moment in
relation to the creation of a national redress scheme.
I know the federal government have put some very
strong steps in place, and this is currently a matter for
negotiation. I do commend the federal government for
taking those bold steps to ensure that although the
wrongs of the past cannot be righted, at least there is
some form of redress for those wrongs that have
occurred in the past. I do not want to go into specific
details of the bill. I know that many people will, but I do
want to make sure that the people who will benefit from
this redress scheme understand that there are many,
many members of this chamber and there are many
members of my local community and of Victoria who
do deeply regret that any harm was caused in the past.
We understand your story. You are not forgotten
Australians. We understand exactly what you have
been through and support you to this day. I commend
the bill to the house.
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) (17:12) — I rise
to speak on this bill, which is the National Redress
Scheme for Institutional Child Sexual Abuse
(Commonwealth Powers) Bill 2018. As previous
speakers have said, this is a bill that provides the
mechanism for Victoria to become part of a national
redress scheme that is designed to support and
compensate those that have been subjected to sexual
abuse as children. Many survivors and their families
have been waiting a very, very long time in order to get
some form of justice. I was a member of the Family and
Community Development Committee that originally
inquired into this issue and that produced the Betrayal
of Trust report. I acknowledge the chair of that
committee, Georgie Crozier, in the other place; the
member for Broadmeadows; Andrea Coote, a former
member of the other place; and the member for
Ferntree Gully, who is also in the chamber today.
Following on from the establishment of that Victorian
inquiry there was also a national royal commission
announced to look into the devastating and most
despicable situation across the country. In doing so, as I
understand it, there were something like
4000 institutions found guilty by the royal commission
of being responsible for the sexual abuse of children —
4000 institutions.
I would also like to thank people like Bev and Alf, who
are in the gallery today and who are also residents in the
electorate of Thomastown. They have been tireless,
strong and long campaigners on this issue and have
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stuck with this all the way, despite the ups and downs
and all sorts of disappointments. I hope they feel very
proud today to be two of many who have succeeded in
shining the spotlight on these most terrible injustices
done to and treatments of children by those who were
there to protect them, and that finally there will be a
redress scheme that will provide compensation and
support for those that have been victims of child abuse.
In saying that, one of the things we found during the
Victorian inquiry was that it is not really about the
money. Most of the people who came to speak to us
were very modest people but were upset about the fact
that people had not believed them and had not listened
to them. It was about justice, whatever form justice
takes. One of the major concerns that most people who
presented to us had in their stories was not concern for
themselves but for other children in the future. They
could not bear the thought of the things that had
happened to them happening to other children. So they
were there in a very selfless way, really, to ensure that
this awful injustice is not done to others.
This redress bill starts the implementation of one of the
last recommendations of the Victorian Betrayal of Trust
report. I am going to talk a bit about that, because it is
one I was involved with, along with those that I have
mentioned before. I just want to quote from the
foreword of the Victorian government’s response to
that report from May 2014 and to then go through some
of the responses in terms of the acceptance of the
recommendations:
The Family and Community Development Committee’s
inquiry into the handling of child abuse by religious and other
non-government organisations exposed horrific abuse of
children by adults who were entrusted with their care. By
initiating this inquiry, the government allowed a light to shine
on this appalling abuse and its devastating consequences. It
has made evident the impact criminal child abuse can have on
the lives of victims, some of whom are survivors, and some of
whom have taken their own lives, so profound have been the
consequences of their abuse. Many victims have suffered
severe, ongoing harm and in many cases this was intensified
by the failure of those in positions of authority to act when
abuse became apparent. There is no doubt this represented an
enormous betrayal of trust by institutions that were entrusted
with the wellbeing of children.

Following this response, the Labor government was
then elected at the 2014 state election. One the first
things I recall the Andrews Labor government did upon
election was confirm it would accept in total all the
recommendations and findings of the inquiry’s Betrayal
of Trust report, and I know it began to implement very
quickly many of those recommendations. As I said, the
bill before us today is one of the final parts of the suite
of recommendations that were made by the inquiry to
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be implemented by the government. I will just go
through some of the categories of recommendations in
the Betrayal of Trust report.
There were recommendations that we make legislative
change to provide stronger laws around things such as
the grooming of children and child endangerment, and
this has happened. We have done this. We have
strengthened laws to make, for example, grooming an
offence and also child endangerment. Improving access
to civil avenues of justice is of course what we are
talking about today as a redress scheme for people to
apply for compensation. We will request that
institutions that caused harm or were responsible for
harm contribute to compensation for those that were
abused under their care.
Only a few weeks ago something that was really
strongly put forward by many people that have been
affected by child abuse was the issue of the property
trusts of churches and the inability to sue a church
because of the way it structures its finances. It is such a
relief to have legislation drafted that requires an entity
to nominate a person or a legal entity that can be sued,
thereby paving the way for people not to have such
legalistic barriers preventing them from being able to
sue organisations that commit harm. While originally
there was talk about property trusts and how you
dismantle them, I think a really creative way has been
found by the Department of Justice and Regulation and
the Attorney-General in that these organisations must
nominate a legal entity and can therefore now be sued.
Also there is legislation around the recommendations to
ensure that there is greater protection for children in
schools and in sporting and camping organisations that
work with children, again making the future much safer
for children in those organisations.
I could go on and on, but I am looking at the time; there
is not much longer. I just want to wrap up by saying
that the inquiries could not have been done and these
results for those abused in the past as well as those in
the future could not have been achieved without the
people who are sitting in the gallery today and the
many, many others who have fought for justice for
all children.
Ms THORPE (Northcote) (17:22) — I rise to speak
on the National Redress Scheme for Institutional Child
Sexual Abuse (Commonwealth Powers) Bill 2018. The
Greens are pleased that we have finally arrived at this
point. The road to redress has been, and continues to be,
a long and traumatic journey for victims and survivors
of institutional child abuse.
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The bill will refer powers to the commonwealth
Parliament to enable Victoria’s participation in a
long-overdue national redress scheme. The national
redress scheme will in turn implement a key
recommendation of the Royal Commission into
Institutional Responses to Child Sex Abuse. The intent
of the national scheme is to provide for a number of
elements of redress, including: access to counselling; a
personal response — for example, an apology from a
responsible institution; and a monetary payment.
Monetary payments will be capped at $150 000, 25 per
cent less than the amount recommended by the royal
commission, and the Greens do not support that
decision. Notwithstanding this, the Greens welcome
this bill and we commend the Victorian government’s
decision to join the national scheme.
My Greens colleagues around the country strongly
advocate for a national redress scheme that provides
compassionate, readily available redress to all victims
and survivors of child abuse in institutional contexts.
Clearly this bill represents one step in what has been a
very drawn-out and complex process. But it is important
to note that the establishment of a national redress
scheme does not represent a conclusion of the redress
process by any means. While we commend the
government on this particular bill, there is so much more
to be done in Victoria, and progress has been painfully
slow on many fronts. The national scheme will only
partly fulfil the Victorian government’s Betrayal of
Trust obligations, and there are wider redress issues to
be addressed in this state, including the expungement of
historical criminal records for wards of the state and a
formal apology to the care leavers affected.
We will have more to say on this bill in the other place
in due course, but at this point I commend the bill to
the house.
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) (17:25) — I am very
pleased to rise in this place to speak on this bill, the
National Redress Scheme for Institutional Child Sexual
Abuse (Commonwealth Powers) Bill 2018. We have
heard that the bill operates as a state reference. It is a
bill for an act to refer certain matters relating to the
national redress scheme for institutional child sexual
abuse to the Parliament of the commonwealth for the
purposes of section 51(xxxvii) of the constitution of the
commonwealth. Once passed, this bill will enable
Victoria to participate in the national redress scheme,
and this is a very good thing. The redress scheme was a
key recommendation of the Royal Commission into
Institutional Responses to Child Sexual Abuse made
back in 2015. Survivors should not be made to wait any
longer. So many survivors are no longer with us. Many
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others are ageing, and the very sad truth is that they
cannot be made to wait much longer.
It was on 12 November 2012 that then Prime Minister
Julia Gillard announced that she would be
recommending to the Governor-General the creation of
a royal commission, and in January 2013 the
commission was established. We have heard that the
inquiry ran for five years and had 444 days of public
hearings. It delivered its 17-volume final report on
15 December 2017. Staggeringly, it heard evidence in
respect of more than 3400 institutions, including
educational institutions, religious groups, sporting
organisations, state institutions and youth organisations,
and heard from almost 8000 witnesses in private
sessions. It heard that abusers had been moved from
place to place instead of their abuse and crimes being
reported. It revealed that adults failed to try to stop
further acts of child abuse. It found that most survivors,
63.6 per cent, were male and that most survivors,
93.8 per cent of them, were abused by a male. Each
victim was, on average, just 10 years old when they
were first abused.
The royal commission released its Redress and Civil
Litigation Report in November 2015. It found that our
current civil litigation systems and past and current
redress processes have not provided justice for so many
survivors. Importantly and significantly obviously for
today, it recommended a single national redress scheme
for survivors of institutional child sexual abuse,
designed to be a simple, accessible way for survivors to
access compensation.
Before I go on, I want to again acknowledge all the
survivors of institutional child abuse in Victoria and say
to them how deeply sorry I am for all the hurt, the pain
and the shame they have endured for years and years,
exacerbated further by the pace of change and
community silence. We know that for years these
survivors suffered past wrongs in silence. They were
not listened to, they were not believed and they were
not acknowledged. That is so very wrong, and things
must change.
I would like to also acknowledge all the thousands of
people who contributed to the royal commission; the
commissioners and commission staff; and of course all
the witnesses and survivors whose personal stories have
had a profound impact and will now help guide us in
making sure Australian institutions are safer in the
future. Here in Victoria I wish to acknowledge all those
people who worked so very hard and contributed their
personal stories as part of the Betrayal of Trust inquiry,
set up under the previous government in April 2012.
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Many of them were from my electorate — people like
Valda Hogan, who has not stopped campaigning for a
national redress scheme despite significant health
challenges over the years.
This government has now made a commitment to
implement all the recommendations of the Betrayal of
Trust report, and we have been doing that. We have
seen criminal and civil law reform with the introduction
of new criminal offences, we have made changes to the
Limitation of Actions Act 1958, we have amended the
Wrongs Act 1958 and we have created child safe
organisations through child safety standards and a
reportable conduct scheme. Most recently we
introduced legislation to close that loophole in relation
to the legal identity of defendants.
It was in March this year that the Andrews Labor
government committed to join the national redress
scheme. This is a groundbreaking agreement. It means
that finally thousands of abuse survivors will be
recognised. They will get some justice and, to the
extent possible, some alleviation of the impact of the
crimes committed against them whilst they were
children. Earlier this month the Senate referred the
national redress scheme bill to the Senate Community
Affairs Legislation Committee for inquiry and report.
The reporting date is 15 June 2018. It is subject to the
passage of that legislation that the national redress
scheme will commence on 1 July 2018 and run for
10 years.
This government opting in will mean that people in
Victoria who were abused as children in places run or
controlled by the state will receive redress. It will also
mean that Victorian organisations, including charities,
churches and other non-governmental institutions and
organisations, can opt in and participate in the scheme
and ultimately take responsibility to make amends for
the sexual abuse that happened to children in their care.
It is for organisations to opt in, and they are absolutely
urged to do so in the strongest possible terms, because
there really should be no more excuses. Obviously the
more institutions and the more states that participate in
the scheme, the more survivors will access redress.
We have heard that this national scheme will consist of
three components: a redress payment of up to $150 000,
access to counselling and psychological services and a
direct personal response from the participating
organisation responsible for the abuse. So many of us
cannot even imagine the pain and the hurt inflicted
upon thousands of Victorians when they were children
and the utter betrayal of trust they have endured. The
payment and support will obviously go some way to
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acknowledging the harm, that serious harm, caused and
help survivors move forward.
Importantly, as part of this redress program, survivors
will be eligible for access to counselling and
psychosocial services. As part of the scheme, the royal
commission has recommended that applications need to
be verified. But I note that this will generally be by way
of a statutory declaration and will generally not require
any other further supporting documentation. I think this
is important because it recognises that so many of those
victim survivors just will not have access to that
evidence, and it goes without saying that access to the
scheme is absolutely critical.
The average payment to survivors is expected to be
around $76 000, which is $11 000 more than the
average recommended by the royal commission.
Importantly, I note that clause 49 of the bill states
clearly that a redress payment is a payment of
compensation under the scheme and that nothing
prevents a liability insurance contract from treating a
redress payment as a payment of compensation or
damages. Just as importantly, these payments will not
be subject to income tax, nor will they be treated as
income for the purposes of assessing social security
entitlements or other benefits. Survivors will have
access to independent legal advice before accepting any
offer of redress and signing a deed of release.
Finally, I do just wish to note that the national scheme
proposes to exclude some people. Anyone convicted of
sex offences or sentenced to prison terms of five years
or more for crimes such as serious drug, homicide or
fraud offences will be ineligible. Obviously measures
need to be taken to preserve the integrity of and
confidence in the system, but I think above all else it is
important to remember that the sexual abuse this
scheme will redress was perpetrated on children. All
the survivors of child sexual abuse were once children.
Those children have grown up with the trauma, the
shame and the hurt. I do not for one moment think that
we can imagine that the wrong done to those children
has not impacted some way on their development, has
not impacted their lives and perhaps has not
contributed in some way to their behaviour as
adolescents and adults.
This scheme will finally provide recognition, apologies
and justice for so many people who, whilst mere
children, were abused in institutional care, were ignored
or not believed when they did try to speak up and have
endured and suffered the consequences of that abuse, in
some cases for decades. I commend the bill.
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Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) (17:35) — I am
pleased to rise to contribute to this debate on the
National Redress Scheme for Institutional Child Sexual
Abuse (Commonwealth Powers) Bill 2018. I rise as
part of this contribution to recognise those members of
the Victorian community who came forward to tell us
their stories as part of the Betrayal of Trust inquiry that
was conducted during the last Parliament. As a member
of that committee with the member for Thomastown,
the member for Broadmeadows, Ms Crozier in the
other house as well as former members David O’Brien
and Andrea Coote, it was arguably the most important
parliamentary work that I have been engaged in, but it
was a very harrowing exercise. I know that the member
for Thomastown would probably share my views in the
sense that we spent days and weeks just listening to
ordinary Victorians telling us their stories of the abuse
they endured as children. The locations were different
and the times were different, but the stories were
invariably the same. Young Victorians endured horrific
and on many occasions repeated abuse, not just
physically but also psychologically.
That inquiry certainly took a toll on me during its time,
but as a member of that committee I was left with a
very strong feeling that we owed to those Victorians
who came forward a very great debt and we owed them
a solution. We handed down the Betrayal of Trust
report, which provided a range of recommendations,
and I was very pleased to see that both the former
Parliament and this Parliament have continued the
delivery of those recommendations by way of
legislative change.
I know that abuse of children in institutions has
unfortunately been a scar on our landscape for
generations. I was reminded recently of my own
grandfather who, upon the death of his mother in
Sydney at the very young age of five — over a century
ago — was put on a boat with his siblings to Perth and,
I am told, was picked up by his aunty, who then put
him in the Clontarf Boys Orphanage, so the story goes.
I am told that he never spoke of his time in the
orphanage. However, as an adult he did make it known
that he would never step foot inside a Roman Catholic
church. Hearing that story gave me a very strong
indication of the possible level of abuse that he had
endured within that institution, but obviously he grew
up in an era when people did not talk about their
experiences. Many of us will know of friends, family or
neighbours who endured significant hardship and
significant pain, and for some it was too great. The
committee heard the harrowing stories of those who
succumbed to the pain and suffering that they had
endured at the hands of others and took their own lives.
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We knew from the inquiry that abuse was endemic in
institutions. We knew that institutions knew the abuse
that was occurring. We knew that leadership within
those institutions had knowingly moved perpetrators
from institution to institution, and those perpetrators
continued to abuse. The evidence that came to us from
many brave Victorians both publicly and privately
certainly demonstrated the level of that abuse. I have
mentioned in this house before the story of Father
O’Donnell and the Foster family, who are known to
many and who in many respects led the charge for this
inquiry. I am reminded of a story that one woman
presented to us in private. She was in her 70s and had
suffered at the hands of Father O’Donnell when she
was a child. Decades later the same priest was
perpetrating similar crimes on other young children.
The issue of redress was raised by many care leavers,
some of whom are in the gallery, and also by
representatives of Care Leavers Australasia Network,
who are the peak body for care leavers in Victoria.
Redress was also a vexed issue because it certainly had
issues involving other states, and whilst the Victorian
inquiry had not sought to introduce a redress scheme in
the terms outlined in this legislation, it was certainly an
issue that was to be addressed at a national level, which
obviously occurred through the Royal Commission into
Institutional Responses to Child Sexual Abuse. I
certainly commend the Attorney-General, who is at the
table — not that I say that very often.
Mr Pakula — Taken in the spirit in which it was
intended.
Mr WAKELING — Exactly right. In passing I
think it would be fair to say that he and other
attorneys-general of various political colours from
around the country had to come to the terms of referral
that would keep all the states happy, and that had to be
done in the context of having a referral that was also
amenable to the federal government. I think this is a
good example of where politics is set aside, where
governments, both state and federal, of all political
persuasions, can actually work together to reach an
outcome that achieves an outcome for the Australian
community and in our context the Victorian
community. The wording of this bill before the house
mirrors that of other states, so I just forewarn the house
that any move to change the wording of this piece of
legislation actually will inhibit the capacity for this
redress scheme to be established. I only place that on
the record if others in the Parliament are seeking to
make changes to the legislation, but I will put that issue
to one side.
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I know that the issue of redress is significant for victims
of crime but I also know that no amount of redress will
overcome the pain and suffering that Victorians have
endured, and will not overcome the pain and suffering
that Victorians continue to endure as they live day by
day with the dreadful effects of this level of abuse.
Many resorted to drugs and alcohol. Many have been
involved in our prison system. Clearly the impact of
what happened to these Victorians when they were
children lives with them still today.
Again I wish to place on record my thanks to those who
came forward and told us their stories. I think it would
be fair to say that for the first time they felt that they
were actually listened to by those in authority. I hope
that we have gone a small but important way to live up
to the trust you placed in us by putting in place a series
of legislative changes that help you, and I trust that this
bill will be part of that support.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (17:45) — I am
honoured to join the debate on the National Redress
Scheme for Institutional Child Sexual Abuse
(Commonwealth Powers) Bill 2018. I have indicated in
the house previously and I will again restate it: I
initially thought that allocating this work to the Family
and Community Development Committee was not the
appropriate or right step. I thought at the time that it
would be more appropriate that it be referred on to a
royal commission. That was my view then. Really,
what has been borne out by the work done by others
shows that I was wrong. I want to place that on the
record because you look at these things and you think it
is the right thing to do, you think it is the appropriate
course, and in that initial position I held my thought
process was a disservice to the members of that
committee. I thought that the work would be done
better through a royal commission, not a parliamentary
committee of inquiry, and I was wrong. The work that
was done by the committee was landmark work. It was
a really important piece of work, and obviously it was a
contributing factor to the Gillard government
establishing the Royal Commission into Institutional
Responses to Child Sexual Abuse.
The bill that is before the house today is really
important, because it looks at trying to penalise those
institutions that did the wrong thing. I agree with the
member for Ferntree Gully, who spoke exceptionally
well and was very eloquent in his contribution, in that
money does little for a victim of abuse later in life. I
absolutely concur with that view. What I would say,
though, is that if larger organisations and institutions
realise that there is a financial penalty for having
inadequate systems and processes in place that they will
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need to seek insurance cover for because of the
appalling behaviour of their employees, then perhaps
they might ensure that there are appropriate systems
and processes in place to ensure that there are no more
victims of institutionalised child sexual abuse. I think
that for a number of these institutions, when you try to
quantify the financial compensation they will have to
pay or the penalty that will be levied against them as a
consequence of these failings, you will start to see them
changing their processes and taking this far more
seriously than they ever did previously.
I have spoken in the past about the ratings for adverse
childhood experiences, and I do not propose to go
through the 10 different measures. I think if you are
male and you have had four or more adverse childhood
experiences — and clearly physical and sexual abuse
would be indicators — you are 47 times more likely to
be an intravenous drug user. Studies have shown that
when a child is traumatised, particularly at a young age,
their cognitive — brain — development starts to shut
down. When you think about it, it is a bit like when you
are in an extremely stressful position and the fight or
flight tendency takes over — your mind shuts down.
You focus on the one thing in front of you — that is, to
try to exit the situation or fight your way out of it. The
impact that has upon a young child is that the synapses
in their brain just shut down and their brain cannot
develop in the way the brain of a child growing up in a
functional environment does.
What does that mean? That means that when the child
starts school they are significantly behind their peers
because they have been traumatised so much that they
do not have the ability to read or write as well as those
who have grown up in a loving, supportive, nurturing
environment. Therefore you have what is called the
achievement gap. A child who is in prep or grade 1 who
has been physically or sexually abused starts to feel
worthless and stupid because they cannot read or count
up as well as their peers. They feel worthless; they feel
useless. They fall behind, and then they fall further and
further behind. In Australia at the moment every year
around 40 000 children drop out of the high school
system, so on a per capita basis it is reasonable to
suggest that 10 000 of those would be Victorian
children. I am hopeful that with the investments that
this government is making we will close that gap, but it
is still a very large number.
When you look at what has happened over the passage
of time, many of those children who drop out or are lost
to the system would have been victims of sexual or
physical abuse. How many times would we have
walked down the streets of Melbourne or a country
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town and seen a homeless person who is drunk or drug
affected? We think — quietly, maybe — that we are
better than them, that we are leading full and productive
lives and they are not, that they have thrown their lives
away. How many of those people would have been
victims of child sex abuse? I think it would be a very
high number.
The Attorney-General is to be commended for bringing
a bill like this before the Parliament, because we are
harmonising the different jurisdictions of the states. If
you want to tackle this seriously and make a serious
contribution, you need to have harmonisation that
addresses these differences across the states — you
need to have a uniform approach — and you need to do
it in a very thorough, measured and consistent way to
ensure that these institutions are held accountable for
the abuse they have perpetrated over decades against
young and vulnerable children.
I do think that as a Parliament and as members we owe
not only an obligation to the members of the
57th Parliament who served on the Family and
Community Development Committee inquiry but
actually a debt of gratitude in a peer support way. I
cannot imagine how hard it must have been for those
members to sit through some of that evidence. I
imagine that would have had an impact on those
members who sat through those hearings, read the
evidence and wrote up the report. I think it would have
been extremely difficult for those members. I know I
would have really struggled if I had been tasked to
serve on that committee. I know in myself I would have
found it incredibly stressful, difficult and challenging.
This bill is about doing what is right. It is about
recognising the systemic failures that occurred in these
institutions over a long period of time. It is about
righting a wrong. It is about ensuring that we say sorry
and we compensate the victims of institutionalised child
sexual abuse. It is about making sure that we put the
onus back on these institutions to get their house on
order and force them to make sure that they deal with
these matters seriously, because if they do not, there
will at the very least be a significant financial penalty
levied against them and their assets, and in addition to
that obviously there will be criminal charges. We are
far more worldly now than we were previously, and we
are far more aware of the insidious nature of these
crimes. And as parents I think we are all far more
vigilant than our forebears may have been. We are not
as trusting. We are not as willing to hand our children
over to people of some reputed standing and think that
they will be fine. We do not do that.
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This is a really significant piece of legislation that is
before the house. It represents the tireless labour and
endeavours of many across both sides of the house. It is
probably the most sincere way of acknowledging the
pain and grief that victims of child sex abuse have
endured, and I commend the bill to the house.
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) (17:54) — It is my
pleasure to rise in support of such an important bill. In
fact this is one of the most important bills that any one
of us in this place will ever have the opportunity to
support. It goes deeply to a state of national shame —
the shame that is the abuse of children in institutions
that were meant to care for them, institutions that were
meant to ultimately protect them. Many children found
themselves in these places because they were already in
extremely vulnerable circumstances. Others found
themselves in these places for far more unjust reasons.
For vulnerable children to be preyed on by the very
people charged with caring for them is nothing short of
evil, in my opinion, and the lifelong damage caused by
the abuse — these crimes of abuse — has marred far
too many lives in our community and has had impacts
through generations. It is for this reason that I am
pleased to be able to stand here in support of a bill that
goes some way to doing something about that, although
I do this knowing that it can never fully take away the
pain or undo the harm that was done.
I will start with some background to the bill. As others
have outlined, in November 2016 the commonwealth
government announced that it would establish a
national redress scheme for victims of institutional child
sexual abuse, then in March of this year our Premier
announced the Victorian government’s intention to opt
into this scheme. Child abuse is sadly an issue that has
come before this place many times, and I have spoken
on most if not all pieces of relevant legislation since I
came to this place in November 2014. It is an issue I
feel very passionately about, and it goes to a profound
injustice that I believe needs recognition and redress to
the best of our ability. As I have outlined, I do this all
while knowing that no amount of money can ever take
away the pain or undo the damage that has been caused
by the abuse of children that has taken place in
government and non-government institutions over
many, many years.
As we have heard, a national redress scheme was a key
recommendation of the commonwealth royal
commission into institutional child sexual abuse and is
also in line with recommendations that arose from the
Victorian Parliament’s Betrayal of Trust report. Our
participation in the redress scheme is important because
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it provides support to those who have suffered these
past wrongs. It will go some way to acknowledging the
years of community silence and institutional corruption
that created even deeper wounds, and it tells the
survivors of abuse very clearly that they are believed,
that they are acknowledged and that they will be
listened to.
The legislation will enable redress to be provided to
survivors of institutional child sexual abuse that
occurred in state-based, government and
non-government institutions, and the bill also paves the
way for, say, churches, charities and other
non-government organisations, as has been outlined by
others, that have operated in our state to participate in
this scheme. This is obviously something that we
strongly encourage, and to that point I want to say that
it is incumbent on non-government institutions that
have been responsible for abuse to do the right thing, to
do the just thing and to commit to this scheme. This
means churches, this means those charities and this
means all those other institutions which have ultimately
been responsible for the abuse of children. I think it is
fair to say that organisations will be fairly judged by
our community if they do not take this important step,
but I hope it does not come to that.
In terms of the scheme itself, firstly some might wonder
why state legislation is required to give effect to a
recommendation of a commonwealth royal
commission. The reason is that the commonwealth does
not have power to legislate for a scheme that applies to
the states and to state-based institutions, so a state
referral of powers is required for this national scheme to
apply to Victoria and to Victorian institutions. That is
why we have this referral bill. I understand that New
South Wales has also introduced referral powers
legislation into its Parliament in the same way, and
others will follow.
The scheme will run for 10 years. Eligible survivors
will be eligible for a monetary payment of up to
$150 000 as well as access to counselling,
psychosocial services and a direct personal response,
should they want it — for example, an apology from
the responsible institution. An application for redress
by a survivor will be assessed by an independent
decision-maker on a case-by-case basis guided by an
assessment framework. Survivors will also be able to
access independent legal advice, which will be funded
under the scheme, before accepting any offer of redress
or signing any deed of release. Subject to the passage
of this legislation, and as we have heard, it has strong
support across the Parliament, the scheme will
commence on 1 July this year.
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Now that I have touched on the key elements of the
scheme — the technical details if you like — I want to
move to the more human face of this issue. Like many
in this place, I have many constituents who have
suffered abuse as children in government and
non-government institutions. I attended a meeting of
Open Place in Dandenong, and I met with local
survivors. I have met with Leonie Sheedy from the Care
Leavers Australasia Network — or CLAN, as they are
better known. I know how important this legislation is to
the people that these organisations represent. For those
who may not know, Open Place is a support and
advocacy service that coordinates and provides direct
assistance to address the needs of people who grow up
in Victorian orphanages and homes, many of whom
who experienced various forms of abuse.
I was introduced to Open Place and to the plight of
forgotten Australians by one of my constituents, Sue
Glassborow, and her husband, Gary. Sue approached
me first during the 2014 state election campaign to
discuss the challenges that were often experienced by
care leavers, and Sue is a care leaver herself. Over the
years Sue has spoken to me about everything from the
need for services, the long-term damage caused by
abuse, the need for victims of abuse to have their
experiences recognised and the need for redress. She
has also talked about the day-to-day challenges of
people who have been raised in institutional care: the
challenges inherent in becoming parents themselves, of
having no lived example of a mother or father and how
that impacts on their ability to play those roles in their
own lives.
That particular conversation resonated with me
profoundly. I suppose it stayed with me because it
highlighted that, even apart from the horrific abuse that
some in care suffered, most if not all children raised in
institutional care experienced disadvantage: separation;
abandonment and loss of family; poor health, including
often the denial of dental care; denial of educational
opportunity; and loss of identity. I could go on and on.
That is even before you get to cases of brutality and
sexual assault where children were often told they
would not be believed if they ever chose to speak out.
Sadly that was in fact the lived experience of many who
did try to speak out over the years.
The effects of a childhood experience of institutional
care are lasting. They can include lack of trust; risky
behaviours; an inability to form or maintain loving
relationships; challenges in parenting, as I have
outlined; mental health struggles; and lack of identity,
which can often be made worse by challenges
associated with not having a birth certificate, or in some

NATIONAL REDRESS SCHEME FOR INSTITUTIONAL CHILD SEXUAL ABUSE (COMMONWEALTH POWERS) BILL
2018
1570

ASSEMBLY

cases having multiple birth certificates, which was
outlined to me by one of my constituents. Obviously
these things affect different people to varying degrees,
but none of us in here can doubt that the impact is real,
it is lasting and it is just so unimaginable that these
circumstances did exist and have existed and maybe
even continue to exist.
Open Place produced a book that contained the
experience of people who spent time in care institutions
in their own words. One of the quotes in this book
stands out to me. It was by Patricia, who was aged 62
when she wrote these words. They are:
My experience is a long-lived one. This life won’t be enough
time to repair or to learn all that I was blocked from knowing,
or enough time to get the balance right.
I would like my childhood again — full of love and respect.

You would not think that that is too much to ask. We all
want our children to have a childhood full of love and
respect, and it is just so very sad that so many did not
get that.
It has taken a significant period of time for justice to be
delivered to victims of institutional sexual abuse, but I
am glad that we are eventually here. I am proud to be
part of a government that has led the way here in
Victoria in reforming sexual offence laws, including
creating new laws to quash an unfair legal loophole that
prevented survivors from suing certain organisations
for their abuse. We have also abolished civil claim time
limits to allow law suits to be lodged regardless of how
long ago the abuse occurred, and we introduced the
Australian-first ‘duty of care’ for organisations
exercising care, supervision or authority over children.
This is a proud legacy in the protection of children, and
one that I know we will continue. The redress scheme
this bill enables is perhaps the most important next step
that we can make.
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) (18:05) — I am pleased
to rise to speak on the National Redress Scheme for
Institutional Child Sexual Abuse (Commonwealth
Powers) Bill 2018. In my electorate of Geelong we had
many, many children affected by sexual abuse,
particularly in church-related organisations and
institutions. I have met many of those people since
coming into this place, and I have heard the horrific
stories about the things they had to endure as children
in institutions. Going into those places they felt safe and
that they were going to be cared for, but in fact they
were horrifically abused by those they put their trust in.
For many of those people their lives did not turn out the
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way they would have expected; in fact they have had
great difficulties.
The member for Essendon very clearly outlined the
impact of such trauma and abuse on children and also
that the impact it has on them going forward in their
lives is quite significant. It changes their lives forever.
Their childhood is taken away from them. They do not
have the same childhood as other children have, and the
experience of abuse that they have had to endure is
horrendous. The suffering is unimaginable to those of
us who have never experienced it. As I said, for the
people who are now adults and who endured such
shocking sexual abuse by people they thought they
could trust, having their stories heard was really
significant for them. I am really proud to be part of a
government that acknowledges what those people had
to endure as children and is putting measures in place to
prevent that from happening again.
As we heard from other members in this place today, it
is not just about the money; it is about
acknowledgement and about protection for children
going into the future. I think the Andrews government
making the commitment to do everything possible to
protect children from child abuse is really significant,
particularly for the many people we have heard from
who were abused; they do not want other children to
have to endure what they experienced. I cannot even
really talk about it, but having listened to many people
talk about their experiences was difficult for me. It was
more difficult for them, though — what they have had
to endure. I really take my hat off to those that have
campaigned strongly over this issue. My
congratulations to them. I think what they have done is
fantastic. Going into the future it will help us do what
we can to prevent these things from happening again
and protect children as much as possible.
We have proudly signed up to the national redress
scheme, a scheme recommended by the royal
commission. The bill before the Parliament will enable
Victoria to participate in the scheme. Ensuring that
Victoria participates in the scheme will provide critical
support to those who have suffered past wrongs,
including abuse, community silence and institutional
corruption which meant survivors were not listened to,
believed or acknowledged. For a lot of the people that I
have spoken to that has been one of the really difficult
things for them to deal with, the fact that nobody
wanted to know and that nobody believed them, or if
they did, they tried to sweep it under the carpet; we saw
evidence of that time and time again throughout the
royal commission. Governments cannot ease the harm
that was caused by institutional child sexual abuse —
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we know that. The abuse occurred in state-based
government and non-government institutions.

commencement date of 1 July, the scheme will begin
on that day in relation to state institutions.

The bill also paves the way for churches, charities and
other non-government organisations operating in
Victoria to participate in the scheme. We encourage
institutions, be they churches, charities or other
non-government institutions, to sign up to this scheme.
We hope these laws pass quickly in the interests of
survivors who have already waited for far too long.

The scheme will run for 10 years. Eligible survivors will
be eligible for a monetary payment of up to $150 000,
access to counselling, 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, guided by an
assessment framework. Survivors will be able to access
independent legal advice, which will be funded under
the scheme, before accepting any offer of redress and
signing a deed of release. The commonwealth
Department of Social Services will be the operator of
the scheme. The scheme is due to commence on 1 July,
subject to the passage of legislation.

As the commonwealth does not have powers to
legislate for a scheme that applies to the states and
state-based institutions, a state referral of powers is
needed for the national scheme to apply to Victoria and
Victorian institutions. This referral bill will enable
Victoria to participate in the national redress scheme. It
refers powers to the commonwealth to the extent
necessary for Victorian state-based and
non-government institutions to participate in the
scheme. New South Wales also introduced referral of
powers legislation to its Parliament on 1 May. The bill
refers powers to the commonwealth to pass the
National Redress Scheme for Institutional Child Sexual
Abuse Bill 2018, the national bill which forms part of
this referral bill that was introduced to the
commonwealth Parliament on 10 May. The Victorian
bill also refers powers to enable amendments to the
national bill with the agreement of all participating
jurisdictions and in accordance with the provisions of
the intergovernmental agreement on the National
Redress Scheme for Institutional Child Sexual Abuse
which Victoria has signed.
A national redress scheme for survivors of institutional
child sexual abuse was a key recommendation of the
royal commission. Chapter 28.1 of the Betrayal of Trust
report also proposed the establishment of an alternative
mechanism to civil litigation to provide redress to
survivors of institutional child abuse. We made an
election commitment to implement all
recommendations from the Betrayal of Trust report. A
redress scheme was also recommended by the Family
and Community Development Committee of the
Victorian Parliament in its report on the handling of
child abuse by religious and other non-government
organisations, Betrayal of Trust. All institutions
controlled by the Victorian government will be covered
by the scheme. The referral bill paves the way for
churches, charities and other non-government
organisations operating in Victoria to participate in the
scheme. The Andrews Labor government has urged
non-government institutions to promptly opt into the
scheme in the interests of survivors who have waited
too long. Even if no institutions opt in by the

The Andrews Labor government has led the way in
reforming our laws to help survivors of institutional
child sexual abuse. We have created new laws to quash
an unfair legal loophole preventing survivors from suing
some organisations for their abuse. We also abolished
time limits for civil claims so that lawsuits can be
lodged regardless of how long ago the abuse occurred,
and we introduced an Australian-first duty of care for
organisations exercising care, supervision or authority
over children. It must be an emotional day for those
victims of institutional child abuse. I think it is important
that we acknowledge what they have experienced, and I
know with this bill the Andrews Labor government is
committed to doing the right thing, the fair thing and the
just thing. Although those victims will never receive
justice, this is an important bill.
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) (18:15) — It gives
me pride to speak on this very, very important bill, the
National Redress Scheme for Institutional Child Sexual
Abuse (Commonwealth Powers) 2018. ‘Pride’ is
probably not an appropriate term, but I am proud that
we are delivering on the commitments we made to
survivors, to families and to the Victorian community
both in terms of the Royal Commission into
Institutional Responses to Child Sexual Abuse and in
terms of the Victorian Parliament’s own inquiry.
This is about justice. It is about building the framework
for justice, and it will not be easy. It is a big framework.
The devastation was huge, so the framework for justice
must be equally large. This is one of the building
blocks. We have seen a few come through this
Parliament, but this is another one. I have got to say that
the survivors and victims must reflect sometimes, in the
quietness of their minds — if they have that ability,
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given the devastation they have been through — on
how far they have come.
We are talking about a national redress scheme in a
federation. It is very difficult to get agreement on
anything in one jurisdiction let alone get agreement
nationally with different governments of different
political persuasions. So in a sense with this national
redress scheme, while it initially only includes New
South Wales and Victoria, those victims and survivors
must have a sense of pride that they have achieved this.
It is their victory that governments have come together
and decided that they would do this in a national sense.
I think it is a profound victory for them, and I am
profoundly proud that we are a government that is
helping to deliver that outcome.
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 and enable
some reparation for the survivors of abuse. As I
mentioned, there was also the Betrayal of Trust report,
which was the Victorian Parliament’s report. I was not
in Parliament then, but I want to commend my
colleagues who worked on that inquiry. That report also
proposed the establishment of a redress scheme for
survivors of institutional child abuse as an alternative to
traditional avenues of litigation. In fact I do not even
know that that is the right terminology, because for
many survivors there was no alternative. This is why
we are where we are.
One of the purposes of this national redress scheme is to
achieve consistency in outcomes for survivors
regardless of which state or territory they reside in, as
the Attorney-General said in his second-reading speech.
It is actually about consistency within the same
jurisdiction as well. There are profound differences in
how survivors and victims were treated in Victoria, let
alone between Victoria and New South Wales. In fact
there were even differences in how survivors and
victims were treated in Victoria within the same
institution — within the Catholic Church, for example,
or within a Jewish synagogue community — depending
on when they raised redress matters with the authorities.
So consistency is not just about national consistency; it
is about consistency here in Victoria. The Victorian
government strongly believes that participating in a
national redress scheme will provide critical support to
those who have suffered institutional child sexual abuse.
I did go to the important report, Redress and Civil
Litigation Report, of the royal commission. It is
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interesting to read the evidence and stories shared by
survivors that have been captured in it. The report says:
A number of survivors, and many survivor advocacy and
support groups, have highlighted the importance to survivors
of ‘fairness’ in the sense of equal access to redress for
survivors and equal treatment of survivors in redress
processes. They regard equal access and equal treatment as
essential elements if a redress scheme is to deliver justice.
Equality in this sense does not prevent recognition of different
levels of severity of abuse or different levels of severity of
impact of abuse. However, it does mean that the availability
and type or amount of redress available should not depend on
factors such as:
the state or territory in which the abuse occurred
whether the institution was a government or
non-government institution
whether the abuse occurred in more than one institution
the nature or type of institution
whether the institution still exists
the assets available to the institution.

I am really pleased because if any redress scheme was
to take into account those things, it would not be for the
victims or survivors; it would be for the institutions. We
are saying this is about the victims and survivors. The
report goes on to say:
We accept the importance to survivors of equality in this
sense.

So this is what this bill tries to deliver — exactly the
elements I have just read out from that report of the
royal commission.
I just want to take you to a family in my community,
the Foster family in Oakleigh, a suburb that I grew up
in and an electorate that I have the absolute privilege of
representing. I read from an article in ABC News by
Karen Percy on 24 February 2017. It says:
A 2015 report into the Melbourne Response by former
Federal Court judge Donnell Ryan, QC, was released by the
Royal Commission into Institutional Responses to Child
Sexual Abuse late this afternoon, at the conclusion of
hearings featuring senior Catholic figures.
The report was suppressed by the Catholic Church for more
than a year.
In it, Mr Ryan makes 17 recommendations, several of them
suggesting those in charge of the scheme not be under the
Archbishop’s power, that files and archives be held
separately, and that budget and administrative matters also be
separated out.
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It is a pity that the Catholic Church did none of that.
They did absolutely none of that when it came to the
Foster family. While the report that they commissioned
recommended that, they did none of that. That is why
the government is now doing it and has been doing it.
The article goes on to say:
The Fosters have been pushing for changes to the Melbourne
Response for nine years.

And it quotes Anthony Foster:
That independence is something that would have gone a long
way to alleviating or solving or preventing many of the
problems that have been created within the Melbourne
Response for so many victims.

That is correct and that is the key element of this bill:
independent decision-makers case-by-case and not
under the influence of the paymaster being the
decision-maker for redress. What the Fosters suffered
was just an extraordinary example of exactly what we
are trying to avoid. So in the early days the scheme was
capped at $50 000. Then when there was a bit of
pressure on the Catholic Church they went to $75 000.
Of course when the Foster family took them to court
they settled for $750 000. Anthony Foster said:
The really, really sad thing is that if the church had listened to
us, if they had really made it an independent process all those
years ago, if George Pell had listened to us in 1996 … much
of what is recommended now would have been put in place.

That is the lived experience of just one of many, many
families — and not just with the Catholic Church, of
course not — with many, many institutions, religious
and otherwise.
As the member for Geelong also said, while this bill has
the support of the entire Parliament — and I am really
pleased about that — I am really proud that this
government, the Andrews Labor government, has led
the way in reforming our laws. As the member for
Geelong and others said, we have created new laws to
quash an unfair legal loophole preventing survivors
from suing some organisations. I was privileged to
speak on that bill. We abolished time limits for civil
claims so that lawsuits can be lodged regardless of how
long ago the abuse occurred and we introduced
Australia’s first duty of care for organisations
exercising care supervision authority over children. I
have also spoken, as many of us in this chamber have,
on those bills.
In the little time I have remaining I want to thank and
applaud — and no words could really do them justice,
as I have said in speaking on previous bills — the
courage and conviction and the heart of victims and
survivors and their families. In fact families are also
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victims of another sort. They are often retraumatised in
seeking redress — and that is what the Foster family’s
experience opened my eyes to. They were
retraumatised in seeking redress by being ignored by
arrogant Catholic clergy and senior people in the
Catholic Church and others, by having doors shut in
their face, by being made to wait for appointments for
weeks and months and by not having their questions
answered. They were often retraumatised, and I want to
thank from for their fortitude and for their steely
courage. As I said, this is their victory and a victory for
those people in a similar cohort.
I want to again thank my predecessor in Oakleigh, Ann
Barker, who is a champion of this cause; the former
Attorney-General, the member for Box Hill; and
colleagues involved in the Betrayal of Trust report.
While money, as others have said, is not redress in and
of itself, it is a measure of something. This is not just
about money of course, but it is a key element. I
commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms HUTCHINS
(Minister for Aboriginal Affairs).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

SERIOUS OFFENDERS BILL 2018
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police).
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) (18:25) — I rise to make a
contribution to the Serious Offenders Bill 2018. You
cannot approach this bill without certain horrific and
tragic events coming to mind. Jill Meagher’s death
springs to mind as something that occurred in the last
term of government, to the absolute shock and dismay
of the wider Victorian community and of the members
of this house. It was a tragic, horrific and abhorrent
outcome as a result of somebody being on the streets
who should not have been on the streets at that point
in time.
Masa Vukotic also springs to mind as a young woman
who was murdered not too far from my electorate.
Once again it was tragic; once again it was shocking
and incredibly traumatic for her family. I recall the
absolute shock and dismay of MPs in this house as well
because that was as a result of someone being on the
streets who should not have been on the streets.
I recall the young Ballarat mother who was repeatedly
raped over a 29-hour period by a serial sex offender
back in 2006. There are many tragic, abhorrent and
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highly distressing murders that have been perpetrated
by people who should not have been out on the streets,
who should not have been in circumstances where they
were able to commit these horrific crimes and
perpetrate their evil acts on innocent victims going
about their daily lives.
I recall Masa Vukotic was going for a walk; she was a
young woman in the prime of her life going for a walk
in her local area. Jill Meagher was heading home from
a place where she had been out for the evening. These
are things that women and all people should be able to
do as part of their daily activities, as part of their normal
lives. But they were not able to do so with the
reassurance and safety in circumstances where they
were protected from the evil perpetrators who
committed horrendous crimes against them.
This Serious Offenders Bill repeals and replaces the
Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and Supervision) Act
2009. I want to refer to the message that has been sent to
criminals over the last few years by this government.
That is a soft-on-crime approach. It began at the
commencement of the term of the Andrews government
when it weakened youth bail laws. It sent a very strong
message to youth that it is okay to breach bail.
We have had times when the courts have not reflected
the will of the Victorian people. The courts have not
reflected the intent of the Parliament in addressing and
sentencing perpetrators of all different sorts of crimes. It
is incumbent on us as a Parliament that when the courts
do not reflect the intent of the Parliament and the courts
do not reflect the intent of the Victorian community, that
this Parliament addresses that and makes sure without
delay that legislation is tightened so that the courts do
reflect the intent of the Parliament. And so if the courts
feel, from the second-reading speech, that they can cite
something whereby they can perhaps give a lighter
sentence when the intent is actually for a more
significant and harsher sentence, it is incumbent upon
the Parliament to act. We need to act.
Things like drops in police numbers — certainly in the
first two and a half years of the Andrews Labor
government the police academy sat empty. Crime was
escalating, and we were not getting new police recruits.
The population was growing significantly, and so per
capita our police numbers were seriously
deteriorating — our frontline policing numbers. This is
another signal sent to the community that it is okay to
commit crime. When we have the condoning of weak
sentencing — I think that was a reference made by the
member for Box Hill — and we fail to strengthen those
sentencing provisions and when the courts clearly are
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not implementing the intent of those provisions, we
need to deal with it.
This bill builds on the Serious Sex Offenders
(Detention and Supervision) Amendment (Governance)
Act 2017, which established the Post Sentence
Authority. That is a new statutory body with expanded
powers to more rigorously monitor and manage serious
sex offenders who are subject to post-sentence orders.
While most of the provisions of the Serious Sex
Offenders (Detention and Supervision) Act 2009 and
those subsequent amendments are maintained, the new
act actually incorporates some of the recommendations
of the Harper review. More significantly, it expands the
post-sentence detention and supervision scheme to
make sure that it includes not just sexual offenders but
other criminals who should not be out on the streets —
who pose such a safety concern to Victorians going
about their daily activities or who may have served time
for serial violence offences but are an unacceptable risk
of reoffending. We have certainly seen that happen, and
it is incumbent upon us to address it.
The new provision will apply only to offenders who are
sentenced in the higher courts — the Supreme Court
and the County Court. That includes anyone convicted
of murder, manslaughter — except culpable driving —
child homicide, defensive homicide, arson causing
death, causing serious injury offences and kidnapping.
It also establishes a legal framework for the supervision
of eligible offenders in a new secure residential
treatment facility that is focused on intensive therapy
and rehab for up to two years. The period of detention
can be renewed, only once, for up to 12 months if the
threshold criteria for ongoing detention continue to be
met, with further extensions applying if ordered by a
court where the court has found exceptional
circumstances exist.
Another provision is the creation of the new emergency
detention orders (EDO), which allow the Secretary of
the Department of Justice and Regulation to apply to
the Supreme Court for an EDO, requiring an offender
on a supervision order or an interim supervision order
to be detained in prison for up to seven days. This
means that an offender who is demonstrating behaviour
that is deemed to present as escalating and is an
imminent risk to the community can be held while
alternative supervision arrangements are made or an
application for a detention order is made.
Going back to the Harper review, which was conducted
by the Honourable David Harper, AM, Professor Paul
Mullen and Professor Bernadette McSherry,
35 recommendations were made for significant and
complex reforms to the post-sentencing scheme. The
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government agreed in principle to implement all of
them. There are some concerns in relation to the new
20-bed secure facility in Ararat. Will the facility that is
being built be sufficient? The operating cost per bed per
year of $400 000 is very, very large and the member for
Box Hill did ask, ‘Does it need to cost that much to
ensure the security of these people?’, and ‘Is there an
opportunity for other funds to go to, for example,
victims of crime or for other purposes?’.
The opposition does not oppose this bill, but there are
concerns that we would like to see addressed. Based on
that contribution, I will allow others to make their
contribution this evening.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (18:35) — At the outset
I do want to place on the record, having listened to the
member for Ringwood’s contribution, that Victoria
Police has never had a larger budget than the one it has
for the upcoming 2018–19 financial year. At the start of
our term we said we were going to employ
400 additional custody officers to get police officers out
on the street rather than have them babysitting
criminals, and in the Community Safety Statement of
2016 we said we would be employing 3135 additional
police officers. I think it is really important to state that
after listening to the member for Ringwood’s
contribution, because she skated over all of that. It is
almost as if none of that matters. Nor did the member
seem to indicate the contribution that the government
has made in terms of tightening up bail laws and
strengthening the justice system in the time we have
been here.
It was the former Attorney-General, the member for
Box Hill, who attempted to introduce baseline
sentencing, and it was thrown out because it just did not
stack up. We as a government have taken this task
extremely seriously. Listening to the member for Box
Hill’s contribution earlier today it was almost as if he
had forgotten the notion that there is a separation of
powers. In his contribution he talked about how the
government is not tough enough on the courts. Last
time I checked, we have a separation of powers that has
been in this state and in Western liberal democracies for
hundreds of years. You want to keep that separation
between the judiciary and the executive arm of
government.
It is also important to note that the Serious Sex
Offenders (Detention and Supervision) Act 2009 makes
it very clear that courts have the discretion to decide
whether or not to make a supervision order or a
detention order in sections 9(7) and 36(5) respectively.
It is important that the judiciary are allowed to keep that
absolute discretion because it ensures the independence
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of the courts and makes sure the courts are seen to be
independent of the executive. Therefore such a ruling
would not be open for a constitutional challenge.
The other point I make in relation to some of the
comments made by the opposition is about the capacity
to manage the number of offenders. It is important to
note that at the start of a custodial sentence Corrections
Victoria will notify offenders of their eligibility in
relation to what rehabilitation they have to go through
and the consequences of them not going through that
rehabilitation — that is, if they refuse treatment or
rehabilitation, then they may well be subject to one of
these orders.
A bill like this is important because you really want to
try and split the offender cohort. You want to try and
work out who did something very serious because they
were stupid or affected by drugs or alcohol but are
unlikely to reoffend. It might be about trying to provide
them with the skills and the ability to be able to go off
and get a qualification and gain gainful employment so
you reduce the recidivist rate, as opposed to those who
are really bad and who the community has every right
to be fearful of, and therefore there is an appropriate
measure in place. So it is about trying to understand
that not all prisoners are the same and there is a need to
make sure that there is a distinction. Doing that
intensive one-on-one case management work, I think,
will help reveal those cohorts.
I dare say I am showing my age when I say that I
remember the debates about Garry David in the early
1990s under the Kirner government.
Ms Williams interjected.
Mr PEARSON — The grey hair would seem to
indicate that yes, indeed I am. I remember the debates,
so I am pretty sure it was the Kirner government on
Garry David. There were huge debates about how this
prisoner had threatened further violence if he were to be
released. He talked about mass murders; he talked
about what these days we would almost regard or
describe as acts of terrorism. Legislation was
introduced and, I believe, was successfully passed, and
David died shortly after incarceration.
As they say, the past is a foreign country: they do things
differently there. There were huge debates back then.
There was this great notion that if you did your time,
you served your sentence, then you were free to go. I
think one of the problems at the time was that it was
almost a bit like the opening scenes of The Blues
Brothers; you were basically shown the gate and then
you were left to your own devices. I think what we
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have seen over the course of time is that people like
Sean Price, who really did not have any support around
them at all — they were completely directionless; there
was none of that control over that individual — went
off and committed heinous crimes. I think that what has
happened is that there is a recognition now that we do
not want that to occur again. We do not want any more
Sean Prices out in our community. The community
expect us as legislators to act and respond accordingly.
That is where we find ourselves now in the debate.
The bill will also allow for emergency detention orders
to be made for a maximum of seven days rather than
five days, as recommended by the Harper review.
Again that is as a result of further consultation and
discussion with the department. Seven is seen as a more
appropriate number. But again, the court will have the
power to make emergency detention orders for a shorter
period as it sees fit.
The bill will also ensure that there is a review after five
years. I think it is important that we ensure that we
refine the statute books to reflect community sentiment.
The bill will also, in terms of looking at the probability
that an offender poses an unacceptable risk, introduce
an evidentiary threshold, so there is a sense of at least a
scientific measure about what we think the prospects
are that someone is likely to reoffend. Therefore you
can start to think about what steps and measures you
should put in place. Obviously if there is a higher
likelihood that someone is going to reoffend, then there
is an appropriate measure in place.
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understand the make-up — the nature — of the
offender and the risks we are trying to manage. I think
if you can try and manage risks more effectively, you
are less likely to have some of the issues that we have
seen to date.
The Rivergum Residential Treatment Centre will
provide that intensive treatment and intervention to up
to 30 offenders on supervision orders. Really what you
are looking at with these cohorts, I suspect, would be
ascertaining either, ‘Does an offender pose a real risk
that they are going to reoffend?’, or, if they are less
likely to do that, ‘Can we have some really intensive
treatment to try and work out how we can try to
rehabilitate them as well?’.
The bill also looks at providing the courts with the
ability to consider a treatment and supervision plan.
Again I think this does leave the door open to provide
that more tailored response to the cause of the
individual and some of the challenges with particular
individuals.
Community attitudes and sentiments have moved on.
People are not prepared to put up with these heinous
crimes being perpetrated and say, ‘Well, look, that is
just a one-off and we’ll just let that go through’. The
community is expecting action. We are delivering
action in terms of tightening up the legislation and
making Victoria a far safer place by deploying more
police. I commend the bill to the house.

Part of the challenge to date has been that there has
been, over successive governments and over probably
a lengthy period of time, a sense of, ‘You committed a
crime. You have been found guilty by a court of law. A
custodial sentence has been applied. We are going to
lock you up for a period of time. We are going to treat
you all the same, and we will then turf you out and let
you go’. I do not think that is really what the
community expects these days. I think the community
these days would expect that there would be a far more
hands-on approach to prisoner management. I think
when we do that, we are going to then reduce the rate
of recidivism.

Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) (18:45) — It is a
pleasure to rise and make a shortish contribution on the
Serious Offenders Bill 2018, as I know there are
members on both sides of the house who would like to
speak before the 7 o’clock adjournment. As we have
heard, the general purpose of this bill is to enhance
community protections by enabling the continued
supervision or detention of offenders who have served
sentences for specified sex and serious violence
offences but who are determined to be still posing what
is best described as a further unacceptable risk to the
community. We on this side of the house certainly
welcome any course of action that is stronger in this
regard, if you like, particularly when we are dealing
with and talking about crimes of a serious nature.

The other point to make is that the bill will allow
detention orders to be imposed for a maximum of three
years and supervision orders for a maximum of
15 years. I think that that is an appropriate length of
time. The supervision orders will also have core
conditions that will automatically attach to every
supervision order and discretionary conditions tailored
to the particular risks posed by an offender. Again I
think it is a case of really drilling down and trying to

Under this government we have unfortunately seen
increases in many serious crimes. I did note that the
member for Essendon in his contribution spoke about
the record police budget. He did not have the privilege
of being here in the last Parliament, but when that was
put across the table the answer we continually got back
was, ‘Well, it’s not working. It’s not working’.
Unfortunately we are in a situation here where we have

SERIOUS OFFENDERS BILL 2018
Wednesday, 23 May 2018

ASSEMBLY

seen significant increases in crimes like murder,
attempted murder, common assault, aggravated robbery
and aggravated burglary.
The reality is that people in all of our communities are
feeling less safe, and not only in the metropolitan area. I
come from a rural electorate, as members well know,
and when parents in my electorate who are sending
their kids to Melbourne for either employment or
university read in our papers what is going on they have
a high level of concern. I am sure it would be the same
for the member for Lowan, who is sitting at the table.
The Harper review was commissioned in 2015, and we
have heard the commentary from both sides on Sean
Price, a man who probably does not deserve to have his
name mentioned in this place, and the horrendous crime
that was committed by him. That review made
35 recommendations. Given the seriousness and
urgency of the reforms that the review suggested, it has
been surprising, and I guess to a degree a little bit
disappointing, that it has taken this amount of time to
implement those final recommendations. The review
results were handed to the government in November
2015, and I believe the final recommendations should
have been acted on before this.
The expansion of the post-sentence scheme to include
serious violent offenders is good, but it does pose a
couple of questions. We do have a new 20-bed facility
being constructed, but it is unlikely that this will be able
to deal with the increased numbers. That is an ongoing
problem.
Another area of concern that needs to be addressed is
the transition plans for these offenders. As I understand
it, serious sex offenders have a step-down pathway, and
a good pathway, to re-engage with the community with
plenty of support, but serious violent offenders seem to
either go straight back into the community on a
supervision order or they are detained on a detention
order rather than having a clear and specific pathway to
help them reintegrate. That is the case as I see it, and
perhaps that is something that would require further
investment into the future.
I noted in the minister’s second-reading speech that
there was a statement that this bill was about protecting
the community. I take that on board and I understand
that that is the nature of the bill, but the reality of it is
that on the ground we have seen those serious crimes
raging out of control, and too little has been done to
rein that in.
It has also been made clear in this bill that the courts
will continue to apply the unacceptable risk test. I note
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the previous speaker referred to the separation of
powers. The courts will apply this unacceptable risk test
when deciding whether or not to impose an order. I
think therein lie some of the problems we have seen,
particularly in recent times, where the application
within the court system is not in line with what
community expectation determines to be appropriate
for a consequential punishment for a crime that has
been committed. This discretion — and we do need to
have a level of discretion — is an area of great
contention, because we sometimes have the public
looking at these offences through a different lens than
those who are undertaking the sentencing. So that is an
area that needs to be constantly reviewed. In winding
up, we do not oppose the bill. We would have liked to
have seen it much sooner. We hope that those who
determine sentences in the future do so more in line
with community expectations.
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) (18:50) — I am pleased to
have the opportunity to contribute to the debate on the
Serious Offenders Bill 2018. I am aware there are other
members wishing to contribute to the bill, so I will
keep my remarks reasonably brief. Every Victorian has
the right to be safe. Every Victorian has the right to go
about their daily life within their local community
knowing that they are safe and that those whom they
love and care for are safe as well. This government
understands that serious offenders are a significant risk
to the community and of course must be treated
accordingly. They must be treated appropriately by a
system that relies on sound advice from experts. This
of course results in a safer community but also, most
importantly, what we all strive for, which is a
better system.
The Serious Offenders Bill 2018 is part of the Andrews
Labor government’s $390 million investment to
overhaul the post-sentence scheme and to expand it to
include serious violent offenders who pose an
unacceptable risk of reoffending at the end of their
sentence. What we know is that the scheme already
applies to serious sex offenders and allows courts to
make orders for the continued detention of an offender
and to impose a rigorous supervision requirement,
which can include things such as electronic monitoring,
curfews, exclusion zones and other conditions that can
be placed on particular individuals. Serious violent
offenders captured under the new scheme include those
convicted of murder, manslaughter, child homicide,
causing serious injury intentionally in circumstances of
gross violence, causing serious injury recklessly in
circumstances of gross violence, causing serious injury
recklessly or intentionally, kidnapping and arson
causing death.
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We know, as other speakers have mentioned this
evening, that expanding the scheme was a key
recommendation of the Harper review, led by the
Honourable David Harper, a Supreme Court justice.
The review was commissioned after the tragic death of
a 17-year-old girl at the hands of a serious sex offender.
What we know is that the primary purpose of this bill is
to better protect our community. As I mentioned earlier
in my contribution, each and every Victorian should be
entitled to that and to know they can go about their
working lives and daily lives while living in their local
communities safe and protected from those who want
to do others harm.
The bill overhauls and expands the existing
post-sentence scheme. The post-sentence scheme
allows for the ongoing supervision or detention of
serious offenders who pose that ongoing, unacceptable
risk to the community. If you move within your local
community, you know that this bill will be very well
supported, and I note that it has the support of those
opposite. The bill of course facilitates the treatment and
rehabilitation of serious offenders who are placed on
supervision or detention orders.
The post-sentence scheme assures that offenders on
supervision orders must comply with a range of
conditions as determined by the court when making the
order. Conditions cover matters such as where the
offender must live, who the offender has contact with,
the activities the offender may undertake or in some
cases not undertake, participation in various treatment
programs, drug testing and electronic monitoring.
Supervision orders are made by the County Court or
Supreme Court, and they can be made for up to
15 years and renewed for a further period of 15 years.
What we know is that the Andrews Labor government
has made the single biggest investment in Victoria
Police in the state’s history, with a 20 per cent increase
to the force — over 3000 new police. This bill moves
further to overhaul the post-sentence scheme. It is
incredibly important to ensure that people are protected
and that for those who commit some of the worst crimes
we have a system whereby the state is able to monitor
these people as they move back into the community and
try to integrate back into the community. What is
important of course is that it is done in a safe way, and I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) (18:55) — I am
pleased to make a brief contribution to the Serious
Offenders Bill 2018. The primary purpose of the bill
and the civil, non-punitive, post-sentence scheme that
the bill will establish is to enhance community
protection by enabling the continued supervision or
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detention of offenders who have served custodial
sentences for specified serious sex offences and serious
violence offences but who are determined as posing
further unacceptable risk of harm to the community.
The secondary purpose is to facilitate the treatment and
rehabilitation of those offenders.
There are a number of concerns that the opposition has
raised in relation to the bill in terms of the expansion of
the Victorian post-sentence scheme from just serious
sex offenders to include serious violence offenders on
the basis that it raises a number of questions about both
the adequacy of the sentencing regime and the rights of
offenders to live freely in the community once they
have done their time. The Alert Digest covers a number
of those issues, and there is also, in terms of violence,
no step-down pathway or other facility for serious
violence offenders as there is for serious sex offenders,
who can go from Corella Place to Emu Creek and
Langi Kal Kal. For serious violence offenders it is
either going straight back into the community on a
supervision order or otherwise being contained on a
detention order.
When members are elected to this place they would not
necessarily expect to come into contact with matters of
a heinous, horrific, monstrous nature. It has been my
sad journey that that has been part of my work role. I
note one headline in the Age newspaper of 12 August
2004, ‘A tragic life ends at the hands of a monster’. In
this particular case, this monster went on to what
another press report records as involvement in ‘at least
four murders’ and ‘the mutilation of two elderly
women when he was a teenager’. Early on in this
person’s life he raped one woman and threatened to
harm her baby with a knife. About two months after
being released from prison, this person molested
women in four attacks over 10 days. He received a
five-year minimum for those offences. Thereafter in
1985 a 21-year-old woman was raped at the Rye ocean
beach. There were a number of murders that this
particular fellow went on to commit — knife attacks,
multiple stabbing wounds, horrific attacks. In the case
of one of the families they lost a daughter, and sibling
family members said on the day, ‘We lost our sister.
We lost our parents as well, as they wedded
themselves to the cause that they would not rest until
justice was brought to the killer of their daughter’.
One other aspect of the tragedy is that this family found
themselves united in grief with other families through
different pathways. Sometimes people who have
encountered such horrific tragedy or have been victims
of horrific offences have the rightful authority both to
speak to public policy and also to take care of others
who have been through that horrific torment and that
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horrific turmoil. For families who have to bury their
children their grief is lifelong. To the extent that
measures incorporated in legislation can determine and
predict aberrant behaviours, on another occasion I had
the opportunity to represent a —
The SPEAKER — Order! The time has now
arrived under sessional orders for me to interrupt
business. The member for Sandringham will have the
call the next time this matter is before the house.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

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

Public housing
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) (19:00) — (14 421) I raise
a matter of importance for the attention of the Minister
for Housing, Disability and Ageing. The action I seek is
for the minister to urgently resolve a matter that I first
wrote to him about on 22 March 2017. The issue is that
a constituent who lives in Barter Crescent, Forest Hill,
has been battling with the housing department for
almost two years to have some important maintenance
works completed. My constituent is a law-abiding
resident who has been extremely long suffering
regarding these outstanding maintenance issues.
The minister’s chief of staff replied to me on 6 June
2017 and advised me that the minister had written
directly to my constituent regarding her concerns. The
minister’s letter in June 2017 to my constituent,
following a meeting with her and departmental
staff, stated:
I am pleased to hear these matters are being addressed …

The only problem with this is that almost one year later
the problems identified have not been addressed at all. I
note that in the minister’s letter to my constituent he
also stated:
… I acknowledge your frustration in not having these matters
resolved to your satisfaction.

The minister goes on to say:
The department takes all complaints seriously and I am
advised the particular housing services officer has been
counselled and reminded of the expectation to provide
support in a timely and professional manner.

However, it looks like departmental staff might need a
bit more counselling and reminding. My constituent

1579

has had to continually put up with these unresolved
issues, including regular flooding in her backyard, a
damaged and ineffective side gate and a fence that is
falling down. I ask the minister to urgently resolve
these long outstanding maintenance issues at my
constituent’s property. I look forward to hearing from
the minister for housing that this has been done and
that my constituent’s housing maintenance issues are
finally resolved.

Home Road Kindergarten
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) (19:01) — (14 422)
My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Early
Childhood Education in the other place, the
Honourable Jenny Mikakos, and the action I seek from
the minister is for her to consider favourably the
application made by Home Road Kindergarten in
Newport for an inclusive kindergartens facilities grant
in the equipment stream. I am really pleased about our
government’s commitment to help kindergartens across
Victoria upgrade their buildings and playgrounds and to
buy equipment to provide more inclusive environments
for children with disabilities and additional needs.
I am aware that a number of early childhood services in
my electorate of Williamstown have in fact applied for
grants through this funding round, one of those being
Home Road Kindergarten in Newport, which has
applied for a grant for enhanced sensory equipment to
assist children that have additional needs. The Home
Road kinder has been educating and caring for children
in the Williamstown electorate for over 50 years. Part
of what makes it unique is the emphasis that it places
on two key aspects. The first aspect is the way in which
it teaches children to respect and embrace the
environment. Outdoor play is highly encouraged and
sustainable practices are incorporated into daily
activities, including programs such as the bush kinder
program. The second aspect that makes the Home Road
kinder so special is its willingness to embrace all
people, including those children with additional
learning needs and disabilities.
I understand the kinder is seeking a very modest
amount of funding to purchase equipment, which will
ensure that children at Home Road Kindergarten can
play in an inclusive manner. Therefore I ask the
minister to view favourably the funding application
made by the Home Road kinder under the equipment
grant stream.

Jetty licences
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) (19:03) — (14 423)
My adjournment matter is to the Minister for Water,
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and the action I seek is that the minister or a senior
member of Goulburn-Murray Water come to
Yarrawonga and explain to those with jetty licences
why the Andrews government has increased the jetty
licence fee by over 100 per cent, and higher in
many instances.
Some background to this issue is that the Murray River
is a resource shared by Victoria and New South Wales.
On the Victorian side Goulburn-Murray Water is the
responsible authority for managing that waterway. I
started receiving phone calls and emails to my office
two months ago, and there has been a steady flow since
then. Jetty owners have been paying a reasonable fee
for the privilege of accessing the waterways from their
home properties. This has been a fair and reasonable
fee up until this year. However, this year
Goulburn-Murray Water has decided that it will change
the criteria without consultation, and in most cases it
has more than doubled the fee for the coming year. This
is an outrageous increase and is nothing more than a
cash grab by a government determined to increase taxes
and charges to all and sundry.
Goulburn-Murray Water has been caught red-handed
gouging customers, and I respectfully request that
Goulburn-Murray Water visit Yarrawonga between
now and when licence fees are due and payable, which
is 15 June this year, and justify the charges, not just
send a ‘Dear John’ letter from the safe haven of its
comfortable offices. The cost of living is now the
number one concern of Ovens Valley residents, and this
grab for cash is not helping. Many residents have been
in their homes for many, many years and cannot afford
such outrageous increases. I ask the minister to dispatch
a Goulburn-Murray Water delegation to Yarrawonga to
talk with the community. The government holds a
monopoly over licence fees and has a responsibility to
be fair, not to take a bloody-minded approach to taxing
and charging, particularly in this instance where there
are no other options for customers. In fact ‘customers’
is probably not the correct terminology in this instance;
‘hostages’ is a better word to describe the situation.
I would be delighted to chair a meeting on behalf of the
community, so I respectfully ask that the meeting not
be planned on a parliamentary sitting day and that I be
contacted to confirm suitable dates.

Autumn Place Family and Community Centre
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) (19:05) — (14 424)
My matter is for the attention of the Minister for Local
Government. The action I seek from the minister is that
she provide me with an update on the Autumn Place
redevelopment. In 2016 the Andrews Labor
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government committed $3.6 million to support the City
of Casey’s construction of a brand-new family and
community centre in Autumn Place, Doveton, as part of
our $50 million Growing Suburbs Fund. Construction
is now well underway on this new centre, which will
include an integrated family and community centre
with community space, kitchen, courtyard,
kindergarten, flexible community room with outdoor
yard as well, two maternal and child health consultation
rooms, and upgrades to the surrounding parks. It will
deliver significant benefits for our Doveton community.
Doveton has its well-known challenges, but what many
people do not know is that Doveton is a strong, diverse
and active community of residents who are proud of
where they live and the community life that is fostered
there. They have been crying out for more modern and
upgraded facilities for a number of years. Despite
sitting amongst one of Victoria’s fastest growing areas,
Doveton is a community that has not always attracted
the attention that it deserves from the City of Casey,
which has typically been focused on the other end of
the municipality. I am very proud that the Andrews
Labor government has stepped in where conservative
administrations will not, by being the major contributor
to this project. I recently held a street stall in Autumn
Place and, with construction works in full swing for all
to see, I received some really great feedback from local
residents. I would like to be able to keep them posted
on progress.

Graffiti
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) (19:08) —
(14 425) The matter I wish to raise is for the attention
of the Minister for Public Transport, and the action that
I seek is for the minister and representatives of Metro
Trains Melbourne (MTM) and VicTrack to meet with
local constituents who have raised concerns regarding
the condition of the railway corridors. In this particular
case I had sought responses on the part of those
agencies approaching two months ago. I do not believe
that those matters have been fully followed through, so
I am melding this request the minister, MTM and
VicTrack to meet with constituents with my earlier
request so that there can be constructive programs
developed which will lead to the removal of graffiti on
both the Frankston line corridor and the Sandringham
railway line corridor.
There are numbers of stations within the Sandringham
electorate — at Mentone, now Southland, Cheltenham,
Highett and Sandringham. I might add that the role of
protective services officers (PSOs) within those
precincts has been outstanding. The PSOs have done an
outstanding job in helping to eliminate crime within the
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immediate precincts of railway stations. However,
members of the community remain concerned that
outside those immediate precincts there are a number of
sites that are regularly done over.
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There is a lot going on in our local community. It is an
exciting time in my community because for every
procurement project over $20 million, 10 per cent of
the workforce has to be apprentices. So we will literally
be training the next generation of workers in our
community on these major projects. When you think
about the TAFE investment that we have made as well,
you can see a local person, potentially a young person,
getting those skills, getting onto a Victorian major
project and getting underway with their work and
employment.

Graffiti and graffiti tagging has taken place in relation
to wider infrastructure — United Energy infrastructure,
Adshel bus shelters, Australia Post bins, street poles
and municipal signage. Graffiti on railway corridors
can serve to promote tagging in particular ways, and I
think it is important that something be done in a
practical way to remove graffiti and to encourage
Melbourne to be the most livable city in the world.
Corridors, as previously mentioned, might incorporate
the utilisation of plants that might be a botanical feature
along some of them so that the residents of this great
city, the tourists that come to this great city and the
international students who study in this great city can
enjoy what Melbourne offers to the world in the spirit
of those who have gone before and have sought to
establish the world’s most livable city.

We recently had our first community reference group
meeting for the Mordialloc bypass, and it is well
underway. Its completion date will be 2021 and we will
look to start work next year. Residents and businesses
in my community are asking: what will be those wider
benefits, and how will that support us in the wider
south-eastern road network? So I ask Minister for
Roads and Road Safety, who is in the chamber today, to
update my community on this very important project.

Mordialloc bypass

VicRoads services

Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) (19:10) —
(14 426) My adjournment matter this evening is for the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety, and the action I
seek is for the minister to update my community on
what travel savings and benefits will be provided to
local residents and businesses with the recently
announced and budgeted Mordialloc Freeway. Our
community in the City of Kingston will grow by 10 per
cent over the coming 10 years. With greater pressure
out in the south-eastern suburbs, particularly in the
Casey-Cardinia region, and with the opening up of
Thompsons Road in the longer term we will see more
traffic trying to enter our community looking for
employment precincts. So we have to be ready for those
challenges and build the projects for tomorrow.

Mr NARDELLA (Melton) (19:12) — (14 427) My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. The action I seek is that VicRoads review
their policy regarding the timeliness for private
developers undertaking roadworks so that they are made
to complete those roadworks quickly. On the Western
Highway a private developer is upgrading the Paynes
Road intersection so that people going into or out of an
estate have long lanes to turn into the estate and to
merge safely when going out of the estate towards
Melton or Ballarat. A similar intersection was done at
Mount Cottrell Road up the road by the same developer.
It took an inordinate amount of time and now they are
doing this again. I raised the matter about the Mount
Cottrell Road intersection at the time with the minister
and he got VicRoads to get the developer to pull out the
digit and they completed it after his intervention.

The Mordialloc bypass has been talked about for many
years. In fact it was set aside in the road reserve some
five decades ago. It is now the Andrews Labor
government which is delivering this project to save
residents time, to support local businesses and to get
families home safer and sooner. It has been a proud
moment for our community for me to be leading that
work. It goes with our investment in the Melbourne
Metro rail tunnel, a substantial public transport upgrade
that will mean there will be no timetable required along
the Frankston train line and will return the city loop to
the Frankston train line. It goes with our level crossing
removals, half going on the Frankston line between
Frankston and Caulfield.

There has to be a policy put in place so that firm time
lines are put in place with deadlines to finish this work.
It is slowing down the traffic as the highway is down to
two lanes at 80 kilometres per hour, making it unsafe
and causing inordinate delays in the afternoon peak.
Every time that I or my constituents go through this
bottleneck we see that no work is being done — there
are no workers, there is no equipment — and there is no
concern for the motorists or commercial vehicles using
this national highway. It is very frustrating for motorists
going down the road. It is causing real time delays to
both trucks and people trying to make a living or just
trying to get home to the family at night. Developers
must be responsible and quickly undertake their work
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on the roads that they are working on, especially
national highways. The way that we are going, I reckon
that we are going to finish the Metro Tunnel before we
finish this particular intersection.
I ask the minister to see if VicRoads can put in place a
policy for these roadworks by private developers to try
to minimise frustration and delay. VicRoads tries to
complete works as quickly as possible; they do it on the
West Gate Bridge and other places. I think it would be
a good idea to see if this could be done in these types of
instances in the future.

Derinya Primary School
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) (19:15) — (14 428)
My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Education, and the action I seek is that the minister visit
Derinya Primary School in my electorate of Frankston.
Derinya Primary School has finally, after years of
setbacks, obtained the applicable permits required to
commence the build of Stephanie Alexander kitchen
garden. This amazing opportunity for the school will
not only be a source of discussion in class but will
provide the school with a tool for learning. The learning
resource from this type of facility within school
grounds has the potential to cover a broad spectrum of
subject matter from maths to science, history, language
and art. Together with these subjects, the kitchen
garden provides an invaluable tool for hands-on
learning — and I have seen this firsthand.
The kitchen garden program has had amazing success
in other schools offering this tool across the state.
Schools use kitchen gardens not only in a teaching and
learning format but also as a resource — and that is as a
resource to eat. I witnessed this when I attended lunch
at Mahogany Rise Primary School earlier this year,
where they told me that the produce from the actual
school garden was used on a daily basis in the school
kitchen to make breakfast and lunch for those programs
at the school. They provide three lunches a week for the
children there.
I look forward to the minister’s visit and watching the
project flourish. I take this opportunity to congratulate
the member for Mordialloc as well on a great project
with the Mordialloc bypass. It does affect the Frankston
community a hell of a lot too, and people are very, very
appreciative of what is going on in that space.

Cape Otway Lightstation
Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) (19:17) — (14 429) My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change. The action I seek
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from the minister is an immediate review into the
expression of interest (EOI) process for the Cape
Otway lighthouse tender, announced in August 2017, in
light of contradictory positions put out over less than a
week by the department over whether Parks Victoria is
taking control of the park or not. Despite a clear
expression of interest published on the department’s
website, despite the fact that interested parties in good
faith have entered into the process, spending many tens
of thousands of dollars on building plans, business
plans and ideas, at the swipe of a pen the department
has decided during stage 2 of the process in a letter to
tenderers dated 16 May to, and I quote:
… terminate this EOI process and will be managing the Cape
Otway precinct directly.

This position is of course in stark contrast to that put by
Parks Victoria spokesman Simon Talbot, who on ABC
radio today said that Parks Victoria have not abandoned
the process, they have just slowed it down. What
message does this send to private operators seeking to
renew such leases in the future? What message does
this send to existing operators, their banks and investors
on the quality or otherwise of their Crown leases?
The Crown owns and manages some of the most loved
and iconic places on the Victorian landscape. Over time
around 600 arrangements have been put in place to
manage these special places for the benefit and
development of their sites. We have seen in Polwarth
the much-improved benefits for both users of these sites
and the community as a whole. Over the last 20 years
we have seen stunning upgrades of public land in
Polwarth at wonderful sites in Anglesea, Cumberland
River and Cape Otway. These improvements have
come about through innovative lease contracts that give
rewards to private operators but encourage
much-needed investment in infrastructure.
The backlog in Parks Victoria infrastructure in
Polwarth alone is in the hundreds of millions of dollars.
We have a harbour with real management issues, which
is silted up and with dredgers that do not work; we have
closed waterfalls that have been left abandoned and to
run down; and bush tracks that are no longer open to
the public. Most embarrassingly we have the iconic
Twelve Apostles, the most visited natural attraction in
Australia, but Parks Victoria cannot even get the car
park right, they do not have toilets that work, they do
not have running water and they are unable to clear the
rubbish away. None of it is fit for purpose. They have
no capacity to invest or to maintain basic upgrades.
Regional Victoria needs tourism. It needs investment. It
does not need this government playing politics with
local communities and businesses.
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Sunshine Hospital
Ms SULEYMAN (St Albans) (19:19) — (14 430)
My adjournment matter is to the Minister for Health.
The action I seek is that the minister update the house
on the newly announced funding of over $29 million
for the emergency department (ED) at Sunshine
Hospital. The Andrews Labor government understands
that the west is growing and that annual births at
Sunshine Hospital will exceed 7000 by 2026. With the
construction of the $200 million Joan Kirner Women’s
and Children’s Hospital nearing completion, Sunshine
Hospital is becoming a world-class medical precinct.
I would like to take this opportunity to thank the
wonderful, dedicated, hardworking staff at Sunshine
Hospital for their fantastic work day in, day out, caring
for our community under at times very challenging
circumstances. As part of the Joan Kirner Women’s and
Children’s Hospital that we are building — we are at
the seventh level at the moment and completion will be
by November — the community, in particular the local
school community, and I would like to make special
mention of Jackson School, which has contributed
artwork for patients and visitors to see as part of this
development. The real point of this is to bring the
community together and be part of this project —
again, it is thanks to the Andrews Labor government for
building, yet again, a hospital in the west.
I have previously mentioned the $29.6 million recently
announced for the Sunshine Hospital emergency
department, and I ask the minister to update the house
on how this funding will address the current
circumstances and challenges of the ED at
Sunshine Hospital.

Responses
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) (19:21) — Specifically to the member for
Melton, I think his matter very much makes sense and I
am very happy to get VicRoads to do a bit of work on
that. Obviously we have to stick to time lines as much
as we can, subject to unforeseen circumstances, but to
have a private development with a requirement to
actually undertake a road as part of their agreement
with council but not sticking to time lines and having it
run on forever is not appropriate. I am very happy to
see what VicRoads can do in that space, and I will get
back to the member for a second time after we actually
have had a look at it properly.
In relation to the matter raised by the member for
Mordialloc, yes, the Mordialloc Freeway was a bypass
but now it is a freeway all the way through to the
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Dingley bypass, and as the member for Frankston
mentioned, his people are probably as excited about it
as your people are. It is all grade separated. The travel
time savings are going to be substantial. There are
substantial improvements for the supply chain locally,
for all the industries, whether it be for the Monash
Business Centre, for Braeside and all those areas which
rely upon it. We know that at the end of the day it is
going to take —
Mr Thompson — Toll free?
Mr DONNELLAN — Well, no-one has ever
suggested a toll, unless the Liberal Party wants to put a
toll on it. I will not be putting a toll on it; you may. I
will leave that up to you. The Mordialloc Freeway will
get cars off the Nepean Highway, Wells Road and the
like, and as you know, it will improve the local area
generally. I would encourage the member to get out
there and sell it with all his heart, which he does a very
good job of doing — there is no lack of sales skills with
the member for Mordialloc.
The member for Williamstown had a question for the
Minister for Early Childhood Education; the member
for Forest Hill had one for the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing; the member for Dandenong had
an issue for the Minister for Local Government; the
member for Ovens Valley had a question for the
Minister for Water; the member for Sandringham had a
question for the Minister for Public Transport; the
member for Polwarth had a question for the Minister
for Energy, Environment and Climate Change; and the
member for St Albans had a question for the Minister
for Health. I will refer them on.
The SPEAKER — The house now stands
adjourned.
House adjourned 7.24 p.m.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. Colin Brooks) took the chair
at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.

NOTICES OF MOTION
Removal
The SPEAKER (09:33) — Notice of motion 11
will be removed from the notice paper unless members
wishing their notice to remain advise the Acting Clerk
in writing before 2.00 p.m. today.

DOCUMENTS
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not-for-profit community organisation and social
enterprise aimed at rehabilitating drug or
alcohol-affected persons, often with complex needs
including poor mental health.
Elishacare restore hope and health through employment
in their social enterprise, housing and support. The
strength of their program rests with peer support
provided by participants who have become free from
addiction through their involvement with Elishacare.
Elishacare is the brainchild of former pastor Geoff
Marsh. I often see Geoff in Main Street, Croydon,
sitting having a coffee with people, and I stop and have
a chat to ask how he is going. He is a remarkable man
who does some wonderful work in and around Croydon.

Tabled by Acting Clerk:
Gambling Regulation Act 2003 — Amendment of Public
Lottery Licence under s 5.3.19
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
Bail Act 1977 — SR 52
Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 — SR 53
Corporations (Ancillary Provisions) Act 2001 — SR 56
Heritage Act 2017 — SR 54
Supreme Court Act 1986 — SRs 56, 57, 58
Transport (Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act 1983 —
SR 55
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994:
Documents under s 15 in relation to Statutory Rules 55,
56, 57, 58.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport)
(09:34) — I move:
That the house, at its rising, adjourns until Tuesday,
5 June 2018.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Elishacare
Mr HODGETT (Croydon) (09:34) — I draw the
attention of the Minister for Emergency Services to the
plight of Elishacare in Croydon and the use of the
former Croydon Metropolitan Fire Brigade (MFB)
station in Croydon Road, Croydon. Elishacare is a

Elishacare is currently based at the former disused
MFB site in Croydon. I understand that they pay a
peppercorn rent and that having a home base gives
them the certainty to be able to continue their terrific
work in Croydon. Late last year the site was considered
for potential sale, and I intervened and advocated to the
minister to allow Elishacare to remain at the site. The
minister looked into the matters I had raised and the
auction board came down, with the site no longer listed
for auction.
I have now been alerted to the fact that Emergency
Management Victoria is again considering the future of
this site. I again raise this with the minister, asking that
he provide some clarity about what is intended for this
site. If Elishacare can continue to call it their home
base, that would be the ideal outcome. If not, I ask the
minister to assist with finding another suitable nearby
location for Elishacare to continue their wonderful
work. I will discuss this further with the minister at his
earliest convenience.

Aboriginal child removal
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Aboriginal Affairs)
(09:36) — I would like to begin by acknowledging the
traditional owners of the land on which we meet. I
would also like to pay my respects to elders past and
present and to the elders of the community who are
here with us today.
This Saturday, National Sorry Day, marks 21 years
since the Bringing Them Home report was tabled in the
commonwealth Parliament. On this day we remember
and pay tribute to the strength and struggles of the
many thousands of Aboriginal Victorians affected by
government policies of the forced removal of children.
We acknowledge the hardships they endured and
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remember and lament all the children who will never
come home.

celebrations for John Burfitt and reiterate the thanks of
the community for a lifetime of service.

I recently had the honour of meeting with Uncle Brian
Morley, a member of the stolen generations, who is
here today. Uncle Brian told me, and I use his words:

Robinvale District Health Services

I can only imagine the bewilderment I must have felt at what
was going on, out of my control. Not content with removing
us, they then split us up, thus continuing the great British
strategy of divide and conquer that was used so effectively
against the Indigenous peoples of this land. I suspect this was
the start of the feelings of aloneness I have felt ever since. I
was 60 not long ago, and I still feel that way at a core level. It
will never subside, of that I can be certain. Always
feeling alone.

As a state we say sorry for the pain endured by
Aboriginal Victorian children, their families and their
communities. We will continue to support services that
reconnect families but acknowledge that these services
alone cannot fully redress their suffering.

Trinity Lutheran College Mildura
Mr CRISP (Mildura) (09:37) — More than 20 years
on, the Trinity Lutheran College Mildura Deutschfest
continues to be a crowd favourite with the Mildura
community, and it was my pleasure to attend again this
year on 12 May. The event is a major fundraiser for the
school, and in return attendees have a chance to indulge
in kranskies, sauerkraut, German beer and Dutch
pancakes while enjoying traditional dancing and a
range of other entertainment. Congratulations to Trinity
Lutheran College for another wonderful Deutschfest.

Mildura Field Days
Mr CRISP — This year’s Mildura Field Days were
held again last week and once again were a huge
success. Each year the event draws more and more
exhibitors, and likewise the crowd grows. The farming
community tends to dominate on Friday, while families
came along in droves on Saturday. Events such as this
are a vital part of our community, and I congratulate the
organisers for a successful event. Also joining me at the
Mildura Field Days was Senator Bridget McKenzie,
who took the opportunity to meet and discuss local
issues and see in one place what Sunraysia is all about,
as it was all on display.

John Burfitt
Mr CRISP — Mildura’s serial fundraiser and
supporter of families of children battling
life-threatening illnesses celebrated his 65th birthday
recently. I was honoured to attend the birthday

Mr CRISP — It was my pleasure to join the board
and senior staff of the Robinvale District Health
Services at their inaugural board retreat. Over dinner
we discussed a wide range of issues from GP shortages
to specialist services and palliative care.

Steve McGhie
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) (09:39) — I
rise to record my appreciation of and extend my
congratulations to Steve McGhie, secretary of the
Victorian branch of Ambulance Employees Australia.
Steve will retire very shortly, after an incredibly
impressive career serving Victoria as a paramedic for
15 years and over two decades as an official of the
ambulance employees union as assistant secretary and
then secretary. Steve has been an incredibly passionate
advocate for his profession and particularly for patients.
He has championed issues such as work value,
occupational violence and improvements to the mental
health of paramedics.
Steve has been an absolute delight to work with in the
ambulance services portfolio. He has been a formidable
representative on behalf of his members and his
persistent and tenacious advocacy has secured
incredibly important improvements on behalf of his
membership. Some of those things include the very
successful Code Red campaign that highlighted the
parlous state of ambulance services in Victoria under
the previous government and played a very significant
role in securing improvements and reform in
ambulance services. Steve secured recognition and
remuneration of work value changes for paramedics.
He has secured important investment and awareness in
the mental health of paramedics, and has done
enormous amounts of work to mainstream mental
health as a core occupational health and safety issue.
Finally, he has achieved the important recognition of
paramedics through national registration. Steve is a
lovely bloke and I wish him all the best.

Ferntree Gully News
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) (09:40) — I had
the pleasure to attend the recent volunteers thankyou
night for the Ferntree Gully News. I wish to place on
record my congratulations to Anne Boyd and the team
at the Mountain District Learning Centre, as well as all
the volunteers who have put together this fantastic local
community newspaper. Well done to all involved.
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Upper Ferntree Gully Football Netball Club
Mr WAKELING — I was pleased to join the
Leader of the Opposition and John Schurink, the
Liberal candidate for Monbulk, for the announcement
of a $500 000 upgrade to Kings Park, the home of the
Upper Ferntree Gully Football Netball Club. The
announcement was warmly received, including by the
junior members of the club who will undoubtedly make
great use of this facility.

Fairhills High School presentation ball
Mr WAKELING — Congratulations to all who
attended Fairhills High School presentation ball. It was
a great evening and I congratulate all the students who
were involved for a fantastic night.

Cape Otway Lightstation
Mr WAKELING — I also wish to place on record
my condemnation of this government for the shameful
way they have botched the handling of the Cape Otway
Lightstation tendering process. The government wrote
to the current contractor to indicate that the expression
of interest process which was underway would be
scrapped and that the current operator would lose their
business. Then Parks Victoria came out yesterday
saying that that in fact is not the case. The minister
needs to stop hiding and explain to Victorians what is
going on and why this important business is going to
lose their contract.

Point Lonsdale Tennis Club
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) (09:42) — On
Monday, 14 May, I was pleased to open the court
resurface and lighting upgrade project of the Point
Lonsdale Tennis Club. The Point Lonsdale Tennis Club
is a great club that boasts 600 members and is
considered to be in the top 10 clubs across the state.
Since its formation in 1931, the club has gone from
strength to strength. In 2005 the club installed artificial
grass courts and lights, which I was also pleased to
open and to fund. This current upgrade of $190 000
was totally funded by the club through its hardworking,
committed members. I take this opportunity to
congratulate all those members, led by president Ian
Britton and his committee, including club coach Denis
Day and club stalwart Cynthia Moore, who remarkably
has been a committee member for 60 years.

Leopold community hall
Ms NEVILLE — On another matter, on Monday,
21 May, I had the pleasure of visiting the Leopold
community hall to announce a community support fund
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grant of $75 400 to construct a storage room, to free up
greatly needed floor space for users. The Leopold hall
was built in 1893 and ever since has played an
important and integral role in community life. In 2007 I
was pleased that we were able to get a state grant of
$102 000, which allowed for significant upgrades.
Today the hall is utilised by hundreds of locals each
week from young to old. I was very pleased to have got
this latest funding, and I want to thank president Kevin
Smith, vice-president Graeme Peacock and secretary
Gordon Dendle.

Forest Hill electorate housing
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) (09:43) — This morning I
want to raise with the Minister for Housing, Disability
and Ageing a matter requiring attention. The minister
needs to resolve the matter that I first wrote to him
about on 20 October 2017 and a further two times
subsequently. The issue is that there are several
department-owned properties in a street in the suburb of
Blackburn South in the Forest Hill electorate where
over the last couple of years there have been regular
problems and disturbances from the occupants of those
properties and some of their visitors.
The minister replied to me late last year and advised,
and I quote:
… that the concerns raised have been investigated by
departmental staff and action has been taken …

However, local residents have contacted me several
times to advise that there continues to be inappropriate
and antisocial behaviour occurring at the properties in
question. They have also advised me that one of the
neighbouring department-owned properties appears to
be vacant most of the time, with occasional visits over
weekends.
I am also advised that the current residents and their
visitors often behave in an antisocial way and are
causing angst and distress for local residents on an
ongoing basis. The antisocial behaviour of the tenants
and their visitors include hooning in cars, motorbikes
and monkey bikes; drug taking; having assorted rubbish
strewn around the property; and general inappropriate
behaviour. Police are regularly called out to the various
properties and have attended there multiple times in the
last year. I have been advised by one of the local
residents that police have raided one of the properties
several times.
I ask the minister to urgently resolve this issue by
having these matters properly investigated with a view
to restoring the amenity of the neighbourhood for the
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nearby residents. I look forward to hearing from him in
regard to this matter.

Rotary Club of Keilor East
Mr CARROLL (Minister for Industry and
Employment) (09:45) — On Monday, 21 May, I had
the pleasure of attending the Rotary Club of Keilor
East’s annual vocational awards night, the Pride of
Workmanship awards. Every year I am invited by my
local rotary club to attend this special night to present
the awards in honour of local people, irrespective of
age, gender or vocation, who show a distinct quality in
their approach, attitude and dedication to their vocation.
This year there were three recipients of Pride of
Workmanship awards, including Emily Klimes,
property manager, Pennisi Real Estate, recognised for
her — and I quote — ‘intelligence, charm, hard work
and diligence’, and for finding solutions to the odd
difficult tenancy issue; Tania Mullen, a veterinarian at
Essendon Veterinary Clinic, recognised for her care,
attention and comprehensive professional service at the
local pet care veterinary clinic, aided by wonderful
staff, including her sister, Libby; and Brian Stanley,
pharmacist at Lincolnville Pharmacy in East Keilor, for
his excellent customer service and who, in the words of
John Walsh, his nominator, ‘goes out of his way to
satisfy his customers and ensures they understand their
prescribed medications’. I very much enjoyed the night
and hearing about the awardees’ backgrounds.
The night also had a real Rotary feel about it, with its
theme of ‘making a difference’ and the presence of
representatives from the Rotary Club of Brimbank
Central, including president John Youings and his wife,
Marjorie; John and Barbara Rafter; Michael Donnelly;
Lilian Shaker; Terry Badenhope; and, last but not least,
Sam Pennisi from the Rotary Club of Essendon North.
Well done to all involved on this wonderful night, in
particular president Ginny Billson, past president Joe
Albioli, vocational services director Bob McMartin,
secretary Chris Rundell, photographer Yvonne Osborn,
raffle organiser Annie Webb and all Rotarians who
belong to the Keilor East rotary club and who make it
such a wonderful club and wonderful local institution in
our local community.

Merrimu disability housing forum
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) (09:46) — On Monday I
attended a disability housing forum organised by
Merrimu and its CEO, Ms Frances O’Reilly. Many
carers attended to listen to Mr Ross Coverdale of
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Araluen disability services in Eltham and
Ms Ann-Maree Davis from Amicus in Bendigo.
The forum was extremely interesting. Mr Coverdale
talked about striving for a better life for people rather
than just for a house to live in, with all the pitfalls and
issues that this sometimes brings. He talked about how
some people manage to get a room at a community
resource unit but then have a terrible life because the
people they are with are not compatible. He also
discussed the national disability insurance scheme,
housing options and funding, like specialist disability
housing, and how to negotiate this. Supported
independent living was also discussed and how the
funding will sit with the person. Ann-Maree talked
about the projects Amicus have been involved in and
how they are also changing lives for the better. For all
carers, parents and families, housing and
accommodation are critical, as Mr Coverdale said, ‘to
have the best chance to get a good life’. The film Best
Boy from the 1970s talked about the trauma of older
parents looking after their son. I recommend that film
to members.

Ramadan iftar dinner
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) (09:47) — Last
weekend I was invited by the Thomastown mosque,
along with federal member for Scullin Andrew Giles,
mayor of Whittlesea City Council Cr Chris Pavlidis and
Cr Tom Joseph, to the fourth annual community
leaders’ iftar dinner to celebrate the Muslim holy month
of Ramadan.
Ramadan is a very special time for our community. It is
a great time for us to come together and practise values
of compassion, empathy and togetherness. Core to
Ramadan tradition is of course fasting. This act has
many symbolic meanings that translate to how we
should live life. The pangs of hunger and thirst remind
us of our own good fortune and that we must do what
we can to help those in need. Ramadan also has a
strong tradition of self-reflection. Through it all of us,
regardless of faith, can choose to do more to help those
more vulnerable and in need of a helping hand.
Through the night it was warming to see the
community reflect on what we love and what we can
improve on. It was a truly magnificent traditional
display and exemplified the strength of the northern
suburbs’ cultural diversity. I would like to take this
opportunity to thank the Thomastown mosque for their
invitation and hospitality. It was a rewarding experience
for me and others.
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Nonne, Images through Generations

Princes Highway east

Ms D’AMBROSIO — I also take the opportunity
to thank Co.As.It for inviting me to launch the Nonne,
Images through Generations exhibition two weeks ago.
The exhibition highlighted the role of the ‘nonna’ or
Italian grandmother in Italian-Australian migration
history. It is one of five similar exhibitions across the
community in Victoria — including Chinese, Greek,
Jewish and Islamic versions — that really bring to light
the importance of grandmothers in all of our lives.

Mr D. O’BRIEN — Finally, I again urge the
government to fund the $33 million needed for the final
two stages of the Princes Highway duplication between
Traralgon and Sale. It is a disgrace that this project will
grind to a halt due to Labor’s failure to fund it. It is a
decision made all the more ridiculous by the fact that
the commonwealth, through Darren Chester, has
committed its 80 per cent share of $132 million.

St Luke’s Primary School
Gippsland South electorate fire brigades
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) (09:49) — In
this volunteers week it is a pleasure to rise and thank,
and to support, our wonderful volunteers throughout the
community. Whether it is the State Emergency Service,
the Country Fire Authority, the coast guard or local
sporting clubs and community groups, our volunteers
make an enormous contribution to our communities,
particularly in country Victoria.
That is why I am so pleased to have announced that
The Nationals will commit $2.1 million to build a new
Mirboo North fire station to better support the
volunteers that keep the Mirboo North community safe.
We also need new stations at Foster and Yarram, and I
continue to lobby the government to deliver these. I
have written to two different ministers and raised these
stations in Parliament and in local media, yet we still
have no action from the Labor government on these
important projects. Our volunteers should not have to
put up with outdated, unsafe facilities. It is time Labor
stepped up for Mirboo North, Yarram and Foster.

Fish Creek Tea Cosy Festival
Mr D. O’BRIEN — There were also volunteers
aplenty behind the Fish Creek Tea Cosy Festival, which
I had the pleasure of opening on Saturday. This is a
fantastic, whimsical event that has attracted support and
entries from across the country. Indeed there were
visitors in Fish Creek at the weekend who had literally
driven from Queensland and central New South Wales
to attend the festival. Sadly, my own entry in the men’s
section did not rate a mention by the judges, but I am
proud to support this great little community event. The
festival had a full program of events all week and
continues this weekend, so I encourage people to get on
down to Fish Creek and enjoy the fun as well as all the
wonderful food, wine and natural beauty that South
Gippsland has to offer.

Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) (09:51) — On
15 May I attended St Luke’s Primary School to visit the
grade sixers. I was a little apprehensive when I was
advised that I would be interviewed by all of the
grade 6 students. Fortunately they were very gentle
with me. I was very impressed by the thoughtful and
insightful questions they asked, and I was also very
impressed with the knowledge of the students, which is
no doubt a credit to their teachers and families. The
students were very engaged and very aware of the
community in which they live. At the end of the
interview we had a general discussion on issues of the
neighbourhood. I now have a list of issues that I have to
address. I am working through them all, and I will be
getting back to the students in the next couple of weeks.
I thank St Luke’s Primary School, principal Franca, all
the teachers and staff and of course especially the
students for the warm welcome I get when I go there.

Voula Vlahopoulos
Ms HALFPENNY — I would also like to say that it
was very sad to hear the news that Voula Vlahopoulos,
the wife of Peter Vlahopoulos, a long-time and very
loyal Labor Party branch member, had passed away last
weekend. My condolences and sympathy go out to
Peter and his family on this very sad occasion. Voula,
you will be a great loss.

University of the Third Age Hawthorn
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) (09:52) — On 16 May I
had the pleasure of attending the annual general
meeting of the Hawthorn University of the Third Age
(U3A) in my electorate, where I was present at the
election of the new committee for 2018. I would like to
place on record my thanks to the new committee for
this year for their hard work: President Peter Hardham,
with a committee supported by Linda Baynham, Meg
Adams, Norm Fary, Bruce Lancashire, Irving Miller,
Stefanie Sowerby, David Bennett, Sue Waller, Frank
Egan, Ruth Muir, Nathan Feld and Ian McKenzie. In
particular I would like to acknowledge on behalf of the
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entire Hawthorn electorate the great work of Meg
Adams, who has been president for a number of years
and has taken Hawthorn U3A from strength to strength.
She is a former Boroondara Citizen of the Year and an
absolute stand-out in our local community.
I also want to recognise the great work of the U3A
itself. It was established in 1984 and is one of the more
longstanding U3As in our community. U3As are so
vital. They provide adult recreational activities for
retired and semiretired people. In terms that I would
like, there are no entry qualifications or examinations,
so I am seriously thinking about Hawthorn U3A for
myself. I want to place on record my appreciation of all
the work of the great volunteers at Hawthorn U3A, who
do a great job for our local community.

Anzac Day
Ms SULEYMAN (St Albans) (09:53) — Recently I
had the honour of travelling to Gallipoli to
commemorate Anzac Day at Anzac Cove and Lone
Pine and attending a number of ceremonies, along with
Australian, Turkish, New Zealander, British and French
visitors. Gallipoli has a special place in our hearts and
in the history of our two nations. Our delegation was
particularly moved by the way that Turkey had cared
for our fallen troops and how those Gallipoli campaign
battle sites have been preserved. It was moving to
witness so many nations coming together to pay their
respects at a place where such tragedy and heartache
occurred more than 100 years ago. On Anzac Day I laid
a wreath and placed some poppies on behalf of my
local Sunshine RSL at Anzac Cove and Lone Pine.
Turkey displayed the very best aspects of the
relationship between Turkey and Australia in the
manner in which all of the ceremonies were conducted
and organised with full respect and care. I would
sincerely like to thank the Turkish government and
especially the Governor of Çanakkale, Orhan Tavli, for
their enormous support of our delegation. Their
hospitality was exceptional, and we extend our
gratitude for our moving visit to Turkey. Finally, I
would also like to thank Baris Atayman, the secretary
of the Australian Turkish Advocacy Alliance, for
organising and facilitating this wonderful, moving
Anzac delegation.

Cystic Fibrosis Geelong
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) (09:55) — I was
pleased to be able to attend and support the cystic
fibrosis fundraising gala dinner event last Saturday
evening in Geelong. Held at The Pier Geelong, with
several hundred people in attendance, this event was an
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absolute success, raising much-needed funds for cystic
fibrosis research. With table lotto, silent auctions, live
auctions and wine walls, there was plenty happening to
ensure that every cent was donated to a worthy cause. I
would like to congratulate the entire team, support crew
and dedicated volunteers of Cystic Fibrosis Geelong,
especially Leann Tremul, for her work and leadership
and for highlighting to me the important motto, ‘Make
CF stand not for cystic fibrosis, but for “cure found’”.

Our Women Our Children
Mr KATOS — On Friday evening I was pleased to
support Our Women Our Children volunteers and the
Barwon Health Foundation by attending the fundraiser
dubbed ‘My Big Fat Greek Wedding’. Held at the
Greek restaurant Mavs in Geelong, there was plenty of
fun at the event with mock groom Darryn Lyons and
mock bride Elissa Friday ensuring that vital funds were
raised for the hospital. I would like to congratulate
Monique Holmes-Richardson, president of Our Women
Our Children Geelong, and MC and committee
member Angelo Kakouros on a successful night and of
course the staff and owners of Mavs Geelong.

Torquay Cup
Mr KATOS — Last Friday afternoon, 18 May, I
was pleased to attend the annual Torquay Cup at the
Geelong Racecourse with many Surf Coast and
Geelong locals. Held as a race meet fundraiser for local
organisations, and joining with many, the day, as
always, kicked off with great excitement and the
knowledge that this year the Spring Creek Community
House was the chosen charity. They are, at the moment,
raising money to improve their IT rooms.
Congratulations to Warwick Brown and all the team at
the Surf Coast Times for putting on a great event.

Josh Davis
Ms WARD (Eltham) (09:56) — I thank my local
community for opening up their hearts and wallets to
support a local young man, Josh Davis.
Twenty-five-year-old Josh, who loved playing rugby in
Eltham, was involved in an accident on the river,
leaving him paralysed. As I have seen so many times
before in my community, people have rallied around
Josh and his family to offer love, support and kindness
to help them transition to the demands of daily life. An
amazing fundraiser was held recently at the Eltham
Community and Reception Centre in support of Josh,
raising over $60 000.
Not only did immediate family and friends work
around the clock to create a fantastic event but Eltham
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Rugby Club, including club president Tim Adams, also
put in long hours to prepare for this event. Eltham
Rotary, the Eltham Men’s Shed and Diamond Creek
Men’s Shed also put in many volunteer hours to help
with car parking, the silent auction and the raffle,
among other activities. Across the state, people also
stepped up, donating an amazing array of items for the
silent auction. I was unsuccessful with some bids but
thankfully successful with others, including a beautiful
platter made by a local potter Mary-Lou Pittard and
artwork by Ona Henderson. The night was a sellout,
with fantastic entertainment including by MC Marty
Fields. A big thankyou to everyone who has
supported Josh and who raised this extraordinary
amount of money.

Lions Club of Eltham
Ms WARD — Recently I visited the Eltham Lions
Club, and I thank them and president Peter Talbot for
their hospitality. I thank them for their wonderful
community work and support in many local areas,
including Community and Volunteers of Eltham and
Eltham High School (EHS). This includes their
centennial project, the aim of which is to leave a lasting
legacy in local communities. The Lions Club of Eltham
has been involved with EHS for the past five years,
helping to provide breakfast or lunch for students in
need. Eltham Lions intends to continue funding this
project into the future, with the suggested title of the
Eltham High School Wellbeing Fund, which
encapsulates the aim of this project.
One of their newest projects is teaming up to have a
working bee to paint meeting rooms for Hearts in Mind,
a support group for mothers with children with
disabilities. I wish to congratulate everyone involved
with Eltham Lions Club. They make an important
contribution to our community.

Stock theft
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) (09:58) — Farmers across
the state are in crisis. They are battling a rising tide of
stock theft — and mostly on their own. These people
who produce our meat and our wool have seen their
industry buoyed by overseas interest that has turned
into a double-edged sword. Their stock is now worth
big money: upwards of $1000 for cattle, and lambs are
worth a small fortune. On the other hand they are also a
lucrative cash cow for those who might steal them. The
default position of this government is to refer these
matters to our agricultural liaison officers, but they are
finding it increasingly difficult to deal with the
additional workload as well as the increasing
complexity and sophistication of rural crime.
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This city-centric government does not understand that
farmers have to juggle the competing demands of stock
theft with other crime. Neither is less important, but one
is easier to prosecute. Recently a court heard the case of
an alleged stock theft. The farmer claims to have lost up
to $300 000 in value of head of cattle, but the case
rested only on a handful that could be traced to his
property by DNA. The limitations of the courts and this
government to understand farming and the limited
resources available to police to prove their case saw it
watered down to a minor misdemeanour.
I am not sure who was innocent or guilty, but the case
highlighted the system’s failings. There are
64 agricultural liaison officers, but such is the frailty of
their network that at a recent meeting some of these
were introduced for the first time and swapped phone
numbers to keep in contact. The level of crime is
astounding — some estimates are millions of dollars
a year.

Emergency services
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) (10:00) — Our
police, paramedics, firefighters and other emergency
services workers put their lives on the line every day to
keep us safe, and it is unacceptable that they should be
attacked or assaulted just for doing their job.
Unfortunately I can tell you that it has been seen as an
acceptable workplace hazard when it just is not. I am
proud that the Victorian Premier met with
representatives from the Police Association Victoria
and Ambulance Employees Australia. The Labor
government has agreed to introduce reforms to the
Parliament in the coming weeks, meaning that these
offences will be treated in the same category as rape
and murder. If you injure an emergency services
worker, then jail means jail. There are no excuses. Like
most emergency services workers and like other
members in this place I experience the threats and
assaults, and I want this bill passed as soon as possible.

McClelland College
Mr EDBROOKE — It was very exciting to help
the McClelland College community turn the first sod on
their $5.8 million Andrews Labor government-funded
stage 1 works, which include the construction of a new
competition-grade gym and the refurbishment of
existing amenities; refurbishing the science wing, the
trades block and the science, technology, engineering,
arts and mathematics room; and also refurbishing the
staffroom. Many thanks to the school principal,
Amadeo Ferra, for his vision and commitment to the
project and to K2LD Architects for their fantastic work.
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Frankston High School
Mr EDBROOKE — I was honoured to be a guest
at the 2018 Frankston High School debutante ball.
Every year I sit with the principal, John Albiston, and
the school staff, bursting with pride at our students,
who work so hard to make the night a success. The
impromptu dance-offs were always a personal highlight
of mine.

National Volunteer Week
Mr EDBROOKE — Of course this week is
National Volunteer Week, and I would like to put on
record my appreciation of all the volunteer groups that
make our community great, including, but not
exclusively, the Country Fire Authority, the Victoria
State Emergency Service —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

National Volunteer Week
Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) (10:01) — This week is
National Volunteer Week. The Polwarth electorate, like
so many areas of Australia, relies on the hard work and
commitment of its local volunteer groups, from the
Country Fire Authority, the Victoria State Emergency
Service, surf lifesavers and volunteer paramedics who
keep us safe; to the mums, dads and stalwarts at our
various sporting clubs who turn up week in and week
out to keep the community going; to external groups
who come to our communities at a time of crisis like
the Red Cross, chaplaincy groups and of course the
large band of BlazeAid volunteers who can all pack up
their lives and move to a community that is struggling
and give hours, days and weeks of their lives to help
others whom they have never met before. Thank you.
As a member of Parliament, I know only too well that a
community like mine in Polwarth would just never
function without the resources and the energy of all
the volunteers.

Total Livestock Genetics
Mr RIORDAN — It is not often that businesses in
my electorate are talked about in China, but I expect it
will be a growing phenomenon. I was pleased to hear
that a real industry leader, Total Livestock Genetics,
recently won the Business Excellence Award for
Agriculture, Food and Beverage in Shanghai, China, at
the 2018 AustCham Westpac Australia-China Business
Awards on 17 May. The award recognised the
business’s strong commitment to and leadership in
Australia-China business. Total Livestock Genetics,
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established in 1989 from humble beginnings, is today
one of the largest livestock embryo and semen
collection centres in Australia, and it further adds to a
growing and diverse industry and workforce in regional
Australia and in Polwarth in particular.

National Volunteer Week
Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) (10:03) — To mark
National Volunteer Week I would like to take this
opportunity to recognise the important work of
volunteers across the communities within the Ballarat
region. It is a highlight of my role to interact on an
almost daily basis with volunteers contributing in so
many ways to the wellbeing of others.
When thinking about volunteers, many people think
first of the important contribution made by our Country
Fire Authority (CFA) volunteers, and with 31 CFA
brigades across my electorate that represents more than
1000 volunteers alone. But adding to that are thousands
more in Ballarat, Ballan, Buninyong and the
surrounding towns: volunteers in the Victoria State
Emergency Service, at sporting clubs, at men’s sheds
and at op shops; volunteers who visit hospitals or older
residents in their homes, bringing meals on wheels and
supporting people with special needs at community
houses and at women’s refuges; volunteers at schools
supporting school reading and breakfast clubs; L2P
drivers; mentors; Landcare volunteers; volunteers
organising community events or undertaking
fundraising; RSLs; the Red Cross; and Lions and
Rotary clubs. The list goes on.
I was pleased to visit the Ballarat Fish Hatchery last
week, where volunteers at the Ballarat Fish
Acclimatisation Society have been rearing trout to stock
Lake Wendouree and so many other lakes, dams and
waterways for nearly 150 years now. Volunteers give up
their time, their energy and their hard work to serve our
community, and for the most part I believe they enjoy
their volunteering and the social opportunities it brings.

Country Fire Authority Edithvale brigade
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) (10:04) — I
would like to pay tribute to the Edithvale Country Fire
Authority (CFA) station and their wonderful volunteers
as part of National Volunteer Week. They do an
extraordinary job in our local community. The new
CFA building, which will be open soon, is a fantastic
addition to support them in the critical work they do.
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT BILL 2018
Statement of compatibility
Ms KAIROUZ (Minister for Local Government)
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 Local
Government Bill 2018.
In my opinion, the Local Government Bill 2018, as
introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is compatible with
human rights as set out in the Charter. I base my opinion on
the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview
The purpose of the Local Government Bill 2018 (‘the Bill’) is
to create, empower and regulate local government within the
State. Local government is an essential component of the
Victorian constitutional system and the right to participate in
public life contained in section 18 of the Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 (‘the Charter’).
Section 74A(1) of the Constitution Act 1975 provides that
local government is a distinct and essential tier of government
consisting of democratically elected councils having the
functions and powers Parliament considers necessary to
ensure the peace, order and good governance of each
municipal district. This is a broad mandate that promotes the
right to participate in public life.
Section 18 of the Charter establishes a right for an individual
to participate in the conduct of public affairs, directly or
through freely chosen representatives, to vote and be elected
at municipal elections, and to have access to public office
without discrimination. The Bill creates the framework that
helps underpin this right in relation to municipal elections for
public office and the public affairs of councils.
The Bill will replace the Local Government Act 1989 with a
modern, principles based legislative framework for the
establishment and administration of a system of local
government in Victoria.
The proposed reforms seek to address deficiencies in the
current Act which has been extensively revised and altered
over the past 25 years. This has led to parts of the Act
becoming ambiguous and inconsistent, unnecessarily
prescriptive and in some cases redundant. The new
framework will address this by providing a more
contemporary, accessible and plain English Act.
Additionally, the Bill seeks to revitalise local democracy
through facilitating greater participation by candidates, voters
and citizens in council activities and promoting a greater
understanding and value for the role of councils as
democratically elected bodies. This is intended to strengthen
the right to participate in public life.
A key feature of the Bill is to more clearly define the
outcomes required of councils through a new governance
framework while simultaneously giving councils more
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autonomy in achieving these outcomes. This will be balanced
by reinforcing council integrity and requiring councils to give
effect to the principles based governance framework.
As a result, councils are given broad powers that could
potentially engage or limit Charter rights in their specific
exercise. For example, Part 3 of the Bill empowers councils to
make local laws in relation to any matter for which the
council has a function or power and Part 5 of the Bill
empowers councils to levy rates and charges on rateable land.
While the Bill enables councils to exercise these defined
powers, the Bill itself does not establish the local laws or levy
rates. When exercising these powers, however, councils are
required to consider the human rights set out in the Charter in
accordance with their obligations under that Act. The Bill
clarifies this in relation to local laws by providing that a local
law must not be inconsistent with the Charter. In addition, the
Bill provides the Minister and the Chief Municipal Inspector
with appropriate oversight mechanisms to ensure that
councils and councillors do not breach their obligations in
relation to the Charter or other legislative requirements.
Human Rights Issues
Human rights protected by the Charter that are relevant to
the Bill
Right to participate in public life — section 18
The Bill promotes the section 18 right to participate in public
life (as described above) by establishing councils and
providing for the holding of municipal elections. The Bill
creates, defines and promotes the essential components of the
right to participate in public life as they relate to local
government, both in regard to participation in public affairs in
municipalities and in relation to voting and being elected at
municipal elections.
The Bill provides the legislative framework for establishing
and constituting councils, conducting democratic elections for
representative councillors and requiring councils to provide
key strategic information to their communities and consult
with them on decisions. The Bill therefore strongly promotes
the right to participate in public life under section 18 of the
Charter.
Clause 12 of the Bill promotes the right to participate in
public life by providing that a council consists of its
councillors who are democratically elected in accordance
with the Bill.
Part 2 of the Bill engages and to some extent might limit the
right to participate in public life by providing for the
qualification to be councillors, as well as the disqualification
of councillors, and the removal of Mayors and Deputy
Mayors in defined circumstances. These limitations are
reasonable and justified under section 7(2) of the Charter in
order to ensure the suitability of candidates, elected
representatives and of mayors.
Clause 32 of the Bill limits the right to participate in public
life by providing that only persons who are 18 years of age,
eligible citizens and who have a sufficient connection to the
council to be on the voters’ roll are qualified to be a
councillor. These limitations are reasonable and justified
under section 7(2) of the Charter to ensure that as holders of
public office, councillors have a sufficient level of maturity
and connection to their municipality.
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Additionally, clauses 32 and 33 may limit the right because
they provide grounds for which an individual will not be
qualified to be a councillor and will cease to hold office.
However, these grounds are reasonably limited and relate
primarily to the commission of offences under the Bill (such
as failing to disclose a material conflict of interest) or are of
such a serious nature (such as being disqualified from
managing a corporation) that they are necessary to ensure the
integrity and good governance of the sector.
Clause 19 of the Bill impacts on the right to participate in
public life by providing the mayor with the power to direct a
councillor to leave a meeting in accordance with the meeting
rules. This restriction is reasonable and necessary to prevent
councillors from disrupting council meetings and can be
balanced against the rights of other councillors and the
community to participate in public life by providing for the
orderly conduct of meetings.
Clause 23 of the Bill may limit the right to participate in
public life by providing that a council may declare the office
of Mayor or Deputy Mayor serving a two-year term to be
vacant, such as where the council deems the Mayor or Deputy
Mayor incapable of performing their role as Mayor or Deputy
Mayor. This possible restriction is reasonable and necessary
to ensure that the person selected by councillors to be the
Mayor or Deputy Mayor of a council for at least two years is
able to take a leadership role on behalf of the councillors. It is
limited in its impact to only those instances where three
quarters of the councillors have voted to remove the Mayor or
Deputy Mayor from office and does not affect their right
continue in office as a councillor on the council.
Clause 33 of the Bill promotes the right by extending the
period during which a councillor can be absent from meetings
of the council to a period of 6 months if the absence is a result
of the councillor becoming a parent. Clause 41 also promotes
the right by requiring councils to make available to
councillors the resources and facilities reasonably necessary
to enable them to effectively perform their role and functions
having regard to the support a councillor may need because
they have a disability or are exercising a caring responsibility.
Clauses 54 and 56 of the Bill promote the right to participate
in public life by requiring councils to have a community
engagement policy and a public transparency policy and to
implement community engagement and public transparency
principles, which will require councils to engage with their
communities and to be open and accountable to them.
Clause 63 of the Bill promotes the right to participate in
public life by promoting community engagement and access
to council meetings. Clause 63 of the Bill also impacts on this
right by providing for the closing of council meetings to hear
confidential matters, for security reasons or where necessary
to enable the meeting to proceed in an orderly manner. This
might interfere with the right to participate in public life but is
likely reasonable and justified under section 7(2) of the
Charter. For example, in order to protect another person’s
right to privacy and reputation in relation to the disclosure of
personal information and to protect the interests of council in
relation to other defined confidential matters (such as
commercial in confidence tenders for contracts). Meetings are
to be open to the public unless the above specified
circumstances apply. The ability of councils to close meetings
is limited to defined circumstances where it is reasonably
necessary for public interest purposes.
Part 7 also limits the right to participate in public life by
providing for the suspension of councillors from office under
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certain circumstances, such as where a councillor conduct
panel has found that they have committed misconduct or
serious misconduct under clause 201 of the Bill. However, the
limits on this right are likely to be reasonable and justified
under section 7(2) of the Charter to ensure that councillors, as
democratic representatives and decision makers, are capable
of performing their duties with integrity and doing so in a
manner which is respectful to others. Part 7, Divisions 5, 6
and 7 have procedural protections for the councillor conduct
framework, including a structured, tiered system of
independent arbitration, panel hearings and Victorian Civil
and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT) hearings, with each
successive body hearing more serious matters and with
greater disciplinary powers.
Part 7, Division 2 might also impact on this right by providing
that councillors must remove themselves from decision
making where they have a conflict of interest. The limitation
on this right can be balanced against ensuring the important
public purpose that council decisions are made fairly and
impartially and that public office is not misused.
Part 8 of the Bill promotes the right to participate in public
life by ensuring that councils provide good governance, act
lawfully and are accountable for their exercise of State power.
In order to achieve this, Part 8, Divisions 6 and 7 of the Bill
contain oversight measures which might limit the right to
participate in public life by providing that the Minister may
recommend that the Governor in Council suspend a
councillor or suspend all of the councillors of a council in
specified circumstances. However, it is noted that the powers
contained in Part 8 of the Bill are narrowly tailored to ensure
that any exercise of the powers is subject to sound procedural
protections and only utilised in the most serious of cases.
For example, the powers for the Minister to recommend the
suspension of a councillor or of an entire council can only be
exercised where there has been an identified, serious failure of
good governance. Any limitations on a councillor’s rights in
such circumstances can be balanced against the strong public
interest in ensuring the appropriate exercise of statutory
powers by councils and the appropriate undertaking of public
functions by councillors. Given the problems in the past with
governance failures at councils and the associated costs to
their communities, it is essential that the State Government
have oversight to ensure that councils provide good
government, act legally and comply with the requirements of
their empowering legislation.
Part 8 of the Bill promotes the right to participate in public
life by providing for a Minister to appoint or recommend the
appointment of persons to public roles including, as a
Commissioner on a Commission of Inquiry, as an
Administrator for a suspended council, municipal monitor
and Chief Municipal Inspector. These are important public
roles related to ensuring the integrity and good governance of
the sector.
Clauses 235 and 261 may limit the right by providing
circumstances where the office of Commissioner on a
Commission of Inquiry or as an Administrator for a
suspended council will be vacated. Any limitation is
reasonable and necessary in order to ensure that
Commissioners and Administrators are appropriate persons to
discharge the important public roles for which they have been
appointed and include serious occurrences such as
convictions for indictable offences or bankruptcy.
Part 9 of the Bill promotes the right to participate in public
life by ensuring the free and fair conduct of council elections.
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This Part contains comprehensive provisions which deal with
the right to vote in elections, the process of and right to
nominate as a candidate, the conduct of elections and
counting of votes and a process for disputing election results.
Part 9, Division 1 promotes the right to participate in public
life by providing for the eligibility of persons to vote in council
elections. However, the Division may also restrict the right by
limiting the eligibility of individuals to vote in elections by
providing the criteria for who is eligible to be enrolled to vote
in a particular municipality. Any impact on a person’s
eligibility to participate in an election can be balanced against
the important public purpose of ensuring that persons who
vote in council elections have a sufficient connection to the
municipality and are of a sufficient level of maturity.
Clauses 339 and 340 of the Bill promote the right to
participate in public life by providing for the review of
council elections where the results are disputed. This
promotes the right to participate in public life by ensuring that
there is a forum for determining the accuracy of declared
election results.
Right to freedom of expression — section 15
Section 15 of the Charter provides that every person has the
right to hold an opinion without interference and has the right
to freedom of expression which includes the freedom to seek,
receive and impart information and ideas of all kinds, whether
within or outside Victoria and whether — orally or in writing;
or in print; or by way of art; or in another medium chosen by
him or her.
Part 3, Divisions 1, 2 and 3 promote the right to freedom of
expression by providing open forums for councillors to
discuss matters affecting their municipalities, requiring
councils to consult with their communities on matters and
providing individuals with the opportunity to make
submissions on matters which affect them. This ensures that
the voices and opinions of the community members and
participants in the local government system are heard.
Division 2 might also contain some restrictions on the right to
freedom of expression but these restrictions are imposed
primarily to promote other rights, such as the section 18 right
to participate in public life and the section 13 right to privacy
and reputation.
Clause 19 of the Bill may limit the right by providing that the
Mayor of a council may order a councillor to leave a council
meeting in accordance with meeting procedures. This
limitation is reasonable and necessary to prevent councillors
from severely disrupting council meetings and therefore not
unduly limit the rights of other councillors to participate in
orderly council meetings.
Clause 63 of the Bill promotes the right to freedom of
expression by requiring councils to conduct open meetings.
However, the clause may also impact the right, particularly of
members of the public, by providing for closed meetings of
the council. However, special responsibilities are attached to
this right (see section 15(3)) and the right may be subject to
lawful restrictions to respect the rights and reputation of other
persons (including the earlier mentioned provisions regarding
the need to protect people’s privacy rights in relation to
closed meetings).
Part 3, Division 1 promotes the right to freedom of expression
by requiring councils to consult with their communities in line
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with community engagement principles and to develop
community engagement and public transparency policies.
Clause 163 of the Bill may impact the right to freedom of
expression by penalising the unauthorised disclosure of
confidential information by councillors, members of
committees and members of council staff. The provision is,
however, necessary in order to protect the right to privacy and
reputation of individuals where the council has their private
information and to otherwise protect information which is
confidential, such as business information or legal advice.
Any limitation of the right is reasonable and proportionate
because it is necessarily limited to only preventing the
unauthorised disclosure of information which is of a type
which should remain confidential.
Clauses 217, 232 and 233 of the Bill may impact the right to
freedom of expression by providing that the Chief Municipal
Inspector may require a person to appear before them for
examination under oath or affirmation and penalising them
for failing to comply or making false or misleading
statements. Any limitation on the right is reasonable and
proportionate as the power is necessary to enable the Chief
Municipal Inspector to thoroughly investigate alleged
breaches of the Act and there are protections in the provision
allowing persons to not comply with a request if they have a
reasonable excuse, such as that the request would require
them to incriminate themselves.
Clauses 240 and 241 of the Bill may impact the right to
freedom of expression by providing that Commissions of
Inquiry may serve written notice on a person to appear and
give evidence to it. Any limitation on the right is reasonable
and proportionate in order to allow Commissions to conduct
thorough investigations into matters of serious concern at
councils. The provision has procedural protections, including
that written notice must be served and that persons do not
need to appear before the Commission if they have a
reasonable excuse, such as that the request would require
them to incriminate themselves or that they are unable to
attend on a particular date.
Clauses 249 and 250 provide additional protections to persons
who appear before a Commission of Inquiry including that
witnesses and legal practitioners who represent witnesses
have the same protections as witnesses and legal practitioners
who appear before the Supreme Court and that otherwise
incriminating evidence voluntarily provided to a Commission
may only be used in limited circumstances.
Clause 246 provides that a Commission of Inquiry may make
an order that prohibits persons publishing information
identifying persons testifying to the Commission or that is
before the Commission. Any limitation is necessary to protect
individual rights to privacy and reputation and to protect the
confidentiality of information provided to the Commission on
a confidential basis. The provision is reasonable and
proportionate as it provides limited grounds on which an order
may be made and requires that notice of the order be provided.
Clause 252 of the Bill may impact the right to freedom of
expression by providing that members of the staff of a
Commission of Inquiry cannot disclose information acquired
during the course of an inquiry. Any limitation is necessary to
protect individual rights to privacy and reputation and to
protect the confidentiality of information provided to the
Commission on a confidential basis. The provision is
reasonable and proportionate as it provides circumstances
where the information can be disclosed by the staff member,
such as where the information is already in the public domain
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and clause 253 provides a mechanism for Commissions to
otherwise disclose the information.
Clause 254 of the Bill may impact the right to freedom of
expression by providing that persons cannot make false or
misleading statements or produce false or misleading
documents to a Commission of Inquiry. Any limitation on the
right is reasonable and proportionate as the power is
necessary to ensure the accuracy of the information provided
to Commissions and is solely limited to instances where
persons are knowingly providing false information.
Part 9 of the Bill impacts on the right to freedom of
expression by prohibiting the distribution of certain
information related to council elections. Part 9, Division 9 of
the Bill contains offence provisions which include restrictions
on publishing misleading information, a requirement to have
electoral materials authorised by a named person and a
requirement to make and lodge electoral campaign donation
returns. These impacts are reasonable and necessary to
promote the right to participate in public life by preventing
the distribution of false or misleading information that could
unduly influence elections, to ensure that voters have relevant
information to inform their decisions and to maintain the
transparency and integrity of council decision making.
Right to a fair hearing — section 24
Section 24 of the Charter provides that a person charged with
a criminal offence or a party to a civil proceeding has the right
to have the charge or proceeding decided by a competent,
independent and impartial court or tribunal after a fair and
public hearing. ‘Civil proceeding’ has been defined broadly
by the Victorian courts.
Clause 63 of the Bill might also impact on the right to a
public hearing by allowing for closed council meetings in
limited circumstances. As discussed above, this must be
balanced against the right to privacy and reputation.
Clauses 118 and 126 of the Bill promote the right to a fair
hearing by providing ratepayers the right to appeal rates,
service charges and special purpose charges levied by
councils, to VCAT.
Part 7, Divisions 5, 6 and 7 of the Bill likely engage the right
to a fair hearing by providing for a councillor conduct
framework that incorporates escalated forums and procedures
for more serious allegations. Under Division 5 all councils are
required to have a councillor code of conduct which provides
for an internal resolution procedure for addressing alleged
breaches of the code which includes procedural protections,
such as the appointment of an independent arbiter. Where a
councillor is alleged to have committed misconduct or serious
misconduct, the Bill provides for the matter to be heard by an
independent councillor conduct panel and provides
procedural protections, such as the application of the rules of
natural justice and a right of appeal to VCAT. Where a
councillor is alleged to have committed gross misconduct, the
Bill provides for the matter to be heard by VCAT and that
applications can only be made by the Chief Municipal
Inspector which provide additional procedural protections.
Part 8, Division 5 likely engages the right to a fair hearing by
providing powers to Commissions of Inquiry to conduct
inquiries into matters relating to the affairs of a council,
including the power to conduct hearings and to issue reports
and recommendations to the Minister. These reports can
contain adverse findings against individuals.
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Part 8, Division 5 has been carefully considered to ensure that
Commissions have sufficient flexibility in their operation to
conduct appropriate investigations into matters of governance
concern at councils but are still required to engage in fair
processes. The Division provides for Commissions of Inquiry
to make decisions in relation to the operation of any hearings
they conduct, including whether a witness can be represented
and whether proceedings are to be held publicly and
mandates that they provide natural justice. Clauses 238 and
251 contain overarching procedural protections which require
that the Commission must be satisfied that a person who is
subject to an adverse finding has been informed of the finding
and been provided with an opportunity to respond. The
Commission is then required to consider any response and
include the response in its final report.
Clauses 258 and 260 of the Bill likely engage the right to a
fair hearing by imposing procedural requirements in relation
to the Ministers’ powers to recommend to the Governor in
Council that a councillor or all of the councillors of a council
be suspended. The clauses include procedural safeguards such
as requiring a recommendation from an integrity body,
providing an opportunity to respond to the recommendation,
allowing for either house of Parliament to disallow the
suspension and limiting suspension to 12 months.
Clause 258 provides that the Minister can only recommend
that a councillor be suspended on the advice of a municipal
monitor, commission of inquiry or other integrity body and
must be satisfied that the councillor is presenting a serious
risk to health and safety or that a governance failure is
continuing. The Minister must also be satisfied that the
councillor has been afforded an opportunity to respond to any
findings which underpin the decision to make a
recommendation. Any Order made by the Governor in
Council on the basis of a recommendation by the Minister is
also subject to disallowance by Parliament and will therefore
be subject to a further high level of scrutiny. These are
important safeguards.
Clause 260 provides that the Minister can only recommend
that all of the councillors of a council be suspended if satisfied
that there has been a failure to provide good governance or a
repeated and substantial failure to comply with a governance
order and, in the case of a failure to provide good governance,
the Minister has considered what steps the council has taken
to address and remedy the difficulties underlying the failure.
This ensures that the council has an opportunity to remedy
identified failures and provide good governance before the
power is exercised. Any Order suspending all of the
councillors of a council is also subject to disallowance by
Parliament and will therefore be subject to an additional level
of scrutiny. These are further safeguards.
Clauses 339 and 340 of the Bill promote the right to fair
hearing by providing a right to apply to VCAT for a review of
an election if the validity of that election is disputed. This is
an important safeguard in the event there is a concern about
the validity of an election and additionally promotes the
section 18 right to participate in public life.
Right to privacy and reputation — section 13
Section 13 of the Charter provides that a person has the right
not to have his or her privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with and
not to have his or her reputation unlawfully attacked.
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Clause 63 of the Bill promotes the right to privacy and
reputation by allowing councils to maintain the confidentiality
of confidential personal information by closing council
meetings and Part 7, Division 1 of the Bill promotes the right
to privacy by prohibiting councillors and council staff from
disclosing confidential information and providing for
penalties for where the information is inappropriately
disclosed. These provisions ensure that councils are able to
consider confidential personal information in a way which
does not breach the confidentiality of that information and
that where confidentiality is breached that the breach is
appropriately addressed.
Clauses 155 and 156 of the Bill affect the right to privacy in
relation to the home by providing that the council, owner or
persons authorised by the owner or council may enter land to
carry out required work. This could include a person’s home.
This provision is not arbitrary or unlawful as the power can
only be exercised in limited circumstances where a person has
failed to undertake the required work and where it will ensure
that works are undertaken in accordance with relevant Acts,
regulations or local laws.
Clause 160 of the Bill may impact on the right to privacy by
providing that purchasers of land must provide notice of the
acquisition of the land. This is not arbitrary or unlawful as it is
necessary to assist councils to maintain accurate voter rolls
and rating systems.
Part 7, Divisions 2 and 3 and Part 9, Divisions 9 and 10,
impact on the right to privacy and reputation by requiring
councillors, candidates and council staff to produce certain
information, such as the amount and source of campaign
donations received, and other personal information, to the
Chief Municipal Inspector, disclose conflicts of interest in
council meetings, and regularly submit interest returns to the
council’s Chief Executive Officer. This could require the
divulging of information that would otherwise be private in
nature. Any impacts on the right to privacy and reputation are
not arbitrary or unlawful and can be balanced against the need
to ensure the transparent and accountable operation of
councils, the integrity of council decision making and to
prevent the misuse of public position. Further, a safeguard is
that the Bill requires that information disclosed in interest
returns to the CEO are only made public in summary form,
ensuring councillors’ personal details about their interests
remain private.
Part 8, Division 5 likely engages the right to privacy and
reputation by providing for Commissions of Inquiry to
conduct inquiries into matters relating to the affairs of a
council, including the power to conduct hearings, and to issue
reports and recommendations to the Minister. When
conducting inquiries, Commissions can require persons to
provide them with information and are not bound by the
ordinary rules of evidence. In addition, the Commission can
require information to be provided to it and Commission
reports may contain adverse findings against individuals.
Part 8, Division 5 has procedural protections to ensure that
any impacts on privacy are lawful and not arbitrary. The
Division provides for Commissions of Inquiry to make
decisions in relation to the operation of hearings, including
deciding whether proceedings are to be held publicly and
whether to exclude certain persons from those hearings. In
addition, clause 251 requires that the Commission must be
satisfied that a person who is subject to an adverse finding
has been informed of the finding and been provided with an
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opportunity to respond. The Commission is then required to
consider any response before making its final report and
include the response in its final report. Clauses 244, 246 and
252 of the Bill provide protections for the confidentiality of
information obtained by the Commission or members of the
Commission staff and prohibit inappropriate disclosure of
that information.
Part 8, Division 5 has procedural protections to ensure that
that any impacts on reputation are lawful. The Division
provides for Commissions of Inquiry to make decisions in
relation to the operation of hearings including whether a
witness can be represented and whether proceedings are to be
held publicly while still mandating that they provide natural
justice in all instances. Clauses 238 and 251 contain
overarching procedural protections which require that the
Commission must be satisfied that a person who is subject to
an adverse finding has been informed of the finding and been
provided with an opportunity to respond. The Commission is
then required to consider any response and to include the
response in its final report.
Similarly, Part 8, Division 4, likely engages the right to
privacy by providing the Chief Municipal Inspector with
powers to require persons to provide reasonable assistance to
the Inspector in their investigations, including providing the
Inspector with information. Any limitation is lawful and not
arbitrary as the power is necessary to ensure that the Inspector
can conduct thorough investigations of alleged breaches of
the Act and there are procedural protections in relation to the
power, including that a person does not have to comply if
they have a reasonable excuse not to, such as that the request
would require them to incriminate themselves.
Clause 326 of the Bill promotes the right to privacy by
mandating the secrecy of votes cast in council elections and
providing for sanctions for persons who breach this secrecy.
Right to property — section 20
Section 20 of the Charter provides that a person must not be
deprived of his or her property other than in accordance
with law.
Part 5, Division 4 of the Bill affects the right to property by
providing that a council may require an occupier of property
to pay it rent to recover unpaid rates, service charges or
special purpose charges. Part 6, Division 6 of the Bill
similarly affects the right to property by providing that a
council can recover unpaid money from an owner of land
where that money is owed in relation to the land or building.
These provisions affect the right to property by providing that
a council may require payment from an individual due to their
ownership or occupation of land and are lawful because, in
the case of unpaid money, the money must be owed in
relation to that land and, in the case of receiving rent, clear
processes, such as notice requirements, are outlined in the Bill
and must be followed. These provisions help ensure that
councils are able to collect unpaid monies, particularly rates,
which are essential for them to be able to undertake their
responsibilities under the Bill.
Part 5, Division 4 of the Bill also affects the right to property
by providing that a council may sell property to recover
unpaid rates, service charges or special purpose charges
where the amount is overdue by more than 3 years and no
current arrangement exists for the repayment of the amount to
the council or an agreement to repay the amount is not being
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complied with. This provision is lawful because it can only be
exercised in accordance with the processes clearly outlined in
the Bill, including notice requirements and a requirement to
have a court order requiring payment of the outstanding
amount. Additionally, rates, special charges and special
purpose charges are levied on land and should therefore be
able to be collected by sale of that land in a manner similar to
a mortgage or other charge on the land.
Part 5, Division 4 of the Bill engages but does not limit the
right to property by providing that a person acquiring rateable
land must pay any outstanding rates, service charges or
special purposes charges. This is in accordance with the law
because the amount owed must appear on the Land
Information Certificate for the land issued by the council
thereby providing notice of the amount owed to prospective
purchasers. Additionally, rates, special charges and special
purpose charges are levied on land and should therefore run
with the land in a manner similar to mortgage or other
charges of land.
Part 6, Division 4 of the Bill engages but does not limit the
right to property by providing that councils may compulsorily
acquire land. The power to compulsorily acquire land is
lawful as it must be exercised in accordance with the Land
Acquisition and Compensation Act 1986. This is a necessary
power to ensure that councils are able to acquire land for the
performance of governmental functions.
As this acquisition of land must be in accordance with the
Land Acquisition and Compensation Act 1986, the acquisition
gives rise to a right to compensation on just terms, and the
lawfulness of an acquisition may be tested through judicial
review. Further, the Land Acquisition Act sets out clear
requirements for notification, procedures for acquisition and
determination of compensation. Any such deprivation will be
in accordance with law.
Part 6, Division 5 of the Bill also affects the right to property
by providing that the council or the owner of land may enter
land to carry out required work. This provision is not
unlawful as the power can only be exercised where the person
has failed to carry out work required by an Act, regulation or
local law.
Part 7, Division 7 of the Bill and clause 350 impact the right
to property by providing for the non-payment of councillor
allowances and the return of council equipment by
councillors in circumstances where councillors have been
suspended or are otherwise removed from office following a
hearing or investigation or are liable to pay the council a
surcharge. This is necessary where a councillor is no longer
performing the work for which they were given the allowance
and for which the equipment was provided or because they
are otherwise liable to make payments to the Council.
Part 8, Division 5 likely engages the right to property by
providing for Commissions of Inquiry to be able to require
persons to provide documents to them. This may impact on
the proprietary rights of the owners of these documents.
However, to the extent that it may affect the right, it will be in
accordance with law and contains procedural protections,
including that the documents do not have to be provided to
the Commission if there is a reasonable excuse not to,
including that the documents are incriminating, and the owner
of the documents may make an application to have them
returned by the Commission when they cease to be
reasonably necessary for the purposes of its inquiry.

Thursday, 24 May 2018

Similarly, Part 8, Division 4, likely engages the right by
providing the Chief Municipal Inspector with powers to
require persons to provide documents to them. This may
impact on the proprietary rights of the owners of these
documents. However, to the extent that it may affect the right,
it will be in accordance with law and contains procedural
protections, including that the documents do not have to be
provided to the Inspector if there is a reasonable excuse not
to, including that the documents are incriminating.
Presumption of innocence — section 25(1)
Clause 25(1) of the Charter provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence has the right to be presumed innocent
until proved guilty according to law.
Clauses 217, 232 and 233 of the Bill provide that the Chief
Municipal Inspector may require a person to appear before
them for examination under oath or affirmation and providing
for a penalty if they refuse to comply or if they make false or
misleading statements. Clauses 232 and 233 provide that
persons do not have to comply with a request if they have a
reasonable excuse for not doing so. In doing so it leaves the
onus on a person not complying with the request of the
Inspectorate to raise the excuse with the Inspectorate, but only
creates an evidentiary burden on the person.
Clauses 240 and 241 of the Bill also provide that
Commissions of Inquiry may serve written notice on a person
to appear and give evidence to it and provide for penalties for
failing to do so. The provision provides that persons do not
need to appear before the Commission if they have a
reasonable excuse which similarly creates an evidentiary
burden on the person. These provisions allow the Chief
Municipal Inspector or a Commission to conduct inquiries in
a timely manner and only apply where a person has not
complied with a request or notice. There is little risk of these
provisions allowing an innocent person to be convicted as the
reasonableness of non-compliance and the exception are
easily raised and, if raised, the legal onus would be on a
prosecutor to establish that it was not reasonable.
Clause 78 of the Bill provides that a person cannot be
convicted of an offence against a local law or prejudicially
affected if the council did not comply with certain notice
provisions in relation to the local law. This is to ensure that
local laws are generally enforceable unless notice has not
been reasonably provided. This provision creates an
evidentiary burden on the person charged or affected by the
local law.
Clause 160 of the Bill provides that a person who acquires
land in a municipal district must provide notice to the council
and that it is an offence not to do so without a reasonable
excuse. This provision allows councils to ensure that they
have accurate information on their voter’s rolls and likewise
creates an evidentiary burden on the person in relation to the
reasonable excuse.
Clauses 163 provides that councillors, members of delegated
committees and council staff must not intentionally or
recklessly disclose confidential information and provides that
the clause does not apply if the council has determined that
the information should be public. To the extent this provision
creates a burden, it creates an evidentiary burden in relation to
the council determination.
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Clause 167 provides for certain circumstances in which a
conflict of interest will not be taken to arise in relation to a
councillor or member of a council committee voting on a
matter. This may create a burden on the person relying on the
exemption and, to the extent that it does, it creates an
evidentiary burden.
Clause 175 provides that councillors must not accept gifts
unless they know the name and address of the person making
the gift and, if they do not know the name and address of the
person, provides that the councillor is not in breach if they
dispose of the gift to the Council within 30 days. This may
create a burden to raise this and, to the extent it does, it creates
an evidentiary burden.
Clause 327 of the Bill provides that a person who fails to post
a ballot-paper in accordance with an agreement is guilty of an
offence. This does not apply if the ballot-paper was received
by the election manager in time to be counted in the election.
This may create a burden to raise this, but to the extent that it
does, it creates an evidentiary burden.
Clauses in Part 9, Division 9, including clauses 295, 316, 319,
320, 328, 329, 330 and 333 provide circumstances in which
electoral offences do not apply. To the extent they create
burdens, they create evidentiary burdens in relation to
these exceptions.
The Bill contains summary offences (including some
abovementioned provisions) to which section 72 of the
Criminal Procedure Act 2009 will apply. This provision
places an evidential burden on the accused in relation to any
exception, exemption, proviso, excuse or qualification in
those offences.
Evidentiary burdens do not limit the right to presumption of
innocence.
Right to recognition and equality before the law — section 8
Section 8 of the Charter provides that every person is equal
before the law and is entitled to the equal protection of the
law without discrimination and has the right to equal and
effective protection against discrimination.
Clause 33 of the Bill promotes the right to equality by
extending the period during which a councillor can be absent
from meetings of the council to a period of 6 months if the
absence is a result of a councillor becoming a parent, and
clause 41 requires councils to make available to councillors
the resources and facilities reasonably necessary to enable
them to effectively perform their role and functions having
regard to the support a councillor may need because of a
disability or if a councillor is a carer.
Part 7, Division 7 of the Bill promotes the right to equality by
providing that sexual harassment can constitute serious
misconduct and, in some instances, gross misconduct where it
renders a councillor not fit and proper to hold public office.
By clearly providing that sexual harassment is unacceptable
under the councillor conduct framework, this will provide
equal and effective protection against discrimination on the
basis of sex which results in inappropriate behaviour.
Part 9 of the Bill promotes the right to equality before the law
by providing for the free and impartial democratic election of
councillors with an equal right provided to all entitled
individuals to participate in these processes.
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Part 2, Division 5 and Part 9, Division 1 of the Bill may
impact the right to equality before the law by providing an
age requirement for the entitlement to vote in a council
election or to be a councillor. Any limit is reasonable and
justified under section 7(2) as being necessary to ensure that
voters are of an age where they have a sufficient
understanding of public affairs and personal autonomy to be
able to freely participate in the electoral process and to act as
elected representatives.
Right to freedom of movement — section 12
Section 12 of the Charter provides that every person lawfully
within Victoria has the right to move freely within Victoria
and to enter and leave it and has the freedom to choose where
to live.
Part 7, Division 7 of the Bill limits the right to freedom of
movement by providing for councillor conduct panels to be
able to direct councillors to attend a hearing and providing
penalties for non-attendance. These limitations on the right
are reasonable and proportionate to ensure that councillors
are able to be held to appropriate standards of behaviour and
to ensure a fair process for hearing matters involving
allegations of misconduct and are circumscribed because
they only apply to councillors who are a party to a councillor
conduct panel hearing.
Clauses 217, 232 and 233 of the Bill limit the right to freedom
of movement by providing that the Chief Municipal Inspector
may require a person to appear before them for examination
under oath or affirmation and providing for a penalty if they
refuse to comply. This limit on the right is reasonable and
proportionate as the power is necessary to ensure that the
Chief Municipal Inspector is able to conduct thorough
investigations of alleged breaches of the Act and there are
procedural protections in the provision allowing for persons
to not comply with a request if they have a reasonable excuse
for not doing so.
Clauses 240 and 241 of the Bill limit the right to freedom of
movement by providing that a Commission of Inquiry may
serve written notice on people to appear and give evidence to
it. This limitation on the right is reasonable and proportionate
in order to allow Commissions to conduct thorough
investigations of matters of serious concern at councils. The
provision has procedural protections, including that written
notice must be served and that persons do not need to appear
before the Commission if they have a reasonable excuse.
Integrity and Accountability Legislation Amendment (Public
Interest Disclosures, Oversight and Independence) Bill 2018
Part 2, Division 9 of the Integrity and Accountability
Legislation Amendment (Public Interest Disclosures,
Oversight and Independence) Bill 2018 (Integrity Bill) inserts
new provisions into the Local Government Act 1989. These
provisions have been included as sections 218–230 of the
Bill. The compatibility of these provisions with the Charter is
addressed in the Statement of Compatibility for the
Integrity Bill.
The Hon. Marlene Kairouz, MP
Minister for Local Government
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Second reading
Ms KAIROUZ (Minister for Local Government)
(10:06) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
standing orders:
Introduction
It gives me enormous pleasure to rise to speak in support of
this historic Bill — a Bill which will create a new operating
environment for the Councils of the 21st century.
When the existing principal legislation for Councils received
Royal Assent in 1989, the Berlin Wall remained implacably
in place, the internet and skype were future fantasies and
Victoria had 210 relatively small Councils operating much in
the way they had for generations. That world is as
unrecognisable to Victoria’s 79 modern Councils as it is to
most Members of this House.
To argue that the reform of the Local Government Act 1989
is overdue is to understate the case. This Act has been subject
to approximately 100 amending Acts and hundreds of
individual amendments. Like a jerry-built home, subject to
endless makeshift renovations, its original elegant design has
given way. With it, clarity of Councils’ mission in our
modern world has been shrouded in confusion, mired in
prescriptive detail and hobbled by outdated process.
Councils, ratepayer groups and local government peak
organisations have been asking for this Act to be remade for
many years. The reason for the delay relates to the scale of the
challenge. It is a significant task to remake the legislative
framework of a level of government for the next generation.
This government has taken on that task — the task to
determine how Councils are constituted and elected; their
powers and functions; their integrity framework; and the
strategic and business planning approaches that will deliver
value for Victorian rate payers. This Bill empowers Councils
to operate to full capacity within a logical legislative
framework which states with simple transparency what
citizens and ratepayers can expect from their Councils.
I am proud to be the Local Government Minister to finally
deliver a contemporary Act which respects the critical role of
Councils as modern professional outfits, with stewardship of
$90 billion of community infrastructure and delivery of over
$7 billion of critical public services each year.
Local Responsiveness
The rationale for the very existence of local level governance
is that different communities have distinct needs to which
their local representatives can respond. The Local
Government Act 1989 now contains a level of prescription
which severely constrains the capacity of Councils to respond
to local needs. Much of this focuses on arcane detail about
Council processes, simultaneously paralysing enterprise while
blurring accountability and transparency. The 2018 Local
Government Bill removes much of the prescription which
smothers Council innovation and, in so doing, restores
responsiveness, community connectedness and aspiration to
excellence in delivery.
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Increasing Accountability
This Bill is the final step in a sequenced reform program to
lift Council capability and performance in Victoria. The
conditions for Council governance in Victoria have been
carefully prepared to enable a principles-based Act to come
into force and operate effectively.
The Government’s reforms over this term and as part of this
Bill have significantly increased accountability in terms of
what Councils must do. This has made viable an enabling Bill
which provides for greater dynamism and autonomy as to
how they do it. Institutional accountability is balanced with
operational agility and efficiency in the Local Government
Bill 2018.
The new constraints and accountabilities imposed by the
Government, include:
Giving rate payers a fair go by capping annual rate rises
in line with inflation;
Giving citizens meaningful performance information
about their local Council-through the implementation of
comparable public reporting of Council performance
against a uniform set of legislated performance measures
captured in the Know Your Council website; and
Giving Victorians confidence in Councillor integrity —
through the significant strengthening of the Councillor
conduct framework, achieved through the Local
Government (Improved Governance) Act 2015.
In addition, the Bill, introduces higher standards for Councils
in a number of other respects.
It demands that Councils meaningfully engage the local
community in shaping the priorities of their four-year
Council plan and budget.
It lifts the standards of integration of strategic planning
and financial management so that the central Council
plan is underpinned by a financial plan.
The requirement for greater financial rigour under this Bill
takes a number of forms:
For the first time in any state in Australia, Councils will
have four-year Budgets, much like those of the state
government.
Councils will also be required to adopt 10-year Financial
Plans and 10-year Asset Management Plans — these
will replace the four-year Strategic Resource Plans
Councils currently apply to financial and asset planning.
These 10-year plans provide a longer horizon for asset
planning and reinforce financial discipline and
transparent financial reporting.
In another first for Victoria, this Bill establishes a
uniform method for determining valuations for rating
purposes — strengthening our capacity to compare
performance relative to rating effort.
We are also bolstering the powers and independence of
Council audit and risk committees to monitor financial
discipline and policy compliance.
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But the innovation in this Bill extends well beyond financial
management. The Local Government Bill introduces a raft of
broader accountability requirements.
These include:
A new requirement for all Council administrations to
have an independent complaints mechanism to make
them accountable for the services they provide to the
community and the actions they take on their behalf.
The Bill also includes a new requirement for each mayor
to report publicly on progress against the Council plan
every year — signalling the elected Council’s
accountability for Council performance and delivery.
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First, by removing decades old procurement thresholds
and instead demanding Councils create their own
distinct, collaborative procurement policies focused on
achieving economies of scale and value for money
through joined up solutions to local service and
infrastructure challenges.
21st century procurement approaches are complemented
by a new power for Councils to establish beneficial
enterprises to meet their community’s aspirations
Such enterprises may be developed in partnership with
other Councils or other private, public or community
agencies that can assist them deliver for their
communities.

The Bill establishes a Ministerial power to issue a
governance direction to compel improved governance at
a Council where an independent integrity body identifies
governance failures.

This strong partnership focus in the Bill is reinforced through
opportunities to hold joint meetings between Councils and a
requirement to factor in state and regional plans when
formulating major strategic Council plans.

The Minister may appoint a Municipal Monitor enabling
the Government to monitor compliance, establishing a
trigger for further intervention if required.

The draft legislation demands greater responsiveness to the
needs of the local community — through development by
each Council of an engagement policy that activates public
participation principles.

We have also established through this draft legislation, a
new power to suspend individual Councillors who
compromise a Council’s capacity to deliver good
governance should an integrity body recommend such a
suspension.
Finally, this legislation introduces a capacity for an
elected Council to vote out a mayor mid-term in
circumstances in which the mayor has been elected for
two years but has lost the confidence of their fellow
Councillors.
Together these measures restore democratic accountability
and provide an unequivocal signal that standards must be
upheld.

We are also mandating the development of a community
vision for each municipal district which distils the
community’s aspirations into its Council plan and budget.
Overall, this Bill strikes a strategic and careful balance
between enforcement of higher standards while giving
Council’s greater autonomy to innovate and deliver for the
Victorian community.
Ensuring Councils are Safe Workplaces
This Bill reinforces safety of Councillors and Council staff,
introducing legal protections which allow for Councillors
who are found to have engaged in sexual harassment to be
fairly and expeditiously excluded from the workplace.

At the same time, this Bill reinforces the integrity of local
democracy, by imposing a uniform election method under the
statutory election service provider (the Victorian Electoral
Commission) rather than leaving the method to the discretion
of elected Councillors. This reform removes the responsibility
for determining how the election is conducted from those
with a direct interest in the election outcome (sitting
Councillor candidates) and means that the Victorian Electoral
Commission can conduct a simple, unambiguous voter
information campaign for Council general elections, telling
all Victorians clearly how to register a valid vote.

In instances of gross misconduct, VCAT may order the
disqualification of the offending Councillor. In extreme cases
this may include disqualification for a period of up to
eight years.

The Bill will build consistency and lift equity in Council
representative structures, with measures to remove inequity in
electoral quotas. This will mean that, in future, all elected
Councillors will come to office having attained an equivalent
quota to that of their fellow members of Council.

These measures have been designed to ensure that this
particularly pernicious and harmful form of behaviour which,
if proven, demonstrates a lack of character to be a Councillor,
is subject to judicial sanction so that it may be eradicated
from Councils.

These measures are designed to reinforce electoral integrity
and give voters greater confidence that Council elections are
conducted fairly on a level playing field.

A Bill for all Councils

Following passage of this Bill, sexual harassment will fall
within the definitions of serious misconduct and, in the most
egregious circumstances, gross misconduct under the
Councillor conduct and integrity framework of the Local
Government Act.

Enterprise and Innovation

There is significant diversity in Victoria’s Councils — in their
size, their resources, their capability and their desire to
innovate.

Having put in place the firm handrails for financial rigour,
governance and integrity, it becomes possible to free up
Councils in an operational sense to be more enterprising and
innovative. The Bill does that in a range of ways.

This is a Bill which works for Councils of all sizes in all
corners of the state. It creates scope for innovation in policy
and entrepreneurship in strategic business planning for larger,
more sophisticated Councils. At the same time, the careful
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staging of the Bill provides for development of detailed
guidance and model policies to assist Councils with fewer
resources. The Bill allows for the Minister to prepare good
practice guidelines. Compliance with these can be used as
evidence that a Council has complied with the corresponding
requirement under the Act or Regulations.
These provisions ensure that Councils with limited staffing
resources can confidently comply with core governance
principles in the Bill.
Consultation and support
This Bill has been subject to one of the most exhaustive
engagement processes I have seen in my time in Government.
It began in 2015 with the release of a Discussion Paper.
Members of the community, Councils and stakeholders
responded to the Discussion Paper with their ideas for a
strong, clear, contemporary Local Government Act. These
were elicited through an extensive process of public meetings,
submissions, commissioned technical papers and focused
discussions to inform a Directions Paper.
This Directions Paper, which we called Act for the Future,
contained 157 reform directions and was released for public
comment. The release of the Directions Paper in June 2016
sparked a further submission process attracting a further
333 public submissions.
Technical working groups of senior Council staff and elected
Councillors worked with my department to refine provisions
during the drafting of the Bill, to ensure they are workable
and properly staged.
Only when this work was completed did the government
release an Exposure Draft Bill, inviting further comments
over the four months that followed its release on
12 December 2017.
The Government received 190 submissions including
suggestions to further strengthen the Bill. These proposals led
to further refinement which has informed the Bill I have
brought to this place.
In asking that you support this critical set of reforms, I am
also asking that you respect the work of the hundreds of
Victorians who took the time to help us get this Bill right.
The process I have described gives me confidence that this
Bill sets out what we sought to achieve in our new Local
Government Bill. That is a legislative framework that is
widely supported by Councils and the wider community and
that — in a contemporary, easy-to-read form — spells out the
role and function of Councils in the modern Victorian state.
This is a Bill that revitalises local democracy, making
Councils accountable to their local community in shaping
their core plans and budgets. Critically, it’s a Bill that
reinforces financial discipline and public performance
requirements, while providing greater scope for aspirational
Councils to innovate, collaborate and implement efficient,
modern business practices.
Conclusion — Crowning the Local Government Reform
Agenda
Shortly after assuming her responsibility as Minister for Local
Government, my colleague, Minister Hutchins presented a
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Ministerial Statement in this place, setting out her vision and
action plan for Council reform over this term of Government.
It was a pretty ambitious statement, containing 17 priority
actions, a number of them in areas where state-Council
activity had not previously ventured. That ambitious program
of work has now largely been achieved.
The first strategic area for action in that Ministerial Statement
was the commitment to develop a new Local Government
Act for Victoria. This Bill delivers on that commitment and
consolidates the major reforms in local government
introduced over this term of Government.
I commend the Bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 7 June.

FLORA AND FAUNA GUARANTEE
AMENDMENT BILL 2018
Statement of compatibility
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006, (Charter), I make this
Statement of Compatibility with respect to the Flora and
Fauna Guarantee Amendment Bill 2018.
In my opinion, the Flora and Fauna Guarantee Amendment
Bill 2018, as introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is
compatible with human rights as set out in the Charter. I base
my opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview
The Bill amends the Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act 1988
(Principal Act) to promote Victoria’s biodiversity, enhance
accountability and transparency, and deliver effective
protection for native species and important habitats.
Most relevantly for the purposes of assessing compatibility
with the Charter, the Bill provides for the application of
critical habitat determinations and habitat conservation orders
over any land in Victoria, the use of a register to record
instruments issued under the Principal Act, and improvements
to the compliance and enforcement of the Principal Act. This
includes the expansion of inspection, seizure and evidence
gathering powers of authorised officers, the introduction of
infringeable offences, and increased penalties for breaches.
Human rights issues
The human rights protected by the Charter that are relevant to
the Bill are:
The right to freedom of movement in section 12 of the
Charter;
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The right to privacy and reputation in section 13 of the
Charter;
The right to public life in section 18 of the Charter;
Cultural rights in section 19 of the Charter;
Property rights in section 20 of the Charter; and
The right to be presumed innocent in section 25(1) of the
Charter.
For the reasons outlined below, in my opinion, the Bill is
compatible with each of these rights.
Freedom of movement
Section 12 of the Charter provides for the right of every
person within Victoria to move freely within Victoria and to
enter and leave it and to have the freedom to choose where
to live.
Critical habitats and habitat conservation orders
Clause 15 of the Bill substitutes section 20 of the Principal
Act, which allows the Secretary to make critical habitat
determinations. Limits on when an area may be declared to be
critical habitat are in set out in new section 20(2).
Under new section 26, inserted by clause 20 of the Bill, the
Minister may make a habitat conservation order for the
purposes of conserving, protecting or managing any critical
habitat (being an area determined under substituted
section 20), or any area of Victoria that the Secretary
proposes to determine as critical habitat but in respect of
which a critical habitat determination has not been made. The
Minister must not make such an order unless the Minister
considers it is necessary to halt, prevent or repair damage that
has occurred, is occurring, or is likely to occur to the critical
habitat or proposed critical habitat, or to manage that critical
habitat or proposed critical habitat to ensure its conservation
or protection.
A habitat conservation order may (among other things)
restrict or prohibit activities and the use or development of
property within the critical habitat or proposed critical habitat.
An order may also require that a person proposing to
undertake an activity, land use or development obtain a
permit from the Minister. Additionally, an order may also
restrict or prohibit activities and the use or development of
property within an area that is outside the critical habitat or
proposed critical habitat if the activity, land use or
development is likely to adversely affect the relevant habitat.
To the extent that a habitat conservation order may limit the
freedom of movement of a person by imposing conditions
that restrict or prohibit movement or actions within a relevant
area, any such limitation is reasonable and justified within the
meaning of section 7(2) of the Charter. This power is an
appropriate management tool to ensure the protection of
habitats which may be essential to the survival of threatened
species. A habitat conservation order must not be made unless
the Minister considers that the order is necessary to halt,
prevent or repair damage that has occurred, is occurring, or is
likely to occur to the critical habitat, or to manage the critical
habitat to ensure its conservation or protection. New
section 29 contains a process for providing notice of the
making of such an order to relevant landholders, including the
opportunity to provide submissions.
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The Bill also provides a process by which a permit can be
obtained for a particular use or activity in an area subject to a
habitat conservation order. Additionally, under new
section 36, a person can apply to the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal for a review of a requirement or
prohibition contained in a habitat conservation order that
affects that person’s interests, a decision of the Minister under
a habitat conservation order that affects the person’s interests
or a decision of the Minister to suspend a licence, permit or
authority of that person. Further, a person can apply to the
Tribunal, under new section 37, for a declaration concerning
the validity of such a requirement, prohibition or decision.
In my opinion, the inclusion of the above measures in the Bill
means that any limit on the right to freedom of movement that
occurs due to the imposition of a habitat conservation order
will be a proportionate measure. I also consider that no less
restrictive means are available that would sufficiently serve
the protective purpose of the orders.
Accordingly, I consider that the Bill is compatible with the
right to freedom of movement under section 12 of the Charter.
Privacy
Section 13 of the Charter provides that a person has the right
not to have their privacy, family, home or correspondence
unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with, and not to have their
reputation unlawfully attacked. An interference with privacy
will not be unlawful where it is permitted by a law which is
precise and appropriately circumscribed. Interferences with
privacy will not be arbitrary provided they are reasonable in
the particular circumstances, and just and proportionate to the
legitimate aim sought.
Habitat conservation orders
Section 13(a) protects the right not to have one’s home
unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with. It is possible that the
creation of a habitat conservation order and associated
restriction and conditions may interfere with a person’s home,
where that home is located on land that was subject to such
an order.
As discussed above, the habitat conservation orders serve an
important purpose, and the restrictions imposed by such
orders are proportionate to that objective. Additionally,
review can be sort of the orders. For these reasons, any
interference with privacy caused by the creation and/or
operation of a habitat conservation order would not be
arbitrary. Neither will such an order be unlawful, given that
the provisions are clear and proportionate.
Entry without warrant by authorised officers
Clause 29 of the Bill amends authorised officers’ existing
inspection and evidence gathering powers in section 57. Entry
without consent or a warrant is only permitted for land,
non-residential buildings and vehicles, and the powers of
authorised officers are appropriately restricted to only permit
seizure of any thing (including documents) where it is
necessary to prevent its use in the contravention of the
Principal Act and related instruments or to prevent its
concealment, loss or destruction. Further, entry without
consent or warrant may only occur at a reasonable time and
by reasonable means. Given these protections, and the fact
that there is no power to enter residential buildings, I consider
that the power of entry without warrant in section 57, as
amended by clause 29, does not limit the right to privacy.
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Entry with warrant by authorised officers
Consistent with the current position under the Principal Act, a
warrant must be obtained to enter a building that is occupied
as a residence. Only things named or described in the warrant,
or things that the authorised officer believes on reasonable
grounds are connected to the offence specified in the warrant
or another offence against the Principal Act or regulations,
may be seized. The Bill provides that an authorised officer
may only apply for a search warrant if the authorised officer
believes on reasonable grounds that there is, or may be within
the next 72 hours, on or in the building a particular thing that
may be evidence of the commission of an offence against the
Principal Act or the regulations.
In addition, the Bill inserts new provisions to ensure that a
search warrant for residential premises is executed under
appropriate circumstances. For example, new section 57C
requires announcement prior to entry, unless the authorised
officer or person assisting the officer believes on reasonable
grounds that immediate entry to the building is required to
ensure either the safety of any person, or that the effective
execution of the search warrant is not frustrated.
The entry with warrant power accordingly also does not
arbitrarily or unlawfully interfere with the right to privacy.
Inspection and evidence gathering powers
As well as powers of entry, authorised officers also have the
power to seize any thing (including a document) found at the
land, building or vehicle; examine or take copies of or take
extracts from documents that are seized or produced to the
officer; require samples to be given or take samples of
any thing.
To the extent that any of these items contain personal
information, these powers may result in an interference to
privacy. However, these powers relate to regulating the
Principal Act and protecting flora and fauna. Consequently, it
is unlikely that an item seized would contain personal
information of a kind that a person expects to remain private.
Additionally, the powers can only be exercised where an
authorised officer has lawfully exercised a power of entry
which, as discussed above, are themselves compatible with
the right to privacy. Accordingly, these powers do not limit
the right to privacy.
Publication of enforceable undertakings and agreements with
landowners
Clause 20 will insert new section 42 into the Principal Act,
which provides that the Secretary must ensure that a register
of critical habitat determinations and habitat conservation
orders is kept and maintained, which must include
‘agreements with landowners’.
Clause 37 inserts new Division 3A into Part 6 of the Principal
Act, creating a framework for enforceable undertakings. New
section 62E provides that the Secretary may publicise the
failure of a person to comply with a court order made under
new section 62D in relation to an enforceable undertaking.
New section 62I provides that the Secretary must maintain a
register of enforceable undertakings which must be published
on the Internet.
The publication of certain information on a register, and the
publicising of a person’s failure to comply with a court order,
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engages but does not limit the right to privacy and reputation
under the Charter.
Enforceable undertakings are voluntary. A person who enters
into an undertaking with the Secretary would be aware of the
framework in new Division 3A, including the enforcement
and publication provisions, and so would know that details of
the undertaking will be publicly available and that failure to
comply with a court order may be publicised. Publication of a
failure to comply with a court order may only occur after a
person has failed to comply with the enforceable undertaking,
a subsequent order of the Magistrates’ Court, and written
notice from the Secretary under section 62E (within 14 days
of being given the notice). A landowner who entered into
agreement would also be aware that the agreement would be
published. Public availability promotes transparency and
accountability in relation to enforceable undertakings more
broadly. Additionally, there is unlikely to be an expectation of
privacy regarding the kind of information published by virtue
of the operation of these provisions.
In my opinion, the publication of possibly personal
information by way of the operation of the enforceable
undertaking regime and the creation of a register of critical
habitat determinations and conservation orders do not limit
the right to privacy and reputation as they are neither unlawful
nor arbitrary.
Accordingly, the Bill is compatible with the right to privacy
under section 13 of the Charter.
Right to public life
Section 18(1) of the Charter provides that every person in
Victoria has the right to participate in the conduct of public
affairs.
Clause 9 amends section 8 of the Act which establishes the
Scientific Advisory Committee. New subsection 8(3B)
provides that a majority of members of the Committee must
be scientists who are not employed under Part 3 of the Public
Administration Act 2004. The amendment to section 8 may
operate to restrict some public servants from being members
of the Committee, and thus restrict the ability of such public
servants to participate in public life through participating on
the Committee. However, the restriction serves an important
purpose of ensuring the objectivity of the Committee
members. Additionally, at least 4 of the 9 scientists appointed
to the Committee can be public servants, so the restriction
will not operate to prevent all public servants from possible
appointment to the Committee.
Accordingly, any limitation on the right to public life under
section 18 of the Charter is reasonable and justifiable.
Cultural rights
Section 19 of the Charter provides for the rights of Aboriginal
persons to maintain their distinctive spiritual, material and
economic relationship with the land and waters and other
resources with which they have a connection under traditional
laws and customs.
The Bill maintains and makes amendments to offences in the
Principal Act which prohibit the taking of listed flora and fish
without approval, which on their face may be seen to restrict
the rights of Aboriginal persons to access flora and fauna
which have a connection to traditional laws and customs.
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However, the Bill maintains the existing exemption at
section 6A of the Principal Act that provides that where a
traditional owner group entity has an agreement under Part 6
of the Traditional Owner Settlement Act 2010, any provision
in the Principal Act that provides for an offence for carrying
out an agreed activity (other than section 32) does not apply
to a member of the traditional owner group who is bound by
the agreement, and who is carrying out an agreed activity, to
which that offence would apply, on land to which the
agreement applies.
As outlined in relation to the freedom of movement above,
the Bill provides for the application of critical habitat
determinations and habitat conservation orders over any land
in Victoria, which may restrict or prohibit activities and the
use of property within an area. The offence of failing to
comply with a habitat conservation order (section 32), is not
exempted by section 6A and continues to apply to traditional
owners carrying out agreed activities on land to which an
agreement applies under Part 6 of the Traditional Owner
Settlement Act 2010.
On their face, these powers may be seen to restrict the rights
of Aboriginal persons to access natural resources which have
a connection to traditional laws and customs.
However, the Bill will provide at new section 28 that, prior to
making a habitat conservation order in relation to critical
habitat that is within the area of land subject to an agreement
under Part 6 of the Traditional Owner Settlement Act, the
Minister must not make that order unless the Secretary has
taken all reasonable steps to reach agreement with the
relevant traditional owner group entity on alternative
measures for the conservation, protection or management of
the critical habitat.
Furthermore, clause 6 of the Bill provides for new decision
making principles including the requirement that a decision,
policy, program or process undertaken under the Principal
Act gives proper consideration to the rights and interests of
traditional owners by acknowledging the cultural and spiritual
connections to land, biodiversity and resources through a
relationship with country; by supporting participation in
decision-making; and by facilitating access to biodiversity
and providing opportunities for economic advancement.
Consequently, in applying critical habitat determinations and
habitat conservation orders over land that may potentially
restrict the cultural rights of Aboriginal persons the
decision-maker will be required to give consideration to those
rights and interests.
In my opinion the Act’s offences and application of critical
habitat determinations and habitat conservation orders do not
unjustifiably limit the rights of Aboriginal persons to maintain
their distinctive spiritual, material and economic relationship
with the land and waters and other resources with which they
have a connection under traditional laws and customs.
Accordingly, the Bill is compatible with cultural rights under
section 19 of the Charter.
Property rights
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 requires that powers which authorise the
deprivation of property are conferred by legislation or
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common law, are confined and structured rather than unclear,
are accessible to the public, and are formulated precisely.
Expansion of inspection and evidence gathering powers of
authorised officers
Clause 29 of the Bill amends authorised officers’ existing
inspection and evidence gathering powers under section 57 of
the Principal Act.
These amendments empower an authorised officer to seize any
thing found at the land, non-residential buildings or vehicles
for the purpose of preventing its use in the contravention of the
Principal Act, regulations and specified instruments, or
preventing the concealment, loss or destruction of the thing.
An authorised officer may also take samples of any thing
found at the land, building or vehicle in respect of which the
authorised officer suspects that there has been a contravention
of the Principal Act or specified instrument.
An authorised officer may only exercise these powers when
doing so is necessary to investigate compliance with the
Principal Act or relevant instruments. Further, under new
section 57E, the authorised officer must provide a written
receipt for the item seized and must take reasonable steps to
return the item if the reason for its seizure no longer exists. As
described above in relation to the right to privacy, the Bill
strengthens the framework for obtaining and executing a
search warrant for residential premises to ensure they are
limited to appropriate circumstances. In my view, the powers
of authorised officers are appropriately circumscribed to only
permit seizure of items necessary to investigate compliance
with the Principal Act, ensuring that the important
conservation objectives of the Principal Act are protected.
New section 57I also provides for the disposal or destruction
of seized flora or fauna by order of a court, if the court is
satisfied that the person was not authorised to possess the
flora or fauna, or of any other thing if the owner of the thing
cannot be found.
Habitat conservation orders
As outlined in relation to the freedom of movement above,
habitat conservation orders may prohibit or restrict land use
and development within a critical habitat, proposed critical
habitat, or outside the relevant habitat if the land use or
development is likely to adversely affect the habitat.
To the extent that a habitat conservation order may apply to
private property to limit a person’s property rights, any such
limitation is reasonable and justified as this power is an
appropriate management tool to ensure the protection of
habitats essential to the survival of threatened species.
Additionally, the Bill provides at new section 39 for
compensation to be paid for financial loss suffered as a
natural, direct and reasonable consequence of the making of
the order where the order affects an existing use right under
the Planning and Environment Act 1987 or an authority
granted under another Act.
These provisions do not infringe the right to property because
any deprivation of property that may occur as result of
making a habitat conservation order is clearly provided for by
law and will occur for a legitimate purpose, being to achieve
important conservation objectives.
Accordingly, the Bill is compatible with the right to property
under section 20 of the Charter.
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Right to be presumed innocent
Section 25(1) of the Charter provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence has the right to be presumed innocent
until proved guilty according to law. This right is relevant
where a provision shifts the burden of proof onto an accused
in a criminal proceeding, so that the accused is required to
prove matters to establish, or raise evidence to suggest, that
they are not guilty of an offence.
Evidentiary provisions relating to retention notices
New section 57H, inserted by clause 30 of the Bill, sets out
evidentiary presumptions in relation to retention notices that
apply in any proceedings under the Principal Act. An
authorised officer may, in circumstances specified in new
section 57G, issue a retention notice requiring a person to
keep a thing, and not dispose of or sell it. New section 57H
provides that if a thing specified in such a notice is no longer
in the specified person’s possession, that is evidence that the
person has not complied with the notice. The section further
provides that if a thing is specified in a notice as being in the
possession of a particular person that is evidence that the
thing was in the possession of that person.
In my view, new section 57H will not lessen the burden of
proof placed on the prosecution. The burden of proof remains
on the prosecution to prove that the item subject to the
retention order is no longer in a person’s possession, and that
the retention order has not been complied with.
Accordingly, in my view, new section 57H does not limit the
right to be presumed innocent under section 25(1) of the
Charter.
Offences regarding restricted and protected flora
The Bill will include several new offences in the Act which
contain exceptions. However, since the exceptions to the
offences must be disproved by the prosecution in order for the
relevant offence to be proved, the offences do not place an
evidential onus on a defendant to raise one of the exceptions.
Clause 25 substitutes section 52 of the Principal Act and
inserts new section 52A. Clause 22 substitutes section 47 of
the Principal Act and inserts three new offences. These
offences do not shift the burden of proof since the prosecution
is required to prove all elements of the relevant offences,
which includes proving that the exceptions in these offences
do not apply.
Accordingly, the Bill is compatible with the right to be
presumed innocent under section 25 of the Charter.
Hon. Lily D’Ambrosio, MP
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
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Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
standing orders:
This Bill strengthens and modernises the Flora and Fauna
Guarantee Act 1988, delivering on the Government’s election
commitment to review the Act. The Bill amends the Act to
ensure that it is stronger and can more effectively protect
Victoria’s biodiversity in the face of existing and emerging
threats such as climate change.
Victoria’s natural environment is home to a special and
unique blend of plants and animals. Many species and
ecological communities only occur in this State. However,
despite the best efforts of individuals, the community,
non-government organisations and governments, Victorian
native species continue to face significant pressures that
threaten their survival.
The Andrews Labor Government’s environment election
policy Our Environment, Our Future, committed to review
key biodiversity policies and controls, including the Flora
and Fauna Guarantee Act 1988 and the Native Vegetation
Permitted Clearing Regulations, and to renew Victoria’s
biodiversity strategy. Together these initiatives set a new
direction for the protection and management of Victoria’s
biodiversity.
In 1988, when the Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act was first
enacted, it was considered to be a ‘landmark piece of
conservation legislation — for a flora and fauna guarantee’.
The Act was prepared in recognition by government that
Victoria’s native species were in trouble and declining. The
Act introduced ‘modern, efficient and effective management
systems for the protection of the State’s native species, basic
legal powers and a framework for public participation’ and at
the time it was transformative.
In the 30 years it has been in operation, however, the Act has
not been comprehensively reviewed, and it no longer
provides an efficient and effective framework for protecting
Victorian flora and fauna. The regulatory framework
established by the Act is not transparent or risk-based. It does
not effectively embed consideration of biodiversity across
government, and does not account for the significant
improvements in knowledge about biodiversity management
and protection.
This lack of modern legislative protection for our flora and
fauna is having an impact on biodiversity in our State. The
vulnerability of our flora and fauna is only likely to increase
as climate change affects our environment. It is time for us to
strengthen the legislation we use to protect Victoria’s flora
and fauna. The changes proposed in this Bill respect the
purpose of the original championing Act, but introduce
contemporary practices in biodiversity management,
regulation and government accountability.

Second reading
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) (10:08) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

This Bill sets the direction for biodiversity conservation in
Victoria by modernising the objectives of the Act to recognise
the impacts of climate change on biodiversity and emphasize
prevention and restoration. The Bill reaffirms our
commitment to the guarantee that Victoria’s flora and fauna
survive, flourish and retain their evolutionary potential.
The Bill allows Victoria to adopt the national Common
Assessment Method for the assessment and listing of
threatened species based on international standards.
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The Bill provides for a modern risk-based regulatory
framework by improving the safety net for critical habitats,
which are important for listed species and ecological
communities and the processes that support them. The Act’s
powers to make conservation orders to protect critical habitat
if necessary, are retained and improved.
The Bill also increases the accountability of government in
managing impacts on Victoria’s flora and fauna. The existing
obligation on public authorities to have regard to the
objectives of the Act in delivering their functions has been
strengthened. Ministerial Guidelines and Directions will
provide clarification and support to relevant government
sectors. Agencies will be supported to fulfil their duty through
mechanisms such as Public Authority Management
Agreements which will provide certainty and access to new
permit exemptions.
The Bill proposes to further modernise the Act with the
inclusion of a graduated enforcement framework, including
improved powers for authorised officers and enforceable
undertakings, supported by stronger penalties.
The Government released the Review of the Flora and Fauna
Guarantee Act — Consultation Paper for eight weeks from
30 January to 28 March 2017. The public consultation period
attracted significant community interest. Two hundred and
ten written submissions were received from a broad range of
stakeholders, including industry, local government,
environment groups, public authorities and individuals. This
feedback informed the development of the proposed reforms.
The resulting Bill will give Victoria a modern overarching
framework for biodiversity protection and management in
Victoria as well as strong and effective protection for
Victoria’s native species and important habitats,
complementing other measures such as the state system of
national parks and conservation reserves.
WHAT CHANGES WILL THE BILL MAKE?
Part 1 — Preliminary
I now turn to the specific amendments which the Bill will
make to the existing Parts of the Flora and Fauna Guarantee
Act 1988.
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Key new objectives are to:
prevent indigenous taxa and communities of flora and
fauna from becoming threatened and to recover
threatened taxa and communities so their conservation
status improves;
identify and mitigate the impacts of potentially
threatening processes to address the important
underlying causes of biodiversity decline; and
identify and conserve areas of the State in respect of
which critical habitat determinations are made.
New Section 4A — Principles of the Act
The proposed amendments also introduce a set of principles
to guide the administration of the Act and direct decision
makers to consider certain matters in exercising functions
under the Act. They require that decision makers give proper
consideration to the rights and interests of Traditional
Owners, the potential impacts of climate change, public
participation, supporting collaboration between government,
the community and partner agencies, the precautionary
principle and the best available information in the
management of Victoria’s biodiversity.
New Section 4B — Duty of Public authorities to give proper
consideration to the objectives and instruments made under
the Act.
The Act currently contains an obligation or ‘duty’ on public
authorities to be administered so as to have regard to the flora
and fauna conservation and management objectives
(section 4(2)). A public authority is defined broadly as a body
established for a public purpose by or under any Act. While
broad, this definition is somewhat ambiguous. The Bill
clarifies that it applies to all levels of government, including
an administrative office, government department, municipal
council, public entity and state owned enterprises.
The proposed Bill will provide greater clarity as to what the
duty requires, with a new provision that specifies the relevant
considerations, consistent with the existing objectives as well
as any instruments made under the Act such as the
Biodiversity Strategy, critical habitat determinations, action
statements and management plans.

Section 4 — Objectives of the Act
Currently the Act contains a set of conservation management
objectives. The scope of the objectives is broad: they relate to
all indigenous flora and fauna in Victoria and not merely
threatened species, as well as communities of flora and fauna,
potentially threatening processes, and genetic diversity.
Currently the objectives include terms that are not easily
measurable. This makes an assessment or evaluation of the
effectiveness of the Act difficult. The objectives do not reflect
or provide sufficient emphasis on contemporary conservation
challenges and approaches.
The objectives have been amended so that there is now an
emphasis on prevention and restoration. The primary
objective [section 4(a)] guaranteeing the survival of all
Victoria’s flora and fauna has been retained, although terms
within the objectives have been replaced to make them more
measurable for monitoring and reporting (assessment or
evaluation) of the Act.

The Bill will replace ‘have regard’ with ‘give proper
consideration to’, which is reflected in other similar modern
‘duties’, such as the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006. The Bill aims to clarify the
obligations of a public authority under the duty by pointing to
the relevant considerations in the Act as well as providing a
number of tools to provide guidance and options to support
public authorities to acquit their duty. These include:
Ministerial guidelines which clarify the duty, make it
relevant to particular sectors and define what is
reasonably expected;
public authority management agreements, which clarify
the duty for a particular authority, provide legal certainty
that the biodiversity obligations are understood and
being managed, and which may streamline permit
requirements;
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Minister’s decisions under section 16 will be changed from
newspaper to online.

The overarching principle is that the duty strengthens
government leadership and accountability by encouraging
consideration of biodiversity across government and by
clarifying the existing requirement for public authorities to
have regard to the objectives of the Act.

In order to maintain and ensure government accountability, a
new provision has been created to ensure the Minister must,
after any change to the threatened or processes list, ensure an
up to date consolidated version of the list is published on the
Department’s website as soon as practicable and that the lists
are reviewed at intervals of no longer than 5 years.

Part 2 — Administration

Part 4 — Management processes

Minor amendments have been proposed in the Part 2 of the
Act, which relates to Administration. They include updating
terminology introduced in the objectives and including
references under the functions of the Secretary to the newly
created principles.

Consistent with the State’s Biodiversity Plan, Protecting
Victoria’s Environment — Biodiversity 2037, the Bill allows
for more strategic biodiversity planning and investment that
better addresses the impacts of climate change on
biodiversity. The Bill provides that the existing Biodiversity
Plan will be taken to be the first Biodiversity Strategy.

The membership of the Scientific Advisory Committee has
increased from five members to a minimum of seven and a
maximum of nine members. References to the Conservation
Advisory Committee have been removed. This committee has
not been established for over 20 years.
Part 3 — Listing
The Bill proposes to amend the Act to give effect to the
Intergovernmental Memorandum of Understanding
agreement on a national common assessment method for
listing of threatened species. This Bill does not change the
Act’s current approach to listing threatened communities.
Under the Common Assessment Method, Victoria will
manage a single list of threatened species in threat categories
consistent with the Commonwealth Government and other
States and Territories. Eligibility will be assessed initially on
the basis of extinction risk in Australia. However, eligibility
can be assessed on the basis of risk of extinction in Victoria in
suitable circumstances.

The Bill requires the preparation of a Biodiversity Strategy
which establishes proposals for achieving the objectives of
the Act, targets to measure achievement of the objectives and
a framework for monitoring and evaluating implementation.
The Bill maintains the Act’s requirement to prepare
information about every listed species, community or threat,
in the form of action statements.
The Bill also retains the existing power for the Secretary to
determine that an area is critical habitat. Greater participation
will be provided to landowners affected by determinations,
underpinned by proportionate regulatory protection for these
areas. Critical habitat determinations may:
contain habitat that makes a significant contribution to
the conservation in the State of any species or ecological
communities listed as threatened under the Act, or is in
the process of being listed as threatened under the Act (a
preliminary recommendation must be made by the
Scientific Advisory Committee before it is eligible); or

Improved criteria
It will be a function of the Minister to ensure that the
threatened list is comprehensive and reviewed on a
regular basis.
Provided that the Scientific Advisory Committee has had
input into the process, assessments conducted by other
jurisdictions, in accordance with the common assessment
method, can bypass the need for a preliminary
recommendation and Scientific Advisory Committee can
proceed to make a final recommendation.
The Scientific Advisory Committee will also be able to:
reject a nomination on the basis that reassessment will
not result in a change in listing; and
make a final recommendation to the Minister about a
minor amendment without making a preliminary
recommendation.
The Minister will also be able to make minor amendments to
the list without needing to make a recommendation to the
Governor in Council.
Improved publishing requirements and list maintenance
The advertising requirement for Scientific Advisory
Committee’s preliminary and final recommendations and the

support ecological processes or ecological integrity that
makes a significant contribution to the conservation in
the State of any species or ecological communities listed
as threatened under the Act.
The Bill gives a greater role to the Scientific Advisory
Committee in critical habitat determinations. The Scientific
Advisory Committee may make a recommendation to the
Secretary to make a critical habitat determination. In
preparing a critical habitat determination, the Secretary must
consult the Scientific Advisory Committee. The Secretary
must give reasons to the Scientific Advisory Committee for a
decision to propose — or not propose — to make a critical
habitat determination following a recommendation.
Once a critical habitat determination has been made, the
Secretary must take all reasonable steps to enter into
agreements with affected landowners or public authorities.
The ability to prepare more detailed management plans for
species, communities or potentially threatening processes that
require particular attention will be maintained. A
management plan must set out:
the way in which the objectives are to be implemented
or promoted for the benefit of that species or community
or the management of that threatening process; and
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how the effectiveness of management activities will be
assessed, and
the date by which the management plan is recommended
for review by the Secretary.
The circumstances in which a management plan must be
prepared will be set out in Ministerial guidelines. Notice and
consultation provisions will continue to apply to the making
of management plans.
Part 5 — Conservation and control measures
Under the current Act, critical habitat can be protected by the
making of an Interim Conservation Order. The Bill proposes
that an interim conservation order may have effect beyond the
existing two-year limit, consistent with similar powers in
New South Wales and Western Australia. The proposed new
name for the order — ‘habitat conservation order’ — reflects
this move to longer term management.
The Minister must consider whether to make a habitat
conservation order within 2 years of the making of a critical
habitat determination in relation to critically endangered flora
or fauna, or communities of flora or fauna. The Minister must
not make the order unless it is necessary to:
halt, prevent or repair damage to the critical habitat or
proposed critical habitat; or
manage the critical habitat or proposed critical habitat to
ensure its conservation or protection.
The Minister may suspend a licence, permit or other authority
issued under any other Act that permits the holder of the
licence, permit or authority to act in contravention of a habitat
conservation order.
The order may provide for

The list of protected flora for which authorities must seek a
permit to take during their operations will be reviewed. There
will be the introduction of a new “restriction on use” category,
which identifies flora that are not currently threatened (and
therefore, not listed as threatened), but may be at risk if
commercial or personal use is not sustainably managed.
This focuses the permit regime on higher risk activities such
as commercial harvesting and threatened species.
A new exemption is proposed for public authorities acting in
accordance with a public authority management agreement
under the Act. This can bring a public authority’s biodiversity
obligations under the Act (including its duty) into one
instrument, removing the need for individual approvals and
significantly reducing regulatory burden, provided equivalent
or improved ecological outcomes are achieved.
The Bill maintains the Act’s exemption for taking protected
flora from private land, for non-commercial purposes, and
will define private land to exclude land owned by or vested in
a public authority (consistent with the existing protected flora
order of the Governor-in-Council).
Part 6 — General
The current Act has been challenging to enforce. It lacks a
range of enforcement tools that enable a tiered response based
on the severity of the offence. The enforcement provisions,
powers of authorised officers and penalties are out of date and
do not match related legislation in Victoria and interstate.
The Bill strengthens penalties so the Act provides an
effective deterrent to breaches and is brought in line with
other legislation in Victoria and interstate. The penalty for a
number of offences will increase from a maximum of
50 penalty units to 240 penalty units, in line with related
legislation such as the Wildlife Act 1975. Higher penalties
will apply for body corporates.

the conservation, protection or management of flora,
fauna, land or water within an area of critical habitat or
proposed critical habitat;

The Bill strengthens the powers of authorised officers and
introduces an enforceable undertaking regime.

the prohibition of any activity, land use or
development; or

These amendments aim to bring the Act in line with other
legislation in Victoria and with best practice enforcement
frameworks. They will provide an effective deterrent to
breaches of the Act.

a requirement for any person proposing to undertake any
activity, land use or development within the critical
habitat to obtain a permit from the Minister.
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Conclusion

Compensation will be available to a person who has an
existing right under the Planning and Environment Act 1987
or an authority under another Act, and who is affected by a
habitat conservation order, or a person with a licence, permit
or other authority which has been suspended by the Minister.
A person who has been affected by an order may also appeal
to the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal for review.

In summary, this Bill marks a step change in the protection
and management of Victoria’s biodiversity. It streamlines
conservation management processes, will increase support for
on-ground conservation activities and gives greater protection
to critical habitat. It establishes a modern framework for
biodiversity protection and management in Victoria and
strong and effective protection for Victoria’s native species
and important habitats, now and into the future.

Consultation and notice provisions will continue to apply to
the making of orders.

I commend the Bill to the house.

Listed species and members of ecological communities will
continue to be protected under the Act and harm prohibited
without approval. Strict liability offences have been created to
enable enforcement using infringement notices in future.
The regulation of common, non-listed flora will be focussed
on higher risk activities such as commercial harvesting, and
the overlap with vegetation clearing controls will be removed.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr WAKELING
(Ferntree Gully).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 7 June.
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NATIONAL REDRESS SCHEME FOR
INSTITUTIONAL CHILD SEXUAL ABUSE
(COMMONWEALTH POWERS) BILL 2018
Second reading
Debate resumed from 23 May; motion of
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General).
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) (10:09) — I rise to
speak on the National Redress Scheme for Institutional
Child Sexual Abuse (Commonwealth Powers) Bill
2018. As previous speakers have said, this is a bill that
provides a mechanism for Victoria to become part of
the national redress scheme, which is designed of
course to support and compensate those who were
subject to sexual abuse as children. Many survivors and
their families have been waiting a hell of a long time for
this to happen. In my electorate of Frankston two of my
constituents, Brian and Valda, have kept in very close
contact with my office in regard to this issue. They are
survivors who through ups and downs have been there
time and time again to answer my questions and have
pushed this issue to make sure that justice is done.
The Family and Community Development Committee,
which I now chair, originally inquired into this issue
and produced the Betrayal of Trust report. I would just
like to acknowledge the members who were on that
committee at the time. The member who was chair at
the time was Georgie Crozier, a member for Southern
Metropolitan Region in the other place, and other
members included the members for Broadmeadows and
Ferntree Gully.
Following that report a number of things were taken
very, very seriously, and acted on very, very quickly.
Yesterday we heard from the member for Thomastown,
who was also a member of the committee and involved
in that report. She spoke about how the government
confirmed prior to the election that it would commit to
all of the findings and the recommendations in the
Betrayal of Trust report, which is just so important
going forward.
It was back on 12 November 2012 that then Prime
Minister, Julia Gillard, announced that she would be
recommending to the Governor-General the creation of
a royal commission. That recommendation was
celebrated by many, many people. The commission
was established in January 2013. I will quickly refer to
some statistics about that inquiry. It ran over five years
and held 444 days of public hearings. It delivered its
staggering 17-volume final report on 15 December
2017. It heard evidence in respect of more than

Thursday, 24 May 2018

3400 institutions, including educational institutions,
religious groups, sporting groups, state institutions and
youth organisations, and heard from almost
8000 witnesses in private sessions. It heard that abusers
had been shuffled around and moved from place to
place to prevent crimes being reported. It revealed that
adults failed to try to stop further acts of child abuse
and shamefully turned a blind eye. It found that
63.6 per cent of survivors were male and that most
survivors, 93.8 per cent of them, were abused by a
male. Victims were, on average, just 10 years old when
they were abused. We know that the suicide rates in this
group are just astronomical.
The royal commission released its Redress and Civil
Litigation Report in November 2015. It found that our
current civil litigation systems and past and current
redress processes have not provided justice for many
survivors, if any. Importantly, and significant obviously
for today, it recommended a single national redress
scheme for survivors of institutional child sexual abuse,
designed to be a simple, accessible way for survivors to
access compensation.
I would like to acknowledge all of the witnesses I have
spoken of and all of the people who were strong enough
to come forward, but I also recognise the people who
are still suffering in silence and who need to come
forward. This certainly does open the door for those
people to have the confidence that they will be listened
to and will actually be believed, whereas formerly they
were not, to our nation’s shame.
One of the major things found during the Victorian
inquiry was that it is not so much about compensation as
it is about compassion, justice and also people’s concern
for the future and making sure that this does not happen
to anyone else — their children, their grandchildren or
people in their neighbourhoods. That I think is quite
humbling. Most of these people were quite modest too,
from my reading. Most of the people who came to speak
at the Victorian inquiry hearings felt that they had just
not been listened to initially, that a blind eye was being
turned and that it was very institutionalised. But they
were very concerned about the future and that this
should never happen to anybody else.
The Labor government was elected in 2014 and quickly
adopted these recommendations, as I said a couple of
minutes ago. The bill before us today is one of the final
parts of this suite of recommendations that were made
by the inquiry to be implemented by government. It
connects to some of the categories of the Betrayal of
Trust report as well.
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Something that has been very strongly put forward by
people that I have spoken to in regard to this issue is the
issue of property trusts of churches and so on and the
inability to sue a church because of the way it structures
its finances. I must say personally it is quite a relief to
have legislation drafted that requires an entity to
nominate a person or a legal entity that can be sued. I
recently had someone visit my office who was quite
angry about this part of the legislation. We had a
40-minute conversation that had some peaks and
troughs, I guess you would say, and I think as that
person left my office they understood that this is not
about religion. This is not about religion at all. This is
about ensuring that the right thing is done and justice is
done for people who have been wronged. What this bill
actually does is pave the way for people not to have
such legalistic barriers, I guess you would call them,
preventing them from being able to sue organisations
that harmed them. While originally there was talk about
property trusts and how you dismantle them, I think the
Department of Justice and Regulation has found an
innovative way to ensure that these companies
nominate a legal entity and therefore can be sued and
made responsible for the harm that was caused.
Most importantly, I think as part of this redress program
survivors will be eligible for access to counselling and
psychosocial services, which is a huge gain. As part of
the scheme the royal commission has recommended
that applications will need to be verified of course. I
note that this will generally be by way of a statutory
declaration and will generally not require any other
supporting documentation, which is an issue that has
been brought up many, many times in the past. How do
you ask someone to prove that they were sexually
assaulted? It is a huge question. It is a huge onus on
people who are going through massive turmoil. Often
these issues raise their heads later on in life — for men,
we do know that — and they are expected to find
evidence of something that happened 40 years ago
when they were actually 10 or under in an institution
that did not keep records at the time. So it is good that
this will be by way of a statutory declaration. I think it
is just so important that these people have access to
counselling without having to provide evidence that just
is not there. It is a critical part of this legislation.
The average payout for survivors is expected to be
around $76 000, which is actually $11 000 more than
the average recommended by the royal commission. I
note that section 49 of the bill states clearly that a
redress payment is a payment of compensation under
the scheme and nothing prevents a liability insurance
contract from treating a redress payment as a payment
of compensation or damages. Just as importantly, these
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payments will not be subject to income tax, nor will
they be treated as income for the purpose of assessing
social security entitlements or other benefits. Survivors
will have access to independent legal advice before
accepting any offer, and that is obviously so important.
This scheme will finally provide recognition, apologies,
justice and compassion to so many people who as mere
children were abused in institutional care under
someone else’s duty of care. They were ignored and not
believed for many years, and when they did try to speak
up and tell what they had endured, the crisis they had
been through and the consequences of that abuse for
them — in some cases for decades — they just were
not listened to. In some cases they were called liars.
This bill goes a long way to addressing those issues. I
commend this bill to the house.
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) (10:19) — I too rise to
support the National Redress Scheme for Institutional
Child Sexual Abuse (Commonwealth Powers)
Bill 2018. In doing so I want to acknowledge, as others
have, the work that was done leading up to the Betrayal
of Trust report that was delivered in this Parliament. I
sat here and listened to the contributions of those
members who actually participated in that inquiry. We
heard heart-wrenching stories from those who sat
through hours and hours of submissions, listening to the
people who spoke, some for the very first time, about
the horrors that they had experienced at the hands of the
people that they should have been able to trust. I think it
affected all of us sitting in the chamber at the time. All
of us believe the recommendations that came from that
report and the subsequent Royal Commission into
Institutional Responses to Child Sexual Abuse that was
instigated by Julia Gillard was in fact necessary and
important, and that we should adhere to those
recommendations and implement them.
So before us now we have a bill that talks about the
need for redress. The truth is that it was not bad enough
to have the crime of child abuse committed, but the
cover-up of it made it even worse. So what we had
were not only victims of crimes, but that that was
compounded by the fact that they were never seen as
victims. They were never allowed to be victims. They
never got the support that they needed to be able to
recover as victims. That is the tragedy of all of this, and
that is why institutions now have to face up to their
responsibility to redress what they did not deal with at
the time. We think of the thousands of people who
suffered at the hands of those that they trusted across
the board, and how it could have been a different story
if it had been dealt with at the time. It is so important
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that we pass this legislation, together with the other
states, to enable this redress scheme to be put in place.
I have within my electorate many members of the
Jewish community. Although I am not part of that
community, I am well aware that Adass Israel Jewish
girls school had a principal, Malka Leifer, who is still
avoiding prosecution at the moment but who,
hopefully, will be back in Australia to face the courts on
74 child sexual abuse charges. This is the point that I
am trying to make. We cannot cover this up. We need
to expose it and to deal with it. We need to deal with
the perpetrators. We need to support the victims, and
we need to do that openly. We need to confront this
issue, and we cannot confront it until we deal with
those who have already been the victims.
Recommendation 28.1 of the Betrayal of Trust report
proposed the establishment of an alternative mechanism
to civil litigation to provide redress for survivors of
institutional child abuse. This was backed up by the
royal commission, which also called for a redress
scheme for survivors of institutional child sexual abuse,
and it was a key recommendation of the royal
commission that this be implemented. So we see before
us in the Parliament today the outcome of both the
Betrayal of Trust report and the royal commission. On
9 March 2018 the Premier announced the Victorian
government’s intention to opt into the scheme,
alongside the Premier of New South Wales.
Subsequently Queensland, the ACT and the Northern
Territory have also announced they will opt into the
scheme, and I hope that other states will follow.
I think all of us are a little ashamed of the fact that we
have allowed this matter to drag on for so long and not
deal with it. It is important that as a government we deal
with it too. From the Victorian government’s position,
we will ensure that all institutions controlled by the
Victorian government will be covered by this scheme.
But the call does go out to the churches, the private
institutions and organisations to join the scheme as well,
because they can join this scheme and they can face up
to the fact that they have allowed this to go on for far too
long. They have covered it up for far too long, and they
have made the victims suffer for far too long.
We know that the redress scheme allows for a payment
of up to $150 000 to a victim, but it also talks about
counselling and the support that is needed by victims.
We need to be cognisant of the fact that no amount of
money is ever going to give them back what they lost as
a result of that abuse, but we can go a long way towards
showing them the respect and the support that was not
shown to them at the time of the abuse. I think it is
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beholden on not just governments to do it but most
certainly on every single institution where there was
one victim, let alone hundreds and in some cases
thousands of victims, to take the responsibility to now
face up to the fact that they did not deal with this issue
when they should have dealt with it — at the time the
abuse occurred. Priests were moved around to other
schools or parishes where they could continue their
practices. In the Scouts, as we have heard, in Jewish
religious institutions — in all of our institutions —
there are victims of child sexual abuse which would
never, ever had occurred if only the institutions had
dealt with it earlier.
How evil are these perpetrators, who are in positions of
so much trust. If you are a Catholic family who follows
that faith and believes in your priest, to then not be able
to trust them is just absolutely outrageous, but to have
them abuse the most important base of family life —
your children — is beyond that. I have no words. For
that to occur in a scouting group, a Jewish group, a
Muslim group or any organisation is just outrageous.
We do know that the perpetrators played on the fact
that they were trusted; they played on the fact that if the
child said anything to the parents, they would not be
believed; they played on the fact that they could do it to
any number of children and that they would go
unpunished while those children would continue to pay
the price for years and decades.
To those who had the courage to appear before the
parliamentary Family and Community Development
Committee, to contribute to the Betrayal of Trust report,
for those who had the courage to go to the royal
commission and air their stories, we owe them this —
we owe them a lot more than this. For me anything that
we can do to support these victims and anything we can
do as a Parliament to make sure that it never happens
again — unfortunately it probably will — and that the
most vulnerable in our community are the most
protected, we should undertake to do.
I am pleased that this government signed up to the
redress scheme as soon as was possible, and I applaud
our Labor government and the Premier for ensuring that
we put into place the support mechanisms and the
legislation to protect child victims of sexual abuse and
to recognise the pain, suffering and anguish that was
caused to a number of our young people who are still
suffering the consequences now. I commend the bill to
the house.
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) (10:29) — I rise
to speak on the National Redress Scheme for
Institutional Child Sexual Abuse (Commonwealth
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Powers) Bill 2018. Like members before me, as a
member of Parliament I find it harrowing to go through
some of the accounts and evidence that have been given
and the recommendations for reforms that need to be
undertaken to ensure that what should be one basic
pillar of every society — the protection of others and
particularly the protection of children — is maintained
in our system.
This bill follows a long line of reforms which really
stem from the Betrayal of Trust report, which was
tabled in November 2013, but were then underpinned
by the commonwealth Royal Commission into
Institutional Responses to Child Sexual Abuse. As a
former staff member for a former Attorney-General,
Mark Dreyfus, I remember the initial stages of the work
to construct the parameters for that vital royal
commission. I remember a substantial event in the hall
of Parliament House in Canberra where we
acknowledged that royal commission coming online.
So many survivors and their families attended —
people from across the country who had participated in
it and had an interest in seeing this royal commission
get underway.
Some of the stats and the findings were truly
astonishing. It is worth taking into account the more
than 8000 personal stories of survivors that were told in
private sessions. We owe a great debt of gratitude to
each and every one of those people who had the
courage to share their harrowing stories to try to assist
in the royal commission’s work to underpin those
future recommendations, to underpin systemic and vital
change, because as a system, whether it was the
institutions themselves or the law and legislation that
operated at the time, we failed those people — we
failed to protect them. Their evidence has contributed to
hopefully ensuring that we can mitigate these heinous
acts and prevent them from happening on such a wide
scale in the future. As we do with all of these reforms,
recommendations and pieces of legislation, we pay
tribute to them and thank them for their courage in
stepping forward.
There were also 1000 written accounts by survivors,
57 public hearings and 35 policy round tables,
59 research papers and 45 case study reports — a
substantial amount of work that was years in the
making. Just like the Betrayal of Trust report work that
was done by members who still serve in this
Parliament, who faced those hearings and the evidence
that was submitted, there has been a lot of work to get
to this point.

1613

This bill covers three broader areas that we have focused
on regarding criminal law reform, the creation of child
safe organisations and civil law reforms. The previous
government started the work in the criminal law reform
area particularly around grooming offences,
failure-to-disclose offences and the failure-to-protect
offence, so those powers are now in operation. Then
also there have been recent reforms in creating child
safe organisations, and the Victorian government has
done work in that space to improve those standards and
to make sure that child safety is at the forefront. The
protection of children should be a basic, fundamental
premise of any society or any community, and that
should be at the forefront for organisations. It is a bit
hard to comprehend that that needs to be put forward as
a practice or that it should be a best practice standard. It
is harrowing that that is even a thing. That should
always be the focus; it should always be the protection
of children, in any organisation, but those standards
make it ironclad, and organisations will really be
measured on how they are implementing them and how
they are supporting children in a range of areas.
Then we come to some of the civil law reforms that
have been implemented recently. The Wrongs
Amendment (Organisational Child Abuse) Act 2017
came into effect on 1 July 2017. That act creates a duty
of care that will allow an organisation to be held liable
for negligence for organisational child abuse, unless the
organisation can prove it has taken reasonable
precautions. Again this really drills down and focuses
on making sure organisations are doing everything in
their power to protect children and to ensure that they
are accountable — accountable where there are wrongs
committed — and that we are doing all that we can
from a legislative perspective to protect children. There
is also a very important recent reform which was passed
earlier in this Parliament, the Limitation of Actions
Amendment (Child Abuse) Act 2015. That ensures
organisations are not getting away from being held to
account simply through limitations on the timing of
offences, and that whether they are retrospective or
prospective, people will be held to account. We know
that sometimes for survivors to come forward and detail
some of the wrongs that have been committed can take
many years, given the trauma they have suffered. So
removing that limitation is very important, and that was
an earlier piece of work that went to the heart of
delivering on those recommendations and reforming
our whole system.
The redress scheme basically allows the Department of
Human Services at the commonwealth level to provide
assistance. Obviously through our constitutional system
that requires a Victorian act to be passed, but I note that
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the Victorian Premier and the New South Wales
Premier did not hesitate in signing up to that redress
scheme, committing Victoria straightaway to ensuring
that there was no doubt, that there was no added
anguish for survivors and that they knew their state
would be signing up. We need to get this happening.
We need to give people certainty. The redress scheme
itself is only a small part, but it goes to acknowledging
the wrongs. The member for Footscray summed it up
when she said people for decades were questioned,
challenged, had to try to prove themselves and were not
believed. We must always believe the survivors and
look at how we can support them, rather than have
them go through years of anguish and trying to prove
the wrongs that have been committed and the systemic
issues. Years were lost during which further actions
could have been prevented from taking place.
This redress, this financial support, will not heal those
wounds. It will not. But it is an apology to those
survivors and an acknowledgement that we understand
the trauma they have gone through, and this goes in
some small part to trying to assist them with the life that
they will now carry on and hopefully will go towards
some sort of support if there is any further assistance or
support that they need, which is so very critical. There
is still a lot of work to be done in this space. The
recommendation is that auditing will go on in the years
to come of how we are tracking with the
recommendations that have been implemented through
legislative reform and then how we as a system, as
institutions and as government, ensure that very
fundamental thing of protecting children.
I think for the people in this place with kids, with nieces,
nephews, brothers and sisters, it makes you shudder to
the core to think of the grief, the guilt of the parents and
the children who suffered and what they go through
each and every day. We can never understand that
burden they live with, but we can show empathy and
understanding, and hopefully some of this work, the
redress scheme powers and the work that has been done
by the royal commission will go some way towards
helping those families. There is as well the toll of those
people who have been lost along the journey through
mental ill health and the suffering that has gone on. We
acknowledge those that have not been able to access
this scheme.
I have got a constituent who is quite ill. She has got a
number of health complications, and she said to me,
‘Tim, just make sure this happens. Get it done, with no
hesitation, no delay. We’ve been waiting for years.
Now is the time to act and now is the time to get this
done’. To those constituents, I hope that we get this
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done as soon as possible, pass this through the upper
house as quickly as can be and that the federal
Department of Human Services gets on with
implementing this assistance and supporting these
families who have gone through so much turmoil and
so much suffering. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr EREN (Minister for Tourism and Major Events)
(10:39) — I too would like to make a contribution on
this bill, the National Redress Scheme for Institutional
Child Sexual Abuse (Commonwealth Powers) Bill
2018. Unfortunately we have these bills come through
this place from time to time that we wish did not have
to come through. Of course child abuse is one of those
things that should not exist in our society, but the fact is
it is not a perfect world and there are some bad people
out there. We need to have these bills before us to make
sure that we protect those people that need protection
the most.
For parents and for children who have been victims of
abuse over time, this is an appalling thing that has
happened to them and indeed to their whole family.
Victoria is a great place to live, work and raise a family;
of course we have had many accolades in relation to the
titles we hold, including the sporting capital of
Australia and the major events capital of Australia; our
population is growing more rapidly than anywhere else;
and of course you want to have a lifestyle that is a good
lifestyle. But the matters that pertain to this bill
highlight some of the cancers in our society that are
unfortunately out there. As a government we must do
all that we can to ensure that our children, who are the
most precious of all, are protected.
Those who have been the victims of such hideous
crimes need to have recourse and need to have closure,
and the bill before us today assists in that with the
commonwealth powers. We are well and truly on the
way, with many states already having signed up to the
scheme, and we are proud, obviously, to sign up to this
agreement.
The bill before the Parliament, on the National Redress
Scheme for Institutional Child Sexual Abuse, will
enable some Victorians to participate in the national
redress scheme. We need to make that available, and of
course we would like to see a lot more people sign up to
this redress scheme. If it is genuinely going to be for the
purpose of helping those victims in some way, shape or
form, then we need all those organisations to sign up so
that we can get to the bottom of it, and hopefully one
day, in a perfect world, we will not have any child
sexual abuse occur in our state or indeed our nation.
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These bills that come before the house from time to
time are obviously necessary, and you wish that we did
not have to have these sorts of bills, but we do need
these bills to protect our communities and ensure they
have recourse to justice at the end of the day, for them
to seek some justice through this process. Governments
cannot erase the harm caused by institutional child
sexual abuse, but it is our hope that signing up to a
national redress scheme will give survivors the
recognition that they obviously deserve.
The legislation will enable redress to be provided to
survivors of institutional child sexual abuse that
occurred in state-based government and
non-government institutions. The commonwealth does
not have the power to legislate for a scheme that
applies to the states and state-based institutions. A state
referral of powers is needed for a national scheme to
apply to Victoria and Victorian institutions. This
referral bill will enable Victoria to participate in the
national redress scheme. It refers powers to the
commonwealth to the extent necessary for Victorian
state-based and non-government institutions to
participate in the scheme.
As I understand it New South Wales introduced referral
of powers legislation to its Parliament on 1 May. That
bill refers powers to the commonwealth to pass the
national redress scheme bill, and that was introduced to
the commonwealth Parliament on 10 May. The
Victorian bill also refers powers to enable amendments
to the national bill with the agreement of all
participating jurisdictions and in accordance with the
provisions of the intergovernmental agreement on the
National Redress Scheme for Institutional Child Sexual
Abuse, which Victoria has signed.
All institutions controlled by the Victorian government
will be covered by the scheme, and the referral bill
paves the way for churches, charities and other
non-government organisations operating in Victoria to
participate in the scheme. Our government, the
Andrews Labor government, has urged
non-government institutions to promptly opt in to the
scheme, and I think that is the appropriate thing to do in
the interests of survivors who have waited far too long
for justice to occur. Even if no institutions opt in by the
commencement date of 1 July, the scheme will begin
on that day in relation to state institutions, which is
totally appropriate.
The scheme will run for 10 years and eligible survivors
will be eligible for monetary payments up to $150 000,
access to counselling and psychosocial services and a
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direct personal response, such as an apology from the
responsible institution or institutions.
I think it is important that we put on the Hansard record
that applications for redress by survivors will be
assessed by independent decision-makers on a
case-by-case basis and guided by an assessment
framework. Survivors will be able to access
independent legal advice, which will be funded under
the scheme, before accepting any offer of redress and
signing a deed of release.
The commonwealth Department of Social Services
will be the operator of the scheme. The scheme is due
to commence on 1 July 2018, subject to the passage of
this legislation. I assume that it will pass speedily, not
only through this place but in the other place as well,
so that survivors can get on with their lives and seek
some redress.
The Andrews Labor government has also led the way in
helping survivors of institutional child sexual abuse by
creating new laws to quash an unfair legal loophole that
prevented survivors from suing some organisations for
their abuse. We abolished the time limits for civil
claims so that lawsuits can be lodged regardless of how
long ago the abuse occurred. We also introduced an
Australian-first duty of care for organisations exercising
care supervision for authority over children.
Of course there will be other speakers after me and
there have been speakers before me, but I think
everybody collectively in this house is appalled by the
actions that have occurred to these victims. We hope
that one day we will have a society where these hideous
crimes do not occur and where our children are safe,
but until then we need legislation such as this. This bill
will go a long way to redressing some of those
injustices that have occurred to children over time.
Hopefully they will have some closure as a result of this
bill and any future bills that seek further refinements to
the redress scheme that will benefit people who have
been victims of these hideous crimes. I commend the
bill to the house.
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) (10:47) — I am pleased
to follow the member for Lara and Minister for
Tourism and Major Events in speaking on the National
Redress Scheme for Institutional Child Sexual Abuse
(Commonwealth Powers) Bill 2018. In particular, as
has been noted by several members, the commonwealth
does not have the power to legislate for a scheme that
applies to the states and state-based institutions, so a
state referral of powers is needed for the national
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scheme to apply to Victorians and Victorian
institutions.
I will just go to some of the key aspects of the bill that
have been outlined by several members. In March this
year the government committed to join the national
redress scheme. It is a very significant moment, not
only for the victims but also for holding many of our
institutions accountable for past practices and the
responsibilities they have to participate in and also to
meet their obligations to the community.
Other states that have opted in to the scheme also need
to refer their powers to the commonwealth, and that is
particularly what we are seeking to do in relation to this
bill. We know that the bill includes a reference to refer
powers to the commonwealth Parliament to enable it to
enact legislation to establish the national redress
scheme. Also, the commonwealth legislation will
establish the national redress scheme that is attached to
the bill. We know also that the New South Wales
government introduced legislation to refer powers to
the commonwealth so that New South Wales
government and non-government institutions can
participate in that redress scheme.
Some of the other aspects that are important to pick up
on are why the scheme only covers historical abuse and
not the abuse which will happen after 1 July 2018. The
Royal Commission into Institutional Responses to
Sexual Child Abuse found that attempting to prescribe
a detailed redress scheme to apply to future abuse
potentially stretches decades into the future and was not
warranted or appropriate. It also found that addressing
the impact of future abuse could be done through civil
litigation reforms.
We should note as well that the Victorian government
has already responded to a number of the royal
commission civil litigation recommendations. These
include addressing some of the common guiding
principles for child sexual abuse claims made against
Victorian government agencies to make litigation a
less traumatic experience for victims and ensuring a
compassionate and consistent approach. These are
some of the key issues that we have been trying to deal
with to lessen the burden on victims and the processes
through which they need to engage to seek justice and
redress. That is one of the key aspects out of the royal
commission and the actions of the Victorian
Parliament in the way we are seeking to deal with
several of these matters.
Can I also just pick up on other aspects and initiatives
that the government has taken to help survivors of
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institutional child sexual abuse. In particular we have
seen new laws to quash an unfair legal loophole that
prevented survivors from suing some organisations for
their abuse. Our Parliament has also abolished time
limits for civil claims so that lawsuits can be lodged
regardless of how long ago the abuse occurred. We also
introduced an Australian-first duty of care for
organisations exercising care, supervision or authority
over children. This goes back to the trust that has been
placed on significant institutions and organisations over
many decades and how we can now ensure that there is
not only accountability placed on those institutions and
organisations but also care and support in our legal
frameworks to emotionally and financially support
those victims of abuse.
In November 2016 the commonwealth government
announced it would establish the national redress
scheme for victims of institutional child sexual abuse.
In March this year the Premier announced that the
government would opt in to the scheme alongside the
New South Wales Premier. That was a very significant
moment. As anyone who has been engaged and
involved in negotiations among jurisdictions would
understand, what is also critical and important is the
leadership that needs to be shown from the bigger states
like Victoria and New South Wales. It sets the tone and
promotes accountability for many of the other states in
the way in which our federal system is required to
operate. It was particularly significant for Victoria and
New South Wales to join as one and opt in to the
scheme. It certainly puts pressure on and sets the tone
of the expectations we have of other states. What we
have subsequently seen is Queensland, the ACT and the
Northern Territory have also announced that they are
locked into the scheme. We await further details from
the other jurisdictions.
A couple of the other key aspects that I did want to pick
up on include the Betrayal of Trust report that resulted
from the bipartisan parliamentary inquiry set up by the
previous government back in April 2012. I was a
member of that previous Parliament. Some very
significant work was also done with regard to adoption
by a member of the former government and now a
member for Eastern Metropolitan Region in the other
place, Ms Wooldridge. Her work was very significant. I
pick up again the work of the Betrayal of Trust
parliamentary committee which resulted in some very
significant, long-term changes to institutional
arrangements being introduced into legislation. These
have been very significant and this Parliament now has
the opportunity to pick up on some of that work.
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The leadership and work of my colleagues the members
for Thomastown and Broadmeadows and our
parliamentary colleagues across this chamber and in the
Legislative Council have been significant. I also refer to
the commitments made in October 2014 to implement
the recommendations of the Betrayal of Trust report,
recommendation 28.1 in particular, which states:
That the Victorian government review the functions of the
Victims of Crime Assistance Tribunal … to consider its
capacity to administer a specific scheme for victims of
criminal child abuse …

Victoria’s participation in that national redress scheme
will acquit the recommendations of the Betrayal of Trust
inquiry. That work was not only significant in bringing
about this leadership and changes to the legislation that
we are talking about today, but I think we also need to
thank and acknowledge the victims and their families
who were again asked to speak publicly. A lot of those
hearings were also held in camera. These people were
asked to provide their stories again not because they
were in a court or because they were seeking redress but
because we as legislators needed to hear those stories in
order to act on their concerns. We thank them for what
was a painful but also very necessary part of the process
that we all needed to understand in order to legislate in
an appropriate way to support them. I am sure it does
not get any easier for those victims to have to confront
their past. For them to detail and explain it so
articulately and with such passion was absolutely critical
to the work of that Betrayal of Trust committee and also
the effect on members in understanding and having
empathy with the challenges and the difficulties that
people have faced.
This bill comes about as a result of the
recommendations of the royal commission in its
Redress and Civil Litigation Report released in 2015,
which recommended a single national redress scheme.
The data from the royal commission showed that sexual
abuse of children occurred in over 4000 institutions
across the country, indicating the importance and
breadth of a national scheme. By opting into the
national redress scheme Victoria obviously meets those
recommendations from the commission that we need
one single national scheme.
Our role is not just about making it easier for our
federal system to operate. We still have to be
accountable and make sure that our citizens feel that
that redress scheme meets their needs, that we are not
just drawing up a redress scheme that provides the
commonwealth with the capacity and power to
administer the scheme. I certainly will give a
commitment, as I am sure our Parliament does, that as
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Victorian legislators we will hold the scheme and the
operators of that scheme to account to make sure that it
meets the needs, the goals, the commitments and the
expectations of victims and their families.
That is no different to a range of other national
schemes, whether it be the national disability insurance
scheme or other national schemes. We need to make
sure that we are meeting the needs of our citizens in
Victoria. This is the right approach. This is a bipartisan
piece of work. It has got all the hallmarks of what has
been explained to us by victims about their needs and
desires. We are working together to see that done. Over
the years what we need to be ensuring is that we are
assessing that work, that we are getting feedback from
victims and their families and that we are clear in
understanding that the scheme meets their needs and
continues to provide the ongoing support for victims
that has been so sadly lacking in the past. I commend
the bill to the house.
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) (10:57) — I am pleased
to rise today to speak on the National Redress Scheme
for Institutional Child Sexual Abuse (Commonwealth
Powers) Bill 2018. I commence by commending
former Prime Minister Julia Gillard for establishing the
royal commission. We have all been appalled by the
litany of accounts of neglect, humiliation, deprivation
and emotional, physical and sexual abuse that so many
people experienced while they were children in
institutional care. In Victoria this Parliament’s inquiry,
which was announced in April 2012, and its subsequent
Betrayal of Trust report similarly heard terrible stories
of abuse and neglect, and in part it was this
Parliament’s work that led to the establishment of the
national royal commission.
I think it is now acknowledged by all that these
inquiries have been essential and have exposed
systemic failures in religious institutions across many
faiths and in other community organisations that work
closely with children, including the YMCA and the
scouting movement. It is worth reflecting that at the
time of the establishment of the royal commission there
was much conservative opposition to those inquiries,
and from the Murdoch press in particular. Indeed Paul
Kelly, a well-known commentator from the Australian,
had this to say back in 2012:
The dismal, populous and doomed quality of Australian
governance has been on display this week with Julia Gillard
announcing an in-principle royal commission into child
sexual abuse, a panicked Tony Abbott falling into line and an
ignorant media offering cheer upon cheer.
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Andrew Bolt, another well-known commentator, called
it ‘The great anti-Catholic witch-hunt’, whereas Gerard
Henderson likened it to a Catholic inquisition.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Mr T. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, I seek
your guidance with regard to the Minister for Education
yesterday misleading this house. Yesterday he said that
‘the accessible building program application, submitted
by Cobden Technical School on behalf of Joe, was not
rejected’, yet a letter received by the member for
Polwarth from the school council president, Jody
Watson, says that Mr Peter Clements from the
minister’s department said, ‘You will not receive any
funding this financial year’. I simply seek your
guidance, Speaker, about what the minister said
yesterday, which was clearly inaccurate and misled
this house.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, in his
point of order the member for Kew referred to his claim
of misleading the house. The member for Kew knows
full well that this is not the way in which you raise
these matters. They need to be raised by way of
substantive motion. And can I suggest that we would be
delighted to have a debate about our investment in
education as opposed to the approach that those
opposite take in cutting funding.
Mr Clark — On the point of order, Speaker, the
Leader of the House is not correct in what she has
submitted about the procedures of this house. It is fully
in order for you to advise the Minister for Education
that if he has misled the house it is open to him and
indeed it is his duty to make a personal explanation to
the house about his inaccuracy. Certainly if he has
deliberately misled the house it is open to a member to
submit to you that the matter should be referred to the
Privileges Committee. That remains an opportunity, but
even if his misleading is inadvertent, he has misled the
house and the community, and he should be making a
personal explanation to the house and you should
advise him accordingly.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! It is not the Chair’s role
to order members to make personal explanations.
Members are accountable to the house for the
comments they make. Are there any questions?
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Supervised injecting facility
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) (11:03) — My
question is to the Premier. Premier, the government is
allowing users to inject ice and methamphetamines at
North Richmond Community Health Centre, the same
centre where Minister Mikakos recently confirmed that
young children’s playgroups will continue to operate —
astoundingly — from the same building. Richmond
West Primary School is just 10 metres away. Now we
find that there will also be children in the same building
for dietary consultation, children there for occupational
therapy and children there for speech pathology. Kings
Cross has no children’s services anywhere near that
injecting facility. Premier, with parents now raising
concerns, how could you intentionally allow a facility
like this in a precinct full of young children with no
additional security?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (11:04) — I thank the
Leader of the Opposition for his question. I am not sure
whether the Leader of the Opposition is familiar with
the North Richmond Community Health Centre. It is a
significant building, built by a Labor government I
might add. It is a significant building. It is a building
that is —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — No, it was not built by those
opposite. It was built by a Labor government and
funded by a Labor government. The member for
Hastings can talk about it all he likes but it is a matter
of fact —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — The facility is quite large — it is
in fact one of the largest community health service
buildings in the state. Both the community health
service and the school are fully supportive of a trial to
deal with the fact — I would need to double-check this
because it is not a static number, it tragically has
changed over time — of the announcement there had
been some 38 deaths in and around the North Richmond
area. Whilst the Leader of the Opposition is perfectly
entitled to ask questions about this or any other matters,
what he is not entitled to do is to verbal that school
community, because what they have said is very clear. I
will quote Jim Castles, the school council president:
In interests of creating a safe place for our children, I support
this evidence-based —

Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr Guy — On a point of order, on relevance,
Speaker, my question was about security. My question
was about security at the school and at the facility. My
question was about security, and I have asked the
Premier about security. I ask that you bring him back to
the substantive part of that question.
The SPEAKER — Order! The preamble to the
question mentioned the concerns of the school
community — parents of the school community.
I rule that the Premier is being responsive to the
question asked.
Mr ANDREWS — Jennifer Deeble, the acting
principal of Richmond West Primary School, says:
We remain confident that the new facility will have a positive
impact on our school …

And she goes on. So the school council, the school
leadership, the school community, the community
health service, Victoria Police, drug and alcohol experts
and fair-minded Victorians, I think, know and
understand that we have got to at least trial this because
the alternative is to see people continue to die in gutters,
in laneways and on the school grounds.
It is worth trying something that has been successful in
other parts of Australia and other parts of the world, and
that is what we are doing. I reject the assertion that
there will not be appropriate security arrangements. I
can inform the Leader of the Opposition that very
recently — in fact it is an ongoing process — the
school community and the community health service
are in consultation with Victoria Police.
Mr Guy — Consultation!
Mr ANDREWS — Yes, that is where you listen
and then you get on and do things, a concept that you
would know very little about. If the choice is between
this sort of cheap politics and saving lives, getting the
needles out of the school ground and making sure that
no-one else dies in that schoolyard, then that is a very
easy choice to make.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Hawthorn and the Minister for Planning.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) (11:08) —
Noting that the endorsements the Premier has read to
the Parliament all relate to a heroin injecting facility,
not one in relation to ice or methamphetamines —
ice — and noting that at the Public Accounts and
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Estimates Committee (PAEC) your Minister for
Education admitted that no extra security had been
provided for Richmond West Primary School to protect
them from ice users at the neighbouring injecting
facility, and with the Minister for Housing, Disability
and Ageing telling 3AW on 11 April that security at the
facility itself was going to be, and I quote:
Well, if you’ve got large Samoan security, they know what
they’re doing —

Premier, exactly why are there are no added security
measures at Richmond West Primary School? And
does the minister’s ludicrous and racist response
represent your government’s idea of proper security to
protect young children and their families?
Mr Foley — On a point of order, Speaker, I take
personal offence at the comments that the Leader of the
Opposition has made, and I ask him to withdraw.
The SPEAKER — The minister for housing has
asked for comments to be withdrawn. I ask the Leader
of the Opposition to withdraw the comments.
Mr GUY — I withdraw.
Mr M. O’Brien — On a point of order, Speaker,
have we now got to a stage where a member of this
chamber can make comments in a public forum such as
a radio program, have those words quoted in this
chamber, take offence at their own words and require
them to be withdrawn? Because if that is the case, this
chamber is a farce and it is pointless.
Mr Foley — On the point of order, Speaker, I think
the member for Malvern knows full well that it was not
the comments that the Leader of the Opposition quoted
from a 3AW interview; it was the editorial he attached
to them that I took offence to. I thank the Leader of the
Opposition for withdrawing his offensive remarks.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (11:12) — I thank the
Leader of the Opposition for his supplementary
question. I reject the assertion that there have not been
steps taken to make sure security and safety is at the
heart of this supervised injecting room trial. I will
certainly need to check a number of the other assertions
made by the Leader of the Opposition. I do not think
that that is what the Deputy Premier and Minister for
Education said at PAEC last week at all. I do not think
that is right at all. It always pays to check all those
things that are put forward by the Leader of the
Opposition, but one thing that will not need checking is
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from Jennifer Deeble, the acting principal of Richmond
West Primary School:
We have a great relationship with the operators of the local
health service who are keeping us up-to-date with the work
being done to establish the facility.

Ministers statements: infrastructure projects
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (11:13) — I am
delighted to update the house on work being conducted
under the government’s road and rail agenda, our
infrastructure agenda on the Metro Tunnel — not being
talked about, actually being delivered. This morning the
Minister for Industry and Employment, the Minister for
Public Transport and I met with a number of
engineering cadets and apprentices to celebrate some
significant milestones on that project, one talked about
by some but being delivered by this government. We
have ticked over 5 million hours of work on that
project — a fantastic outcome. Almost 2000 jobs have
been created because of that project, and of course we
know that in order to continue to build that project and
have it delivered fully — a turn-up-and-go public
transport system, five new underground stations,
9 kilometres of new track, taking the busiest line out of
the city loop and creating capacity therefore within the
city loop and creating 7000 jobs — we will need to
invest in TAFE. And guess what? We are, in
record terms.
What is more, we will need to make sure that every
taxpayer dollar that is invested in this project leverages
up skills attainment and employment opportunities.
That is what our skills guarantee and industry
participation policy are all about: more apprentices;
more trainees; more cadets; a partnership that we also
mark today, a partnership between the project
proponent and Holmesglen TAFE — a fantastic
outcome; jobs and skills; more trains; more
opportunities; and a better future. That is more jobs.
There is an alternative, of course: you can cut jobs each
day, every day, when you are in government or you can
create new jobs for the future and build the
infrastructure that we need. That is Labor’s record. That
is Labor’s plan. That is Labor’s action.
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have not heard anything from the government despite
your assurances to the Parliament that ‘works are
underway as we speak’.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The level of shouting in
the chamber is excessive. Members will be removed
from the chamber without warning.
Mr T. SMITH — Minister, how can Victorian
parents trust anything you say in this Parliament given
you have so blatantly lied about the status of school
upgrades at both Cobden and Middle Indigo?
The SPEAKER — Order! I am going to ask the
member for Kew to rephrase his question without the
use of the word that he knows is unparliamentary.
Mr T. SMITH — How can Victorian parents trust
anything you say in this Parliament given you have so
blatantly misled this house about the status of school
upgrades at both Cobden and Middle Indigo?
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) (11:17) —
I thank the member for Kew for his question and his
new-found interest in education. It was not there for
four years, was it?
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, it is
not hard to have an interest in this topic when the
minister constantly lies in this house every time he is
asked a question. Every answer is a lie —
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Warrandyte is warned. I have warned members about
the use of that word in the chamber. The member for
Mordialloc is warned for shouting across the chamber.
Mr MERLINO — Any day of the week we will
debate those opposite —
Honourable members interjecting.

Education funding
Mr T. SMITH (Kew) (11:15) — My question is to
the Minister for Education. Yesterday in question time
you asserted that I lied about the status of works at
Middle Indigo Primary School and Cobden Technical
School, yet the principal of Cobden Technical School
yesterday told the local paper that only after the matter
was raised in Parliament will the works now proceed.
At Middle Indigo Primary, the school maintain they

Mr MERLINO — On any part of the state —
Leader of The Nationals — about investment in
education and about how we value education. In terms
of Cobden Technical School, Cobden has submitted an
application under the accessible building program to
provide access for a student with mobility issues. The
application and proposed scopes of work are being
finalised by the Victorian School Building Authority
(VSBA) and the school. The VSBA will provide advice
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to the school shortly about the expected start and finish
time for the project. In terms of Middle Indigo the
department’s north-eastern regional office will work
with the school to resolve this issue. In terms of
Caulfield South Primary School and the VSBA —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — I have warned members about
shouting across the chamber. Members persist in
shouting. Members will be removed from the chamber
for shouting.
Mr Walsh — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, the shadow Minister for Education asked a
specific question about misleading the house. If you go
to Hansard, page 23, at 11.33 a.m. yesterday, the
minister said in relation to the toilet at Middle Indigo:
It is underway as we speak.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER (11:19) — Order! The member for
Frankston will leave the chamber for the period of
1 hour.
Honourable member for Frankston withdrew from
chamber.
Mr Walsh — As the shadow minister said, the
school has not heard from the department about the
works, let alone those works being underway. So I
would ask you to get the minister to address the
question that was asked, about how anyone can trust
anything he says in this house when he constantly
misleads the house.
The SPEAKER — Order! I understand the Leader
of The Nationals’s point of order, but the minister is
being relevant and responsive to the question.
Mr MERLINO — As I say, again, on Middle
Indigo, the school has been working with the
department’s north-eastern regional office to resolve
this issue. There is work between the regional office
and the school to resolve it. On Caulfield South
Primary School, this was another issue raised with me.
The VSBA —
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister continues to mislead the house. He can say
what he wants; the school has not heard from the
department or from the minister. We have got the
school telling us that they have not heard from the
government in any way, yet the minister gets up and
continues to perpetuate this mistruth.
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The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER (11:21) — Order! The member for
Warrandyte will leave the chamber for the period of
1 hour.
Honourable member for Warrandyte withdrew
from chamber.
Mr MERLINO — Another question was raised
about Caulfield South Primary School. The VSBA
spoke to the principal of Caulfield South Primary
School yesterday afternoon. The school had not
previously raised concerns about the toilets with
the department.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, I know the minister had trouble answering
this question yesterday in question time, but in fact this
question was around Middle Indigo and Cobden
Technical School. It was not actually in relation to
Caulfield, and while the minister might want to try and
correct his misleading of the Parliament on Caulfield
yesterday, that is not what this question was about, so I
ask you to bring him back to answering about Cobden
and Middle Indigo.
Mr MERLINO — On the point of order, Speaker,
the question related to those specific schools. It also
related to education funding and the question of trust
and question time. I am being relevant to the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order. I ask the minister to come back to answering the
question that was asked.
Mr MERLINO — Any day of the week our record
in education and in just the last budget of a few weeks
ago — $1.25 billion, the same as those opposite did in
four years. There are 70 new schools in our
construction pipeline. Not one school opened in 2016
because of —
Mr T. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, it was
a very specific question, and I would ask you to ask the
minister to come back to answering my question. He is
not being relevant to the question. He has not
mentioned Cobden in any way, shape or form properly,
because the works were not approved. That is the key
point. We have the letter from the school council
president to prove it.
The SPEAKER — Order! I understand the point of
order.
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Mr Andrews — On the point of order, Speaker, I
am pretty sure that the member for Kew is not listening
very well because the Deputy Premier and Minister for
Education — and what a fine Minister for Education he
is — went directly to the school. He mentioned directly
the school that the member for Kew is pretending to be
interested in.
The SPEAKER — Order! I took it that the minister
mentioned the two schools that were mentioned in the
question earlier in his answer. He is now responding to
the last part of the question.
Mr MERLINO — The application for Cobden
Technical School is being assessed as we speak. We
will support Joe and his family and deliver the
accessible changes that the school and the student
require.
Mr T. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker,
yesterday the minister said that the application was not
rejected, but we have a letter from the school council
president, who said, quoting a departmental officer,
‘You will not receive any funding this financial year’.
The minister is misleading the house again.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Mr MERLINO — So our record is there for all to
see and for all communities to see. It is a massive
investment in school buildings and upgrades right across
the state — 70 new schools, 1300 upgrades and over
40 specialist schools either new or upgraded. This is a
record unparalleled, and I will put our record on this side
of the house against those opposite any day of the week.
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member to repeat his question without the use of the
unparliamentary term.
Mr T. SMITH — Minister, given this school is now
seeking just $12 500, how can you justify prioritising
spin doctors over the welfare of these students, or do
you intend to mislead the house about this school
as well?
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) (11:26) —
I mean, seriously! This is a shadow minister that calls
capital works a distraction. You can see it in what they
do when they actually have the privilege of representing
and being a government on this side of the house —
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, it was a
very specific question about a school and its need for
air conditioning. The minister is not entitled to proceed
to debate the matter. I ask you to bring him back to
answering and explaining to that school community
what the government’s position is.
The SPEAKER — Order! The last part of the
question invited a broad response, but I do ask the
minister to come to answering the specific nature of the
question.
Mr MERLINO — So in relation to this school I
will ensure the Victorian School Building Authority
engages with the school in terms of its needs. But let us
have some comparison: the City of Bayside —
$19.7 million under them when they were last in
government; $56 million under the Andrews Labor
government. So I will ensure that we engage with that
specific school, but we will take no lectures from those
opposite when it comes to investing in our schools and
supporting students, parents and teachers.

Supplementary question
Mr T. SMITH (Kew) (11:25) — Minister, for over
a year Elsternwick Primary School has sought around
$25 000 from you to put air conditioning in the grades 5
and 6 classrooms, given the rooms’ age and heat in
summer. The school and parents have now raised half
of these funds themselves. Instead of supporting this
school you are currently advertising for two social
media advisers, each to be paid up to $92 000 a year.
Minister, given this school is now seeking just $12 500,
how can you justify prioritising spin doctors over the
welfare of these students, or do you intend to lie about
this school as well?
The SPEAKER — I caution members asking
questions not to use the word that is well known to be
unparliamentary, or they will not have their question
answered. The question will not count. I ask the

Ministers statements: education funding
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) (11:28) —
There has been a lot of talk about staffing across the
Department of Education and Training and what they
actually do. So for the record, our government has
invested in more than 3000 additional teachers, learning
specialists, teacher aides and integration aides. We have
moved more than 10 000 teachers and support staff
from uncertain contracts to permanent employment. We
employ 600 student support service (SSS) officers and
Victorian public service (VPS) staff — which have
increased by 11 per cent since 2014 — including
psychologists, speech pathologists and social workers.
New VPS staff also include behavioural experts, many
of whom are psychologists and social workers, who
help schools deal with the most challenging and
complex behaviour of students. This is as front line as
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you can get. There are regional staff, including health
and wellbeing support for our schools, parents and
students — gutted by those opposite and increased by
30 per cent under us. This is a reflection of our
priorities and how we value and invest in education.
Yesterday the cat was let out of the bag, and these
critical staff will be in the firing line. One thing is
certain: the only thing the Leader of the Opposition
will not cut is his ties to organised crime.
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ahead of your employing hundreds more departmental
bureaucrats and spin doctors?
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) (11:32) —
I thank the member for Kew for his question. The
answer is no. He has also got the incorrect minister. I
will engage with the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety in regard to —
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister might be trying to talk about anything but his
portfolio, but in fact sessional orders require him to be
advising this house about matters relating to his
portfolio. He is failing to do so. I ask you to direct him
to comply with sessional orders.

Mr MERLINO — You asked about road signs, so
how about you put a bit of rigour into your question?
So the answer is no. I will raise it with the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety and get back to the school.

The SPEAKER — The minister has strayed from
making a ministers statement. The minister to come
back to making a statement.

Mr T. SMITH (Kew) (11:33) — South Yarra
Primary School’s open space is so small that its
420 children are forced to play in neighbouring
Fawkner Park. Parents and teachers are worried about
the security of the students in such a public space,
particularly given past experiences of people
photographing children and engaging in antisocial
behaviour. Minister, last year you hired a further five
senior executives in your department, including a
communications director, whose job was advertised for
a massive $330 000 a year. Why is having more
bureaucrats and spin doctors a higher priority for you
than South Yarra Primary School’s need for added
student security during recess times?

Mr MERLINO — We have provided additional
staff at the Victorian School Building Authority to roll
out our $3.8 billion school infrastructure investment,
including project managers, architects and specialists in
asbestos removal. In this budget we are increasing
SSS workers again, particularly speech pathologists,
who will deliver additional services to 3000 students
across the state. We invest in our staff in our schools.
We will not cut them, and we will not be a protector of
organised crime.

Education funding
Mr T. SMITH (Kew) (11:31) — My question is to
the Minister for Education.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Kew is
entitled to ask a question without interjections across
the chamber.
Mr T. SMITH — At South Yarra Primary School
most of the school’s 420 children have to enter the
school by crossing Punt Road. It is dangerous, and the
crossing supervisor recently left after being struck by a
car. The school and parents have repeatedly appealed to
your government for additional road signage, for
red-light cameras to improve safety for school students
crossing Punt Road and for safer school access points.
But despite two years of pleading for these vital safety
works you have given them nothing. Minister, is it
going to take a tragedy or a fatality for you to put the
safety of the students of South Yarra Primary School

Supplementary question

Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) (11:33) —
The school has always had challenges around space
because it is an inner-city school. I am not sure if the
member for Kew is suggesting that we compulsorily
acquire all of the houses around the school. In regard to
support for the school, on this side of the house we have
provided $1.2 million for a three-storey relocatable.
These are highly valued amongst our inner-city schools.
Nothing delivered by the —
Mr T. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker,
I have allowed the minister some time to provide
context, but —
Ms Ryall interjected.
The SPEAKER — The member for Ringwood!
Mr T. Smith — I have allowed the minister some
time to provide context, but he has not answered the
question.
Honourable members interjecting.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and MINISTERS STATEMENTS
1624

ASSEMBLY

Thursday, 24 May 2018

The SPEAKER — Order! I am not entirely sure
who that was, but I think it was the Attorney-General. I
would thank him not to interject across the table.

to organised crime figures. You do it when you dine
with them, you do it when you give them access and
you do it when you take their money.

Mr T. Smith — The question was about security at
South Yarra Primary School, and the minister’s answer
bore no resemblance to the question that I asked. I ask
you to bring him back to answering the question — on
relevance, Speaker.

On the one hand you have the government and Victoria
Police doing everything they can to make it hard for
organised crime figures to thrive, and on the other hand
you have the opposition having secret dinners with
alleged organised crime figures and threatening to cut
Victoria Police.

The SPEAKER — Order! I was listening to hear
whether the minister’s mention of the relocatables in
some way related to the question that was asked. I ask
the minister to continue answering the question.
Mr MERLINO — The question was about both
space and security. I have addressed the issue of space.
In regard to security, as we talked about at the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee hearing last week,
all of our 1500 government schools are required to have
emergency management plans to deal with the specific
security issues with each and every school. South Yarra
is no different.

Ministers statements: organised crime

Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is now departing from making a ministers
statement and is proceeding to debate matters. I ask you
to instruct her to comply with sessional orders.
The SPEAKER — The minister had departed from
making a statement. I ask her to come back to making a
ministers statement.
Ms NEVILLE — You do not give Victoria Police
what they need when you cut their funding like you did
under the previous government. What we know is that
the only thing the Leader of the Opposition can be
trusted to do is cut police numbers, not cut
organised crime.

Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) (11:35) — I
rise to update the house on the work that Victoria Police
and the government are doing to tackle the growing
threat of organised crime. As we made clear in our
recent Community Safety Statement, the threat of
organised crime is real and the use of technology to
further the interests of organised crime is increasing this
threat. We know that the use of the darknet, for
example, provides more opportunity for organised
crime to money launder, to trade illegal firearms and to
traffic drugs. That is why we are investing in Victoria
Police to make sure that they are in the best position to
tackle this. There is $24 million for digital specialists
and surveillance to crack down on serious and
organised crimes. There are new laws, the firearm
prohibition orders — laws that those opposite tried to
weaken — and more laws that are coming to disrupt
organised crime.

Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) (11:38) — My
question is to the Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation. It was revealed today
that Crown Casino provides small plastic picks with the
Crown logo on them to customers to enable them to
play the pokies on autoplay. Crown gives the picks out
so that these people can jam them into poker machine
buttons so the machine plays continuously without the
need for human input. This means that the losses
accumulated to the person playing the machine — or to
put it another way, the profits that Crown gets from the
machine — are considerably more than if the machine
was played as designed. My question is: Minister, does
this behaviour from Crown Casino comply with
the law?

We know that when tackling threats like organised
crime, you need to back in your police, and that is
exactly what we are doing, with record numbers of
police and specialist forensic and digital analysts that
they need to support them, people that were actually
defunded and cut under the previous government. You
can undermine this work, this great work of Victoria
Police; you can easily do that. You can do it by giving
organised crime a leg up, and you can do it when you
cut police capacity. You do it when you do not back in
your police, and you do it when you give special status

Ms KAIROUZ (Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation) (11:39) — I thank the
member for Melbourne for her question. Breaching
gaming machine regulations is unacceptable, and once
again I emphasise that Mr Wilkie’s allegations
regarding Crown are matters that we continue to treat
very seriously. Following Mr Wilkie’s initial
allegations in the federal Parliament last year, I met
with the commission and asked them to undertake a full
and thorough investigation relating to the allegations
that were made by Mr Wilkie. This resulted in the

Crown Casino

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Thursday, 24 May 2018

ASSEMBLY

commission issuing Crown with a letter of censure and
a fine of $300 000. This is the largest fine ever issued
by the commission, and this is reflective of the
seriousness of this matter and how they consider it. I
can confirm, however, that the commission is
continuing to investigate the allegations that were made
by Mr Wilkie, and the commission have the expertise to
do so.
Supplementary question
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) (11:40) — I thank the
minister for her answer. The minister admitted last
week in Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
hearings that Crown is still under investigation, and
today she admits this behaviour from Crown is
unacceptable. Given what we know about the harm
caused by poker machines, why has this government
granted Crown Casino more and more exemptions from
the laws that apply to other pokie venues, and why on
earth is Crown Casino still even allowed to operate
poker machines in this state?
Ms KAIROUZ (Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation) (11:40) — I thank the
member for Melbourne for her question, once again. In
relation to Crown Casino, as the member knows, there
is the Casino Control Act 1991, and Crown Casino is
completely governed under this act. In relation to any
new machines being issued to Crown Casino, that is a
matter for the Victorian Commission for Gambling and
Liquor Regulation (VCGLR). It is not a matter for the
government to issue any new gaming machines. The
VCGLR issues all gaming machines and investigates
all matters relating to Crown Casino.
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workforce, and that is why in 2016 we introduced the
Major Projects Skills Guarantee to mandate that 10 per
cent of work on our major projects goes to apprentices,
trainees and engineering cadets. I was very pleased to
be with the Premier today and the Minister for Public
Transport to meet some of these engineering cadets and
some of these young people, who are not only getting
an opportunity to shine and to shape our city but
working on a project that is truly 21st century, that is a
game changer for this state.
We are very proud of the work that is going on under
our Major Projects Skills Guarantee. When you think
about the Metro Tunnel, there are 7000 jobs, with
almost 2000 already underway; 800 apprentices, with
80 apprenticeships underway right now; 88 per cent
local content —
Mr Andrews — A trainee over there.
Mr CARROLL — We have got a trainee over
there. The fifth Beatle over there did not get an invite to
the wedding on the weekend. I thought he would be
sitting behind John Major, but I did not see him there.
Everyone wants to talk about industry 4.0. We are
getting on with the job.
When you think about jobs, we are doing everything
we can. But what I really enjoyed today was when I
opened up the Age. Now, LinkedIn is a very important
resource. Barrie Macmillan is still on LinkedIn, but I do
not know why he is still on LinkedIn. The Leader of the
Opposition loves him; he is his favourite bagman.
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr Hibbins — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is not being responsive to the question. The
question was not about new gaming machines. It was
about the exemptions that are provided to Crown
Casino, where their gaming machines do not operate
under the same regulations as other pokie operators.

Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, I think
most of the house is struggling to follow the train of
thought that the minister is pursuing, but whatever it
may be it seems to have very little to do with his
portfolio and seems to be way out of compliance with
sessional orders. I ask you to bring him back to
complying.

The SPEAKER — Order! The question was a very
broad one. I rule that the minister’s answer was
responsive.

The SPEAKER — Order! The minister needs to
make a ministers statement.

Ministers statements: infrastructure projects
Mr CARROLL (Minister for Industry and
Employment) (11:42) — I rise to update the house on
the number of jobs created, thanks to our investment in
the Melbourne Metro Tunnel project. The member for
Kew would appreciate that apprentices are the
backbone of our economy. They are also the backbone
of our training system. They are the future of our

Mr CARROLL — We are trying to follow their
train of thought — questions today on Brighton,
Caulfield and Prahran. They know something that we
do not. I would like to find out what it is.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister has, as with previous ministers this week, been
defying your rulings, and I do ask you to caution him
and other ministers to ensure they comply with
sessional orders.
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The SPEAKER — Order! I do ask ministers and all
members of this house to comply with sessional orders
when they are asking and answering questions and
making statements.

Healesville freeway reserve
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) (11:45) — My question is
to the Premier. On 24 February 2014 you visited the
Forest Hill electorate and stood on a stump in the
Healesville freeway reserve and promised not to sell
any land within that reserve. On that day you issued a
press release stating that, and I quote:
Victorian Labor will preserve the Healesville freeway reserve
between Boronia Road and Springvale Road as public open
space.

Your government has now told local residents that you
are in fact selling parts of this reserve. Premier, why did
you make false promises to the residents of Forest Hill,
telling them before the election that Labor would not
sell the land within the reserve and then after the
election proceeding to do just that?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (11:46) — I do thank the
member for Forest Hill for his question, and I
congratulate him on what may well be his first
question, I think. I am very pleased with that. Can I say,
I will have to check though.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — Well, I did not want to have to
spell it out. It might be his first question, but it would
not be the first time that he has been a bit loose with the
facts.
Mr Angus — On a point of order, Speaker, if the
Premier would like to see his own press release or a
photo of him standing on the stump, I am very happy to
provide that to the house.
The SPEAKER — There is no point of order.
Mr ANDREWS — Whilst I am indebted to the
member for Forest Hill for his forensic understanding
of these matters, as he would have us believe, I
remember well the event; I remember well the
commitment. I will not need to check what the
commitment was.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — I was attempting to be polite.
Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER — Order! I realise it is the last
question of the last day of the sitting week, but people
will still be removed from the chamber if they keep
shouting across the chamber.
Mr ANDREWS — As I was saying, Speaker, I will
not need to check the nature of the commitment; that is
very clear for everyone. What I will need to check is the
assertion that the member for Forest Hill has made in
relation to decisions that he alleges have already been
made and representations, correspondence and what
residents have or have not been told. I will need to
check that, because whilst this may be literally his first
question, it would not be the first time those opposite
have been loose with the truth.
Supplementary question
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) (11:48) — Premier, given
you have previously told untruths to my community
about not selling parcels of land within the Healesville
freeway reserve, will you now tell them truthfully how
much of the land within the Healesville freeway reserve
is up for sale, under your government, for new
residential developments?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (11:49) — I thank the
member for Forest Hill for his question. I would say
that perhaps not reworking the supplementary in light
of the answer to the substantive question is not a very
smart way to go. If he had listened to the answer that I
provided to the substantive question, he would have
heard that I will need to check each of the assertions.
Ms Victoria — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier might treat this with some lightheartedness, but
this also affects people of the Bayswater district, and
they would all like an answer to the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier is
answering the question.
Mr ANDREWS — I thank the member for
Bayswater for assisting me there.
I am very clear on the fact that communities have
expectations. We have made commitments. What I am
unclear on is the accuracy of the statements that have
been put to me by the member for Forest Hill. I will
check those matters that he has raised, and if I can add to
my answer, I will only be too happy to do it. That is the
appropriate way to go. I will not be taking on face value
anything put to me by anyone on that side of the house.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier has taken a long time to inform the house that
he is unable to respond to the questions that have been
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asked by the member for Forest Hill. I ask you to ask
him to follow through on his undertaking to check and
to provide a written response to the house to the
questions asked by the member for Forest Hill.
Mr Angus — On the point of order, Speaker, in
amongst the documents that have already been tabled is
a letter from VicRoads in relation to this matter, so the
Premier might want to start looking in that direction.
The SPEAKER — I thank the member for Forest
Hill. The Premier has answered the question.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER (11:51) — The member for Bass,
the member for Hawthorn and the Minister for Industry
and Employment will leave the chamber for the period
of 1 hour.
Honourable members for Bass and Hawthorn and
Minister for Industry and Employment withdrew
from chamber.

Ministers statements: road infrastructure
projects
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) (11:51) — It is a pleasure to update the house
on the pathways that the Victorian government is
creating for young people to be trained on all our major
projects. As we know, last week I was out at Victoria
University Polytechnic with the Premier to announce a
new partnership between CPB, John Holland and
Victoria University to provide training at Victoria
University’s TAFE for civil construction.
We know there is going to be a lot of people trained for
the work that we are creating for young people. If you
look at the West Gate tunnel project, you have got
6000 people expected to be working there; 500 of them
will be young apprentices. That is very much why we
need the partnership that is being created between John
Holland, CPB and the Sunshine facility. But we also
know another 400 jobs will be created in Benalla at the
precast concrete facility there. I know the member for
Euroa would be very excited about that. I hope she gets
on board and does not join with the Greens this week in
suggesting they will revoke the planning scheme
amendment for the project, because those 400 jobs
would go. We know that there are also about 4200 jobs
on our outer suburban arterial upgrades.
What are the alternatives? You could chop, chop, chop,
I guess, like the champion woodchopping O’Toole
family, who chop wood blocks like they are sponges;
we lost 450. Or you could grow the economy at 0.8 per
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cent — you could put it to sleep, a bit like what you do
with lobsters when you export them overseas and put
them on ice. Or you could actually just sit still. But we
know there is one job they will protect — that is, the
job for Barrie the bagman to ensure that he can keep
collecting the money for the Leader of the Opposition
down at the Lobster Cave.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is continuing to defy the repeated instructions
you have given to ministers to comply with sessional
orders. He is also proceeding to breach sessional orders
in relation to imputations. I ask you to caution him that
he needs to comply with sessional orders.
The SPEAKER — The minister has concluded his
statement.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Ferntree Gully electorate
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) (11:55) —
(14 439) My constituency question is to the Minister for
Education. The government has handed down its fourth
budget, and over those four years it has claimed to have
been making Victoria the Education State. This
certainly is not the case in the electorate of Ferntree
Gully. Many residents in my electorate have raised
concerns about the fact that schools in my electorate
have been ignored. Specifically I have received
concerns from residents whose children attend Fairhills
High School in Ferntree Gully. They are concerned
about the fact that over four years this government has
not seen fit to provide one cent of funding. My
constituency question to the Minister for Education is:
can he please provide an explanation to my concerned
residents as to why he has chosen to ignore them,
having provided no funding for capital works for this
important high school over the four years of this
government?

Narre Warren South electorate
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) (11:56) —
(14 440) My constituency question is for the Minister
for Roads and Road Safety. It concerns the intersection
of Pound and Shrives roads in Hampton Park, and I ask:
when can residents expect to use the new and upgraded
intersection? This intersection is notoriously dangerous,
and an upgrade has been needed for years. So you can
imagine how pleased I was when construction on the
project kicked off last year, as it is a big project. There
was a very long and hard-fought campaign by the local
community to ensure action was taken on this project,
and I am very glad to say that it was only Labor that was
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willing to act and get it done. Many constituents have
contacted me, letting me know how eager they are to see
the new roundabout operational, and I look forward to
passing on the good news.

Gippsland East electorate
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) (11:57) — (14 441)
My constituency question is to the Minister for
Education, and the information I seek is: when will the
minister take up the Bairnsdale Secondary College
school council’s and my longstanding invitation to see
firsthand the deplorable state of the library and
classrooms at Bairnsdale Secondary College?
The Liberal-Nationals funded and built stage 1 when in
government and committed to stage 2 in the
pre-election period, but this has disappointingly been
totally ignored by the minister, who will not even visit,
despite having said he would three years ago. Today’s
students are being educated in a half-finished facility
with a library that leaks whenever it rains and where
classroom walls are covered in mould.
The minister has twice agreed to my invitation to visit,
saying he would ‘when his diary permitted’, but it just
does not happen. He does not follow through. The first
of those responses was in 2015, when he said he would
visit when ‘his schedule permits’, and the second time
was in May 2016, when he said he would visit in the
‘near future’, but it has not happened. He needs to stop
making these lame excuses. The information I seek is:
when will he visit?

Macedon electorate
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) (11:58) — (14 442) My
question is for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety.
Minister, will you ask VicRoads to investigate
residents’ concerns about the speed limit on
Melbourne-Lancefield Road at the Lomandra estate?
Residents have raised with me their concerns that the
100-kilometre-per-hour speed limit is impacting their
safety when they are either exiting or accessing the
estate. With so many great projects currently underway,
including our government’s $20 million safety upgrade
of the Melbourne-Lancefield Road and the most recent
budget’s commitment to build a roundabout at the
Barry Street intersection, it would be good to consider
what further improvements we can make to ensure that
our roads are safe for Romsey residents.

Hastings electorate
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) (11:59) — (14 443) My
question is to the Minister for Public Transport. I am
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seeking information on behalf of the Western Port
community regarding a direct bus service between
communities on opposite sides of the Mornington
Peninsula. I am frequently approached by constituents
with regard to the difficulties involved in accessing
family, friends and the many services that are located
on the other side of the Mornington Peninsula.
Residents who do not drive have particular difficulty
and are challenged when trying to reach Mornington or
any other locality on the Port Phillip side. The only
available public transport requires travel up through
Frankston before then travelling back down the
peninsula, and residents are frustrated that the average
trip by public transport to Hastings takes 1 hour and
50 minutes, when potentially by car it takes less than
30 minutes.
The Western Port area is also home to a large over-60s
population with a greater need for access to health
services, which are primarily in the Mornington and
Rosebud areas. My community is asking this
government to provide a bus service to enable Western
Port residents to reach the people, places and services
located on the Port Phillip side of Mornington
Peninsula.

Yan Yean electorate
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (12:00) — (14 444) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Sport, and it
pertains to an application that has been submitted under
the country football and netball program on behalf of
the City of Whittlesea for improved changing facilities
at the A. F. Walker Recreation Reserve. I ask: when
will he be making a decision as to the status of this
application?

Melton electorate
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) (12:00) — (14 445) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. I ask: when will the traffic light
synchronisation be reinstituted on the Bacchus
Marsh-Gisborne Road and Western Highway
interchange at Bacchus Marsh? Noel Stanley, a
constituent from Bacchus Marsh, has contacted me.
There are roadworks at this interchange and an upgrade,
but VicRoads has stopped the synchronisation and
coordination of the traffic lights, causing massive traffic
congestion from the middle of the township to the Grey
Street roundabout. There is peak-time traffic all day
during the day, and Noel has been told by VicRoads
that it will be August before this will be fixed. This is
far too long, and residents need the synchronisation as
quickly as possible.
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Williamstown electorate
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) (12:01) — (14 446)
My question is to the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety, and it relates to the West Gate tunnel project. At
the conclusion of the environment effects statement
process for this project there was a recommendation to
the minister to undertake a corridor study with a
particular focus on Millers Road in Altona North. The
focus of this corridor study would be to consider ways
to reduce the potential impacts of trucks over the short
and long term, and I am pleased the minister has
committed to undertake this work. So my question to
the minister is: what progress has been made to
advance the corridor study and what will be the scope
of the work?

Sandringham electorate
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) (12:02) —
(14 447) My constituency question is directed to the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety. On a number of
occasions in this place I have had occasion to place on
record the concerns of motorists across metropolitan
Melbourne as they have had to deal with faulty
red-light cameras and in particular the concerns of a
Vietnamese bus driver who was confronted by the loss
of his licence when he had a family to feed, a mortgage
to pay and a job to sustain.
Recently I have had representations from other
constituents and in particular from a driver with a good
driving record, in terms of not causing accidents, who
feels that something has gone wrong with the road
system. This is a view that is shared by many of her
colleagues, who are maxing out their demerit points.
My question to the minister, on behalf of a constituent,
is: does government policy support the point system in
its current form, which is leading, I surmise, to many
more people losing their drivers licence and impacting
upon their abilities to meet other commitments?

Essendon electorate
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (12:03) — (14 448) I
direct my constituency question to the Minister for
Education, and I ask: what is the latest information
about the Flemington education plan that was recently
announced in the 2018–19 Victorian state budget?
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NATIONAL REDRESS SCHEME FOR
INSTITUTIONAL CHILD SEXUAL ABUSE
(COMMONWEALTH POWERS) BILL 2018
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) (12:03) — As I was
saying before the break, a lot of conservative
commentators were very quick to condemn the Royal
Commission into Institutional Responses to Child
Sexual Abuse, and I think that given what has
subsequently been uncovered both as a result of the
royal commission and this Parliament’s own inquiry
they should consider their words. As a person who
grew up in the Catholic faith and who has many friends
and family who are still practising Catholics, I did want
to make the following observation. You do not advance
the interests of the church in Australia by seeking to
minimise, by seeking to deny or indeed by seeking to
find some apology for the actions that have taken place
in the Catholic Church. If you want to advance the
interests of Catholicism in Australia, then you need to
take the opportunity that the findings of the royal
commission have provided to look deeply into the
operation of the church and clean it up.
For too long, and it has been well spoken of already, we
have known that appalling acts of depravity and abuse
of children have taken place. I do say that sincerely, and
in doing so I want to reflect a little on a conversation I
had some time ago with some really terrific friends of
mine who were either day students or boarders at
St Patrick’s College in Ballarat. I know that the
member for Wendouree and the member for Buninyong
have spoken in this house about the particular impact
that child sex abuse in Ballarat has had on that town.
This is a regional city that has been deeply traumatised
by what happened in that city. When I spoke to my
friends, while none of them themselves were abused
they certainly knew young men who had been abused,
and they were carrying survivor guilt. I said to them, as
the only person who had not been to that school at the
table that night, ‘This is not a burden you need to carry.
You were children. It was not your role to speak out.
There were adults, and they were the ones who needed
to speak out’.
The work that has been done — the royal commission
and the report of this inquiry — is very, very important
work, and it has exposed some atrocities in our nation
that we need to address. I am very pleased to see that as
a result of the work of the royal commission and the
Betrayal of Trust report governments are taking up the
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challenge. The Andrews Labor government is
continuing to take action in response to the royal
commission, and we have proudly signed up to the
national redress scheme, which was a key
recommendation of the royal commission.
The bill before the Parliament will enable Victoria to
participate in the national redress scheme. Ensuring that
Victoria participates in the scheme will provide critical
support to those who have suffered past wrongs,
including abuse, community silence and institutional
corruption, which meant survivors were not listened to,
they were not believed and they were not
acknowledged. Governments cannot erase the harm that
was caused, but it is our hope that signing up to a
national scheme will give survivors the recognition
they deserve.
The legislation will enable redress to be provided to
survivors of institutional child sexual abuse that
occurred in state-based government and
non-government institutions (NGOs). It also paves the
way for churches, charities and other NGOs operating
in Victoria to participate in the scheme. I would like to
take this opportunity to encourage all of those
non-government agencies and the churches to
participate in the scheme. As I said, the best way in
which they can rebuild faith, confidence, trust and their
own reputations is to embrace the findings of the royal
commission, acknowledge the wrongdoings of the past,
move forward and participate in the redress scheme.
We hope these laws will pass quickly, in the interests of
survivors who have already waited for too long.
As the commonwealth does not have the power to
legislate for a scheme that applies to the state, a state
referral of powers is needed for the national scheme to
apply. This referral bill enables Victoria to participate
in the scheme, and it refers powers to the
commonwealth to the extent necessary for Victorian
state-based and non-government institutions to
participate in the scheme. New South Wales also
introduced referral of powers legislation to its
Parliament on 1 May.
The national redress scheme was a recommendation of
the royal commission, and our own Betrayal of Trust
report proposed the establishment of an alternative
mechanism to civil litigation to provide redress to
survivors of institutional child abuse. As I said, the
redress scheme was also recommended by the Family
and Community Development Committee. This applies
to government and also to all institutions that are
controlled by the Victorian government, but as I said it
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paves the way for churches, charities and other
non-government organisations to participate.
The redress scheme will run for 10 years. Eligible
survivors will be eligible for a monetary payment of up
to $150 000, access to counselling and psychological
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, and survivors will be
able to access independent legal advice, which will be
funded under the scheme, before accepting any offer of
redress and signing a deed of release. The
commonwealth Department of Social Services will be
the operator of the scheme.
The Andrews Labor government has led the way in
reforming our laws to help survivors of institutional
child sexual abuse. We have created new laws to quash
the unfair legal loophole known as the Ellis defence,
which was preventing survivors from suing some
organisations for their abuse. Again I say: ‘Stop with
the legal games, face up to what has been done in your
name, move forward and focus on the victims’. That is
what we need to see now not just from the churches
but from all of those organisations that have been
neglectful in the past. We have also abolished time
limits for claims so that lawsuits can be lodged
regardless of how long ago the abuse occurred. I
commend this bill to the house.
Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) (12:11) — It is indeed a
great honour to rise to contribute to the debate on the
National Redress Scheme for Institutional Child Sexual
Abuse (Commonwealth Powers) Bill 2018. This is a
bill which is truly the finest example of bipartisanship
in this Parliament, because if there is one thing we can
all agree on, it is that the sexual abuse of children,
indeed the rape of children by people they trusted, is the
most heinous crime. That is something that everybody
in this Parliament agrees on. Certainly this government
has been very strong in ensuring, just like the previous
government, that the recommendations of the Betrayal
of Trust report were fully implemented and that we
now support the implementation of the
recommendations of the royal commission. I will come
to both of those inquiries in a moment.
I will be referring a lot to the Catholic Church in this
contribution because, as the Betrayal of Trust report
noted, most of the evidence from witnesses was indeed
around abuse by the Catholic Church. I declare now
that I am a friend of the Catholic Church. I attended
three Catholic schools and as a member of a very
Catholic electorate, I am very active in the Holy Trinity
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parish. I have met many lay Catholics and many good
members of the clergy who have been outraged by
things that have happened in their church and in their
schools. I have met many who have been passionate
advocates for victims of such abuse. Many of them
have for years been beside themselves at the inadequate
response of the church in dealing with these awful,
awful instances of abuse, something that has been
endemic in the church.
The Catholic Church, like other organisations, has had
its own system of redress, but as the Betrayal of Trust
report noted, these systems have been inadequate. I am
going to quote from the Betrayal of Trust report:
In the mid‑1990s, the Catholic Church created two systems
for responding to allegations of criminal child abuse: the
Melbourne Response (applicable only to the Catholic
Archdiocese of Melbourne) and Towards Healing, both of
which are still currently operating.

In its review of the existing internal systems and
processes adopted by these religious organisations, the
committee identified the following features: they are
not truly independent of the organisations; they contain
no existing recognition of or support for secondary
victims of criminal child abuse; their approach to
financial compensation often does not provide a clear
explanation for the basis on which an organisation
makes a financial payment, how the amount awarded is
determined and obligations regarding confidentiality;
they rarely encourage participants in the process to seek
independent legal advice before reaching an agreement
that might affect their subsequent legal rights; they tend
to provide generic apologies that do not focus on the
specific circumstances of the individual and the role
played by both the perpetrator and the organisation in
regard to the damage suffered by the victim; only some
provide counselling support, and some of those that do
tend to provide inadequate counselling for a number of
reasons, including limited sessions offered, counselling
services not tailored to individual needs or counselling
services operated internally by the organisation
responsible for the abuse; and some demonstrated a
reluctance to implement effective disciplinary processes
for offenders in their organisation, such as suspending
them from their duties, removing their title or their
membership with the organisation. I referred to that
section because nothing speaks louder than that as the
reason why we desperately need this new system
in place.
The bill before the Parliament will enable Victoria to
participate in the national redress scheme, and this is
how it will work. The scheme will run for 10 years.
Eligible survivors will be eligible for a monetary
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payment of up to $150 000, access to counselling and
psychological 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, guided by an assessment
framework. Survivors will be able to access
independent legal advice, which will be funded under
the scheme, before accepting any offer of redress and
signing a deed of release. The commonwealth
Department of Social Services will be the operator of
the scheme. The scheme is due to commence on
1 July 2018, subject to the passage of the legislation.
We wish it a speedy passage. We also encourage
non-government institutions to opt in to it as well.
I finish my remarks by congratulating the committee,
including Georgie Crozier in the other place, the
member for Broadmeadows, the member for
Thomastown, the member for Ferntree Gully and
former MPs Andrea Coote and David O’Brien.
I also wish to acknowledge Julia Gillard for announcing
the royal commission when she was Prime Minister. In
doing so I want to address the role that the media
played. As the member for Macedon noted, when the
former Prime Minister announced the royal
commission there were sections of the right-wing
media who were very critical of it. That aside, the
media was integral in shining a light on something that
was covered up for so, so long. I particularly
acknowledge journalist Joanne McCarthy, who in 2013
won the Gold Walkley. She wrote more than
350 articles about the sexual abuse of children by
clergy in Newcastle and the Hunter Valley. She
interviewed more than 200 victims. She uncovered
12 suicides among former students of priest John
Denham, and all the while she was treated as being mad
and obsessive and was vilified at the pulpit. She was
one of the reasons that the then Prime Minister
announced the royal commission.
It was no surprise that Prime Minister Gillard’s final
act, in her final moments on her final evening as Prime
Minister, was to write this letter to Joanne:
I am sending you this letter in the very final moments of my
last evening as Prime Minister. I do so with enormous pride.
Joanne, you are a truly remarkable person.
Thanks in very large measure to your persistence and
courage, the NSW Special Commission of Inquiry and the
federal royal commission will bring truth and healing to the
victims of horrendous abuse and betrayal.
Please know that in your remarkable struggle to tell the story
about this shameful chapter in our nation’s history, you are
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not alone. Thousands of Australians share your passion for
justice — I’m one of them.
So thank you for your humbling and inspiring letter — your
integrity shines through in every sentence.
As I leave office, many piles of correspondence and briefings
will go back to the department for filing, but your letter will
stay with me always.
With admiration and best wishes

And it is signed by Julia Gillard. What a legacy to leave
the people of Australia, that the most shameful chapter
in this country’s history could perhaps be righted by
making sure that a light was shone on those terrible
things that happened to vulnerable little children. Far
from the criticisms that we heard at the time from some
sections of the right-wing media, this was Julia
Gillard’s greatest moment as Prime Minister. We are
here today because of her. I think that she will forever
be remembered as the Prime Minister who really made
a big effort to heal these wounds of the past. With those
few words, I commend the bill to the house and I wish
it speedy passage.
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) (12:20) — It is also
my privilege in many respects to speak in support of
this bill and to follow the member for Bentleigh, who
spoke so eloquently about Julia Gillard’s contribution
and also the significance of the Royal Commission into
Institutional Responses to Child Sexual Abuse. You do
not have to read too far into the final report to see the
headline ‘A National Tragedy’, which we would
normally associate with things such as natural disasters,
where many people have lost their lives. I think that
headline speaks to the significant, systemic and terrible
crimes that were committed over many years. As the
commission rightly said, the sexual abuse of children is
a terrible crime. It is one of the greatest personal
violations, and in this case it has been perpetrated
against the most vulnerable people in our community.
What I understand from the royal commission’s work is
extraordinary. When you read the findings arising from
the volumes of work that they have actually done, you
understand how significant this issue has been in our
country: tens of thousands of children who have been
sexually abused across many, many Australian
institutions. In fact this type of abuse has occurred in
almost every type of institution where children might
reside, whether that be educational or in a recreational,
sporting, religious or cultural setting. As the
commission pointed out, in some cases there have been
multiple abusers within those institutions. It was not
just a couple of bad or rotten apples, as they are referred
to, but multiple abusers, and of course there have been
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systemic cover-ups. What we also understand from the
commission’s work is that more than 4000 individual
institutions were reported to the commission as places
where abuse occurred. Disappointingly, in fact very
sadly, from a Victorian point of view, we also
understand that many state instrumentalities also failed.
There is a fairly harsh critique, as one example, of
police officers who often refused to believe children
and often refused to investigate complaints.
There is also significant commentary in relation to the
criminal justice system which created barriers to
successful prosecutions of alleged perpetrators. I think,
as other speakers have said, most tellingly that one of
the things that really guts us, particularly those who
have been brought up in religious faith, is just how
many children have been sexually abused in religious
institutions in Australia and the profound impact on
those victims. When we think about those victims the
numbers are just extraordinary. The commission
listened to the personal stories of over 8000 survivors
and read 1000 written accounts: stories of great
personal trauma, stories of great personal tragedy,
stories involving multiple members of the one family or
the one community.
Through all of that, what we end up with from the
commission’s work is a set of very clear
recommendations. One of those which relates
specifically to this bill is in relation to redress, and I will
read it into Hansard. Under the heading ‘Justice for
victims’ the recommendation is:
… A process for redress must provide equal access and equal
treatment for survivors — regardless of the location, operator,
type, continued assistance or assets of the institution in which
they were abused — if it is to be regarded by survivors as
being capable of delivering justice.

That is essentially the key headline recommendation
from the royal commission’s work in relation to
redress. When we are talking about redress for
survivors, it is multifaceted. It should include elements
of direct personal response, counselling and
psychological care and monetary payments as well.
When it comes to monetary payments, which is what
we are talking about here, it is important to understand
that the purpose of that monetary payment from the
commission’s point of view is to provide a tangible
recognition of the seriousness of the hurt and injury
suffered by a survivor.
This takes us to this particular bill and the important
work that our government, the Andrews Labor
government, is doing, and other speakers have
mentioned the bipartisan nature in which this
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Parliament has operated to take action in response to
the commonwealth royal commission. As I outlined,
the Victorian government are very proudly a signatory
to the national redress scheme which was a key
recommendation of the royal commission. The purpose
is to provide support to those who have suffered past
wrongs including abuse, community silence and
institutional corruption. We all understand in this place
that we cannot take away the hurt and the trauma that
was caused by institutions in relation to that abuse, but
what we can do is give some recognition and support
that these people obviously deserve.

but we have created new laws to quash unfair legal
loopholes that prevented survivors from suing some
organisations for abuse. We have also abolished time
limits for civil claims so that lawsuits can be lodged
regardless of how long ago the abuse occurred.

The legislation will enable redress to be provided to
survivors of abuse which occurred in state-based
government and non-government institutions. It also
paves the way for others — churches, charities and
other non-government organisations operating in
Victoria — to participate in the scheme. As the member
for Bentleigh and the member for Macedon indicated in
their contributions today, we would certainly encourage
those institutions, be they churches, charities or
non-government institutions, to sign up to the scheme. I
think many people have had a crisis of faith about this
particular issue; in fact I have had my own crisis of
faith in relation to some of the atrocious revelations that
have emerged in my lifetime in relation to the actions of
individuals in the church and the trust that of course has
been betrayed. I cannot believe that I need to stand here
in this Victorian Parliament today and also offer my
encouragement, whether it be to churches, charities or
other non-government institutions, to participate in this
scheme. I suspect very strongly that the longer it may
take for some to agree to participate, the harder it will
become for victims.

Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) (12:30) — It is
a pleasure, but with a very heavy heart, that I rise this
afternoon to speak on the National Redress Scheme for
Institutional Child Sexual Abuse (Commonwealth
Powers) Bill 2018. I have always believed that in a
family setting or in any alternative family setting, such
as a state institution, or indeed in the broader
community — in clubs, businesses and certainly in
churches — children, each and every child, should be at
the centre of our thinking and our purpose, and at the
forefront of our decision-making, especially in places
like this. And why? There are many reasons. When you
look into the eyes of a child, you see that tenderness
that actually makes you want to make sure the decisions
and the things you say are actually correct. Also, and I
quote, ‘It is easier to build strong children than to repair
broken men’ — and of course women too.

Others have talked about what the scheme is about. For
the record it is worth noting that the national redress
scheme will be run for 10 years. It will provide an
opportunity for eligible survivors to access a monetary
payment of up to $150 000. Those claims will be
assessed by independent decision-makers on a
case-by-case basis. Importantly, survivors will be able to
access independent legal advice which will be funded
under the scheme, and the scheme will in fact be
operated by the commonwealth Department of Social
Services. A critical day will be 1 July. It will be a day
that those who have been waiting for this moment for a
long time can take some comfort from, because 1 July is
the date that the scheme will in fact commence.
With the very short time that I have got left, I did want
to place on record how proud I am about the Andrews
Labor government’s commitment to leading the way in
reforming our own laws. Others have talked about this,

I think this bill represents an important step forward for
Victorian survivors of institutional child sexual abuse. I
think this is very much, in every way, about child
sexual abuse victims receiving recognition, support
and, most importantly, the respect that they deserve. I
commend the bill to the house.

I want to put on the record again my thanks to the MPs
who participated in the Betrayal of Trust inquiry. It was
excellent work and it was very demanding work, and I
thank you very much for your stoic efforts. I would
especially like to thank the people who came forward to
tell their stories. The Betrayal of Trust report makes for
a harrowing read, and what distinguishes this report
from other investigations in the past — often
undertaken by the Church, with their opinions and their
reputations at the forefront of their inquiry — is that
this report puts the stories of the abused children and
adults at the forefront. And in this report we hear their
stories being believed. Of course we have heard them,
we do believe them and now we are taking action.
As other speakers have said, the Betrayal of Trust
report made a long list of recommendations — very
worthy recommendations — and they have all been
accepted by the government. I noticed that the member
for Broadmeadows, the deputy chair of the inquiry that
happened in this Parliament, in his contribution
yesterday said:
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Admissions secured during the Betrayal of Trust inquiry led
to the commonwealth Royal Commission into Institutional
Responses to Child Sexual Abuse.

And I commend the then Prime Minister, Julia Gillard,
for establishing that royal commission. He went on
to say:
Incontrovertible evidence secured during these inquiries
surely ends the era of blind faith and cover-ups once
and for all.

Let us hope that certainly is the case.
We have already had numerous bills before this house
to deal with some of the recommendations in the report,
and I was very pleased to see the Andrews Labor
government lead the way in reforming our laws to help
survivors of institutional child sexual abuse. I was
especially impressed with the new laws to quash an
unfair legal loophole that was preventing survivors —
just to try and make their life even more difficult —
from suing some organisations for their abuse. We have
also abolished time limits to civil claims so that
lawsuits can be lodged regardless of how long ago the
abuse occurred. I think that is certainly the correct thing
to do, because I know so many people have put this
issue aside — for many different reasons — but are
now coming forward, and they certainly deserve to
have their stories heard and their claims made. Not
having a time limit on that is, I think, a very
compassionate way of dealing with these matters.
It does mean that, finally, the very, very wealthy
institutions, our churches, cannot hide behind their holy
status, which — I must admit I do concur with the
member for Williamstown — has been severely
tarnished by these revelations. Tarnished it has been. I
know it has rocked the faith of many people. I know it
has turned thousands away from churches and
undermined their faith. I think many people in this
place have had that experience.
We can only hope that people now feel confident
enough and supported enough to make the correct
claims, as they now can with the new legislation. I
would like to say that politicians cannot erase with
legislation the anguish that people feel and the pain and
suffering that people have experienced — the lives lost,
the lives wasted, the damage done. Sexual assault is not
a sin; it is a crime. I hope that with this legislation, the
victims do experience some sense of justice and know
that we are on their side. This national redress scheme
was so swiftly agreed to by the Premier and the
Attorney-General, and I thank them. Well done.
Frankly, we do not want any more waiting, we do not
want any more wondering and we do not want any
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further trauma. We just want to allow people to get on
with the business of dealing with attaining some redress.
The scheme will run for 10 years. Eligible survivors
will be eligible for a monetary payment of up to
$150 000. Importantly — and I know this is so
important for so many survivors — they will have
access to counselling and psychosocial services and a
direct personal response such as an apology, finally,
from somebody in authority, somebody that represents
the church hierarchies, I hope, because they have done
a very poor job, I must say, a terrible job, of not being
on the side of the victims. They are very much into the
reputational damage control of their own institutions
rather than reaching out to those poor children and
those poor adults.
Applications for redress by survivors will be assessed
by independent decision-makers on a case-by-case
basis, guided by an assessment framework, and
survivors will be able to access independent legal
advice. I think that is so important because so many
people have been put off being involved in such legal
action because frankly they cannot afford it. We have
got to make sure that nothing stands in the way of them
getting this redress. The scheme is due to commence on
1 July 2018, subject to the passage of this legislation, so
I really hope that this legislation can pass through both
houses swiftly and that we get this scheme out in a few
weeks and people that want to participate in it can be
quickly accommodated.
When I was a little girl, I used to go to Sunday school,
and my favourite song to sing was the simple little
hymn, Jesus Loves the Little Children. I used to sing it
with such joy, such heart, such love and such respect. I
look back on those times with a certain naivety. It said,
‘Jesus came to save the children of the world’. My
sweet attachment to that little song has been questioned
in recent times. I used to sing it to my own beautiful
babies. It has been abused by persons pretending to do
the work of God and the work of Jesus. So I really do
hope that this compensation, this redress scheme and all
the other things that have come before this Parliament
will provide some comfort, some redress and some
hope for those people that have experienced this terrible
abuse. I think that forgiveness and trust might be a step
too far to ask for. I suspect I cannot quite get to that
space, so I cannot imagine what it is like if you have
been a victim of this terrible abuse. But I do commend
this bill to the house. I do hope it has a swift passage
and I do hope that as lawmakers we always put the
children at the forefront of our decision-making.
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Mr NARDELLA (Melton) (12:40) — I rise to
support the National Redress Scheme for Institutional
Child Sexual Abuse (Commonwealth Powers) Bill
2018, which is a bill that refers the state’s powers to the
commonwealth so that the scheme can come into place
and be available for victims of abuse — essentially by
institutions but mainly by churches. I have been
listening to the contributions by honourable members
throughout this debate, but there have been a number of
contributions and a number of inquiries in this
particular area over long periods of time. Honourable
members would get sick of me thanking and
applauding the Honourable Ken Smith for his role on
the crime prevention committee when we did our work
from 1993 to 1995.
We have the last inquiry — the honourable member for
Broadmeadows was on that — chaired by Ms Crozier
in the other house, but also the work that former
Premier Baillieu put in place and supported, and the
royal commission that was put in place by the Right
Honourable Julia Gillard, which was absolutely
groundbreaking in terms of the exposure of these
institutions and these criminals to the light.
I concur with the honourable member for Narre Warren
South that it is not a sin to abuse children, to allow
abuse or to make sure that those perpetrators of that
abuse continue to perpetrate — it is a crime, and it is a
crime that is quite heinous because it is a crime that
affects those people, their families and others for their
lifetime. A number of those criminals are in jail as we
speak, and hopefully they will die in jail. They will
certainly never go to heaven. They will burn in the fires
of hell for the crimes that they committed. There is no
justification for people to have allowed this to occur.
There is no justification for people to have aided and
abetted these crimes throughout the generations that
this has happened here in Victoria but also in other
jurisdictions and other states and so they will — both
the perpetrators and the people that allowed these
crimes to continue, regardless of the position that they
are in, regardless of the high standing that they are in
and regardless of what they have achieved in their
professional life — go to hell, because it has affected
those kids for the rest of their lives.
We have just had the case in South Australia, where the
bishop has not stepped down as bishop but has stood
aside. What does that mean? He has allowed, he has
been a co-conspirator of and he has been a
co-perpetrator of all of the instances where he
authorised and kept those priests under him. He was the
authority. He had the authority from the Holy See in
Rome to make sure that his flock, that his people, were
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looked after, but instead he allowed these crimes to
continue. So we really have to continue to be vigilant in
this area. We have to try and look after the victims,
because the victims covered by this legislation are the
central part of this whole episode and the reason why
we as legislators on all sides of the house need to put
this scheme in place.
We have just finished question time. What a debacle.
But pieces of legislation like this are some of the most
critical pieces of legislation that we as legislators will
ever put in place. Bills like this were initiated by people
like Ann Barker, a former member for Oakleigh, as the
honourable member for Oakleigh made clear in his
address, and legislators in Ireland put in place similar
legislation to stop these abuses. It is worldwide.
Changes have occurred in America, where these things
have occurred as well. We have a responsibility as
legislators to protect people and, through this particular
piece of legislation, to try and redress the harm caused
by giving some monetary benefit so people can then try
and move on with their lives through the payment
system. I do congratulate members on all sides of the
house that have spoken and supported the passage of
this legislation, which has been discussed and in
development for a long time — certainly throughout
my time here since 1993.
There is a provision in the legislation where we refer
our powers to the commonwealth, which I have a
concern about. I understand in a sense the reasoning for
it. If people have been sentenced to prison terms of over
five years, then only under exceptional circumstances
will they get compensation or recompense under this
legislation. Other honourable members have talked
about this. I think there has to be a process put in place
to try and look after people. These victims have been
brutalised in their lives. Victims have had to cope with
that trauma for all of their lives. It is easy to make the
claim that they should not have become criminals or
that their lives should have been different, but in some
instances their abuse has caused the offending that they
are either in jail for or have been in jail for. I absolutely
urge the commonwealth in the development of the
exemptions for that particular provision to put in place a
process that looks compassionately at compensation for
these people so they can hopefully move on with their
lives and be recognised for the hurt and the criminal
acts perpetrated against them. In that way Australian
society and certainly the Victorian community through
that recognition would be saying to these people, ‘Yes,
we understand and we realise, and we will provide a
mechanism and a way for you to get on with your life’.

NATIONAL REDRESS SCHEME FOR INSTITUTIONAL CHILD SEXUAL ABUSE (COMMONWEALTH POWERS) BILL
2018
1636

ASSEMBLY

This is a very important piece of legislation. I
congratulate all honourable members who have spoken
to it, especially those who spoke from the heart,
because a lot of honourable members have talked to, sat
down with and had meetings with people that have
been affected. I remember being in a bookshop where a
woman came up to me after one of the hearings of the
Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee and said to
me, ‘It’s the first time in my life, and I am 53, that I
have ever talked about this to anyone’. Honourable
members have heard those stories, and I applaud this
Parliament and the federal Parliament for taking this
step to redress them.
Ms WARD (Eltham) (12:50) — It is often hard to
follow the member for Melton when he puts his heart
and soul into one of his speeches. I know exactly how
important this issue has been for him and I commend
him for all of the work that he has done on this and so
many other important issues that have presented
themselves to this place. I also rise in support of this
bill, the National Redress Scheme for Institutional
Child Sexual Abuse (Commonwealth Powers)
Bill 2018, and the powers that we will confer to the
commonwealth. It is absolutely horrible to imagine the
life path of a child who loses their trust, who loses their
faith, who feels unsafe, who feels unloved and, as the
member for Melton said, bottles that up and keeps that
hurt within them for decade upon decade upon decade.
It is difficult to think that a child can be born into a
family who has put their trust in an institution like the
church and, unknown to that family, have that trust and
faith so brutally bastardised and be so deeply, deeply
hurt. It is also difficult to think about those children
who have gone into the state’s care, who have already
had such a difficult start to their own lives, who have
had families who have not been able to look after them
for whatever reason and who have had whatever
unimaginable experiences themselves before they come
into the state’s hands. To think that the state was not
there with open arms to comfort, to offer security and to
offer love, but instead enabled institutions to treat
children so terribly, terribly badly, to cause so much
hurt, is just shocking. It is good that the commonwealth
and the states have worked together towards exposing
this and having these stories told.
There is also the bravery of those people who have
come forward and told their stories — stories that, as
the member for Melton said, often had never been told
before. I see that the member for Broadmeadows is in
this chamber, and I commend him for the huge body of
work that he and the parliamentary committee
undertook. I cannot imagine the bravery, the fear —
that horrible feeling in the pit of one’s stomach — of
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those people as they sat before the committee to tell
their story, to tell of the secret that they have hidden for
so long. There was also the shame that they have
carried with them, which was not their shame but rather
the shame of the perpetrator. They have held that
burden for so long, and to be in such a public forum to
share that with strangers is to be commended. Their
bravery is to be absolutely commended, because their
ability to do so is beyond imagination.
My heart goes out to those who still cannot tell their
stories, who still cannot be heard, who still cannot share
their experiences, because it is so raw after decades. It
can be so raw and so filled with hurt, and that shocking
cloak of shame that people carry is not their shame; it is
not their shame to carry at all. It is the shame of
institutions that allowed this to happen and that were
complicit in this abuse happening. That is the shame,
and the fact that there are still people who do not accept
that shame and who do not own that shame is not only
troubling, it is nothing short of disgusting.
I share with the member for Melton his thoughts about
the bishop in Adelaide who needs to be sacked, not
step down.
Ms Kairouz — Jailed.
Ms WARD — He needs to be jailed, not step down.
This is not something to step down from. This is
something to be ashamed of, to be sacked over and to
be jailed, absolutely, member for Kororoit.
I am very pleased that we are committing ourselves to
support a national redress scheme, because it is
absolutely needed. The amount of trauma that is carried
by people in these circumstances runs very, very deep. It
would be far more educated and skilled people than you
or me, Acting Speaker, who need to help these people
rebuild themselves. When you have had this part of your
life taken from you, when you have had that degree of
trust and faith removed from you, there is so much work
that needs to be done to build you up again, to help you
to be the person that you could have been had this
shocking experience not occurred. It is not just the trust
and love that has been taken from these people, it is also
the life that they could have had, because they are not
the people that they were before this happened. They are
not those people. They have been damaged, they have
been hurt, they have been bruised. We need skilled
professionals to help these people understand what has
happened to them and to help them to repair themselves.
It is only professional people who can do that.
All the love in the world cannot make you whole again.
All the love in the world cannot repair the damage. You
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need professional people to help you through that, and
professional people cost money. It is the obligation of
the state and of the nation to help to pay for that. That is
the least we can do to help repair the damage that has
happened under the watch of this state, under the watch
of the commonwealth, under the watch of our churches
and under the watch of other institutions.
People have stood by and let this happen, and it is
absolutely the role of the taxpayer to step up and say,
‘We can help. We want to help you to fix your life. We
want to make things better. We don’t want you waking
up in the middle of the night sobbing. We don’t want
you to be too afraid to walk down a certain street, to
hear a certain song, to smell a certain scent’ — all the
things that you have no control over occurring in your
life, that are incidentals, but that can trigger so much
harm and hurt within someone because those memories
just come flooding back. They are out there, they are on
your face and they are in the way you respond to
people. You need professional help to work through the
challenges that you are going to continually face
throughout your life because of the intervention of
another person who — and the member for Melton is
right — sinned, but also, as the member for Narre
Warren South said, performed crimes. They were
criminal acts, repeatedly enacted. It is absolutely right
that the states step in and say, ‘How can we help? How
can we help you be the person that you could have
been, because that person has been taken from you’,
and that is just wrong; it is absolutely wrong.
I commend the government for the work it has done
and for the committee work that was done in trying to
not only expose but also to have stories told, and to
honour the stories, to show respect for those stories and
to show respect for the traumatic experiences that
people have gone through, because these people have
not been respected for so long in their lives. For so long
they have been made to feel worthless, not valued, not
understood and unloved. To be unloved is a terrible
thing. To feel unloved, to feel unwanted, to feel not
understood is shocking. I cannot imagine the pain of
someone who has carried that with them for decades
and decades. It is that hurt, that baggage of broken
relationships that you have not been able to sustain
because you cannot trust anyone, that inability to forge
close relationships with your children because you are
so traumatised in yourself — or your inability to even
have children because of your trauma. Your inability to
cope in certain situations because of the trauma that you
have experienced is just terrible. We absolutely do need
to put money on the table to help people. Sorry is not
always enough; it is not. When you have got to help
people to rebuild their lives, to rebuild the people that
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they could have been, it does cost money and it is only
right that this is what we do.
I also encourage institutions — churches, charities,
non-government institutions — to also do what we
have done: to step up and pay the rent they owe,
because they do owe rent. They owe it hand over fist.
They owe these people. They owe them their lives
back, and it is up to these institutions to make sure that
happens. I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms KAIROUZ
(Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and
Liquor Regulation).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.02 p.m.

ELECTORAL LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL 2018
Second reading
Debate resumed from 10 May; motion of
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General).
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) (14:03) — I rise to
speak on the Electoral Legislation Amendment Bill
2018. This bill has been discussed for some time
outside of this chamber, and I appreciate the
discussions that I have had with the government over
the last six months in order to have the bill that has
come to the house. I am hoping for some further
changes between houses, but I guess that is subject to
further discussions with the government. The bill
basically covers off on three distinct areas. The first is
electoral reform, how elections will be run — certainly
at the next state election in November. There is a part
about the significant donation reform that we will see if
this bill is to pass the Parliament and of course a part
that formalises staffing arrangements for
non-government parties going forward.
The first issue I would like to canvass is electoral
reform. As I said, we are facing an election. It is six
months to the day in fact until Victorians will get to go
to the polls and decide if they have been well served by
this government and ask themselves the question, ‘Am
I better off today than I was four years ago?’. With
congestion getting worse, with the cost of living going
through the roof and with crime spiralling out of
control, I think that most Victorians taking an objective
view would say that things are not as good as they
were four years ago. Understanding how much this
government has deceived them over time, how much
this government has failed to deliver in so many areas
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and how many promises this government has broken
over the last four years, I have no doubt that the people
of Victoria will make the right decision on
24 November this year. But the manner in which they
make that decision will be changed somewhat through
this bill. Certainly we will have a formalised
pre-polling time. I know that members here were
involved in the by-elections that we had down in
Polwarth and South-West Coast, and in the three-week
pre-polling period it was very difficult to attract
volunteers to help out. I am keen to see that we are
going to formalise the pre-polling period at 12 days, as
the legislation puts forward.
We will also be simplifying some of the requirements
for postal vote witnesses, and of significance is the
decision by the government, as portrayed in the bill, to
dispense with the signage that we see at polling booths
throughout Victoria when we do come to election day.
That signage may have some value, although I would
wonder, and I think all members would wonder, how
many votes it actually changes. With the argy-bargy
that we get between party volunteers in getting the
booth wrap up, the late nights or early mornings,
depending on the case — whether we have done it
before midnight or after — and in some cases security
has been needed to ensure that the wrap we put on those
booths is left alone, I think many members may find
that that is a positive step forward, notwithstanding that
there have also been a number of issues, particularly at
schools where so many of the polling booths are held.
They are often left with somewhat of a mess to clean
up — just something small like cable ties around fences
or in many cases the broader advertising material that is
left when the political parties leave and when
Victorians have cast their ballot. I am supportive of
those particular sets of provisions which allow for just
one small sign of 60 centimetres by 90 centimetres to
be held for each candidate at all the official entrances.
As I said, I am sure that is something that our
volunteers may well be quite pleased about.
Part 2 of the bill also extends the distance from the
polling booth entry where a volunteer may not engage a
voter from 3 metres to 6. It is pleasing, however, that
there will be an opportunity for the Victorian Electoral
Commission (VEC) representative to change that if the
weather is inclement or as was the case with my
pre-polling booth back in 2014, where 6 metres
probably would have put us onto Doncaster Road.
Being able to move a little bit further in at the VEC
officer’s discretion certainly is something that we are
very pleased about.
Part 3, 4 and 5 of the bill talk about donation reform, but
I do just want to make some final comments about
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election polling booth behaviour. It would be remiss of
me not to talk about some of the behaviour at polling
booths back in 2014 when we saw a number of
instances of bullying by the Labor Party representatives
and by union representatives, where candidates were
bullied to the point where in one case in Narre Warren
North police had to be called because the ongoing
bullying, harassment and body-shaming by those people
there to support the Labor Party got to such an extent
that police had to be called and people moved on.
My friend the former member for Carrum and indeed
the current Liberal candidate for Carrum was subjected
to extreme bullying by people from the United
Firefighters Union and those who support the Labor
Party. My friend Lorraine Wreford from Mordialloc
was also subjected to similar bullying, and having
stood at the booths during pre-polling it was
extraordinary to listen to some of the bullying and
harassment that was going on. Those in this house who
have benefited from that bullying should certainly
hang their heads in shame and perhaps not be so
mouthy in this chamber when they know that that
bullying has helped put them into this place. May I
also say that in Eltham Steven Briffa, the candidate
there, had his badged car rammed by paramedics.
Consider the ridiculousness of that situation: when he
confronted the ambulance drivers a union official said
that he would pay for the damage — just quite
extraordinary that those extremes could happen.
We had the Victorian Trades Hall Council loudly and
prominently — and proudly in fact — talking about the
fake uniforms that they made for, in many cases, Labor
MP electorate staff to wear, pretending that they were
firefighters. This is not a secret; this is something that
Trades Hall is actually very proud of. These people
actually stood up and the Labor Party stood up
approaching that election with an intent to deceive. You
do not dress people up in fake firefighting uniforms
when you are trying to tell the truth. You are actually
there to deceive, and that is what the left does. They
trade in deceit, and they did so in the lead-up to the
2014 election. They have done so throughout this entire
term. They started as they meant to go on.
When we talk about the sky rail fiasco, when we talk
about the ‘no new taxes’ promise coming before the
sudden introduction of 12 new taxes, when we talk
about budget overruns and when we talk about
shovel-ready projects that three and a half years into a
term we have not seen hide nor hair of, that shows us
that when the Labor Party marketed their deceit in the
2014 election they intended to continue to go that way
all the way. Those people, as I said, who benefited from
that deceit and benefited from that bullying and
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harassment stand condemned for their tacit approval
and acceptance of that behaviour. Certainly it is
something that they learnt from their leader, the
Premier, all the way down.
If we want to talk about deceit, let me continue to talk
about deceit and intention to defraud the Victorian
taxpayer and the now infamous red shirts rorting
scandal. The member for Kew was very eloquent
yesterday during his matter of public importance, where
he raised several important matters in this chamber that
were of material importance to the Victorian people
when it came on the back of a Labor Speaker and a
Labor Deputy Speaker who have been removed from
their positions because of their rorting, on the back of
the Deputy President in the other house, who has been
stood down from his position because he is under
investigation by IBAC.
These issues just pile one on top of another and show
the Victorian people that this government and the Labor
Party broadly do not care about their custodianship of
public funds but indeed would prefer to take all they
can with both hands. In the words of Labor luminary
former Senator Graham Richardson, I guess it is a true
case of ‘whatever it takes’. It does not matter if it means
fraud; it does not matter if it means deceit. These people
will stop at nothing to carry themselves over the
election line, and here they are in government as a
result. I am sure, as I said before, that on 24 November
this year the Victorian people will certainly tell the
Labor Party exactly what they think of them.
The red shirts rorting scandal is where the Ombudsman
has shown that just under $388 000 was rorted by the
Labor Party to ensure their candidates got across the
line. When the Ombudsman said that she would
investigate this matter, under direction from the
Legislative Council, the Premier said that he would
completely cooperate with the Ombudsman’s
investigation and then subsequently proceeded, through
his Attorney-General, to try to frustrate the
investigation at every single turn. Not once, through the
Supreme Court, not twice, through the Court of Appeal,
but three times, through the High Court following the
first two attempts, did the Attorney-General try to
frustrate the Ombudsman’s investigation. He spent
more taxpayers money — over $1 million, probably
more. We do not even know how much it actually was,
and we certainly do not know if the $387 842 that the
Ombudsman tagged as being rorted by the Labor Party
is all. We have no idea.
I think we really need to name and shame those people
who were highlighted by the Ombudsman as being
rorters: Jenny Mikakos still sits in the upper house as a
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minister; Marsha Thomson, the member for
Footscray — and I am not using titles here, Acting
Speaker, because I am quoting from the Ombudsman’s
document — and Nazih Elasmar, Gavin Jennings,
Adem Somyurek, Anthony Carbines, Lily D’Ambrosio,
Martin Pakula, Cesar Melhem, John Eren and Shaun
Leane. Each of these people still sits in one of the two
chambers of this Parliament, having rorted this money.
As the Ombudsman said, the arrangement by the Labor
Party to employ electorate officers as field organisers
was ‘an artifice to secure partial payment for the
campaign out of parliamentary funds’. The prominent
three words following the comma on that line are: ‘and
was wrong’. So do not let any of those opposite pretend
that what they did was okay.
If I hear the words ‘good faith’ one more time,
seriously, I — like others in Victoria — really do not
know what I will do, because we have a group of
people, not least the first law officer of this state, who
the Victorian people expect to be able to navigate the
complex legislation in the acts that sit on this table
where I am standing but seemingly cannot understand
basic guidelines that every other member of this
chamber who is not a member of the Labor Party can
understand. So you can understand all these acts, you
can understand complex legislation, apparently, and
you can put new laws into the Parliament for debate,
but you cannot understand basic guidelines. It beggars
belief. To hear the Treasurer on radio just a few weeks
ago saying, ‘I didn’t partake — I was too busy — but if
I had been asked, I would have done it because,
effectively, I don’t have a clue what the guidelines
actually mean’. He takes —
Ms Halfpenny — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, I think the member has been talking for
12 minutes or so. I understand lead speakers on bills
have leeway, but I still have no idea what the electoral
bill is about.
Mr R. Smith interjected.
Ms Halfpenny — I know from my own reading but
not from the speech given by the lead speaker.
Mr R. SMITH — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, it is an absurd point of order and one you
should rule out. The bill is essentially about elections,
and I am able to contrast between the election that will
be conducted on 24 November this year, when
Victorians make up their mind about this rorting Labor
Party, and the previous 2014 election when the Labor
Party actually engaged in, as I said before, rorts. As
lead speaker, I am entitled to make contrasts. I am

ELECTORAL LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2018
1640

ASSEMBLY

entitled to talk about how elections were run and how
elections are going to be run in the future.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McGuire) — The
custom is to allow the lead speaker leeway.
Mr Richardson interjected.
Mr R. SMITH — Thank you very much, Acting
Speaker. I am happy to talk about bunting, but I am
more happy to talk about the rorting of the Labor Party.
I am more than happy to talk about the fact that the
member for Mordialloc has continued to interject over
the last three and a half years, and I am sure that if the
good people of Mordialloc had known what sort of
representative he was going to be in here, maybe they
would have thought twice. The member for Mordialloc
was actually the recipient of funds funnelled to him by
way of campaign staff to the tune of $5354. The
member for Mordialloc sits over there, let the record
show, with a grin on his face — proud, may I say, that
he rorted those funds and he got a seat from it. Since the
member for Mordialloc is so happy to call himself into
prominence in this debate, let me also talk about the
member for Sunbury and the member for Macedon,
who were able to secure funding through the former
member for Yuroke, Elizabeth Beattie, to the tune of
$24 773.
May I also talk about a now minister, no less — the
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate
Change — who, the Ombudsman found, funnelled
funds to the member for Yan Yean to the tune of
$5364. The member for Lara, who is the Minister for
Sport and Minister for Veterans, employed the
whistleblower himself, Jake Finnegan, to work in the
Bellarine electorate to the tune of $2358, and the then
sitting member, now Minister for Police, seems to think
that is okay. Where is the member for Carrum? When
Labor members were out bullying my friend Donna
Bauer at polling places and the Premier was making
unsavoury comments about her and her illness, the
Labor candidate for Carrum at the time was partaking
in the $20 539 that was funnelled to her.
The member for Bentleigh is not here. The now
member for Bentleigh had $44 732 funnelled to him. I
could go on. Gee, the Deputy Premier must have been
worried. Retiring upper house member Johan Scheffer
funnelled over $21 000 to the member for Monbulk,
now the Deputy Premier. We have seen the Deputy
Premier throw away every value he ever held in this
place. Getting that role as Deputy Premier was worth
more to him than anything he had valued in the past.
The now Minister for Roads and Road Safety partook
in funds that were funnelled to him. Well, I guess if you
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live in Fitzroy North and your seat is over in Narre
Warren North, you have not got time to get over there
and campaign yourself, so you probably do need to find
some money to get others to campaign for you. The
now member for Frankston also got money — $19 931.
The now member for Eltham partook of funds from
former upper house member Brian Tee. It goes on. The
now Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing got
some money too. He must have been in a right state
about going up against our candidate Shannon Eeles,
who, might I say, got 10 per cent more of the primary
vote than the now minister did. He needed the money
as well.
These people opposite have to, one day, be held to
account for this. We will hold them to account every
single day that we possibly can, and the Victorian
people will do likewise. I go back to the comment I
made earlier about the Treasurer saying on radio that he
would have done it himself had he been asked, but he
was too busy and did not know about it. Clearly these
other people were not busy enough during that period.
The Treasurer was too busy, but yes, definitely he
would have done it, which is absolutely crazy when you
think of it that way. The fact that this government tried
to stop the Ombudsman from doing the investigation
that she was going to do is absolutely absurd. Before
coming to office the government said it wanted to
rebuild the community’s confidence in the
accountability and openness of government. Well, as I
said previously on the Integrity and Accountability
Legislation Amendment (Public Interest Disclosures,
Oversight and Independence) Bill 2018 when it came
into this house, I will give those opposite a tip: this is
not the way to do it.
When you rort and steal money and when you pretend
to be something that you are not by way of fake
uniforms, that is not the way to give the community
confidence about the way politicians conduct
themselves. Those opposite tar every single politician in
this country with the same brush when they drag us
down to the bottom level. The Premier, when
opposition leader, dragged his party and this Parliament
into the gutter and then wallowed in that gutter during
the campaign, and he continues to act in a way that is
certainly far from being statesmanlike but is quite the
opposite of that. His conduct filters down through the
rest of his team here. While we support many proposals
in this bill, I certainly feel that the next election on
24 November will be one fought on vision, ideas and
ideals. If Victorians want to make this election about
values, I know I will be proud of where I stand and
where my colleagues on my side of the house stand. If
you want to make it about values, we will beat you
guys every single time — that is for sure.
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Politicians use the word ‘reform’ in many ways. The
word ‘reform’ is often used in a way that does not
actually mean reform. Sometimes the word ‘reform’ is
used to just talk about a new policy initiative or a new
policy direction. I will give the government this: this
particular bill is true reform. It will change significantly
the way that parties conduct themselves with regard to
donations. It will mean some significant changes in the
way the parties internally deal with those changes and
indeed during elections as well. The donations issue is a
complex and vexed one, because we do have many
people in this state and indeed across the entire country
who do have concerns about corporations, businesses or
even individuals that donate money to any party in this
place — all parties have received and will receive such
donations for some time until this bill goes through.
The public are certainly within their rights to question
whether that buys a policy direction or determines the
way whichever party concerned is going to go. On the
other hand we have heard some commentary about the
public also not liking public funds to be used for
campaigns, and that is what makes it such a difficult
question and makes it so difficult to have an effective
framework where everyone is pleased. The fact of the
matter is that Victorians will have different views about
the right way for campaigns to be funded and indeed
the right way for parties to be funded in their
administration.
I do not mean to be glib with this statement, but at the
end of the day democracy costs money. It costs money
to run a party organisation and it costs money to present
your message to the Victorian people, and that money
has to come from somewhere. It can come from
membership fees, but postage and advertising are
getting more expensive. There is a range of ways in
which we talk to the people of Victoria with whatever
message we have, be it from the Labor side, the Liberal
side or The Nationals side. Whichever side you are on it
is important to let people know what your values are,
what your policy directions are and where your funding
is going to go, and unfortunately, as I said, that does
cost money. Whether it is through public money or
private donations, those activities need to be funded in
some way. The government has proposed to make
significant reform with this bill — it will make big
changes. Certainly we are happy to not oppose this bill
in any way at all, but there are obviously some
significant reporting responsibilities that this bill puts
on us. It is fair to say that with increased use of public
money comes increased responsibility to report the use
of that money and to demonstrate that that public
money is being used in the way that the bill proposes it
be used. While the way reporting will be done is
perhaps convoluted, I am not sure I could reasonably or
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intelligently suggest other ways whereby the reporting
could be done, so I very much accept what the
government has put up.
As I said, there may be further work involved in this
bill. I hope the government is open-minded enough to
take on some very sensible suggestions. I say again that
this does involve some significant changes internally
for every party that is represented in this place, but the
government has through this bill promised more
transparency and a better and more robust framework
for political donations. Does it hit the mark? As I said,
we are prepared to not oppose this particular bill at this
stage, and time will tell if it actually delivers what it
purports to.
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) (14:25) — I am very
pleased to speak on the Electoral Legislation
Amendment Bill 2018, and I am pleased to do so not
just because it is one of the most significant reforms of
the Electoral Act 2002 or because it gives Victoria a
robust political donations and disclosure scheme but
also because it gives effect to many of the
recommendations made by the Electoral Matters
Committee in its report entitled Inquiry into the
Conduct of the 2014 Victorian State Election. As
deputy chair of the Electoral Matters Committee, I am
very pleased that this bill addresses a number of
concerns that the committee raised, and it will make
Victoria’s electoral system clearer, more efficient and
more accessible.
I will just clarify some comments that the member for
Warrandyte made in his contribution, and I would
encourage the member to actually read that inquiry
report. He made some fairly inflammatory comments
about actions that he alleges occurred in regard to the
former member for Carrum. As part of the inquiry into
that election, the members of the committee were quite
concerned when they had these allegations put to them.
The allegations were that complaints had been made
about behaviour which were then reported to the
official at the polling place, and the polling official
apparently had to call the police. We checked with the
polling place official. No report was made; no police
were called. So I would just like to clarify that and
encourage the member to actually read the report and
the evidence that goes with it.
No doubt much will be said in the discussion today
about the political donations and disclosure scheme in
the bill. The political donations and reporting scheme
measures are based on the belief that the integrity of the
electoral system can be preserved if the voting public is
made more aware of the sources of private donations.
To that end there is a requirement for real-time
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reporting of individual political donations equal to or
above $1000. A disclosure return must be provided to
the Victorian Electoral Commission (VEC) within
21 days of making or receiving a political donation, and
the VEC will publish the return within seven days of
receiving it.
A level playing field in the electoral process is also
created by capping political donations during each
period at $4000, or $100 for anonymous donations, and
this addresses the growing concerns about foreign
influences on elections. The bill also increases the
public funding entitlement to $6 for each first
preference vote for eligible candidates in the Legislative
Assembly and $3 for each first preference vote for
eligible candidates in the Legislative Council.
That is a very brief overview of the political donations
and funding provisions in the bill, because I would like
to focus on the electoral reforms that arose out of the
Electoral Matters Committee report — not only the
current report on the 2014 election but I understand that
this bill also addresses some of the concerns raised in
the previous inquiry into the 2010 election.
There are a number of electoral reforms that make the
system clearer and more efficient. They include
streamlining early voting procedures and processing
along with providing that the early voting period for a
by-election is 12 days, which is consistent with the
practice for general elections. The Electoral Matters
Committee made a recommendation of no more than
two weeks, so this is consistent with that
recommendation. It arose out of concerns that in the six
by-elections that occurred between 2012 and October
2015, four had a four-week early voting period. The
evidence presented to the committee suggested that this
was unreasonably excessive and placed an unnecessary
strain on political parties, independent candidates and
volunteers.
The bill also provides that early voting is to commence
on the Monday following the final nomination day.
This adopts a recommendation of the committee that
addresses the issue in the current act whereby it requires
that voting commence at 4.00 p.m. on the day that
nominations close. That only left the VEC 4 hours to
conduct a ballot draw and to print and distribute the
ballot papers, and this unrealistic time frame meant that
in some cases the voting centre officials had to
hand-draw ballot papers in that period before they had
received them and that voters were restricted to only
being able to vote below the line because the group
tickets had not been finalised at that time.
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The bill facilitates the faster processing and counting of
early in-person and postal votes, and I am really pleased
that this is included in the bill. This was one matter that
was very strongly supported by the committee. There
was widespread concern that the early votes are not
being counted at all on the night, and given the
increasing proportion of people that are voting early,
this would have led to longer and longer delays in
getting results. The committee received submissions in
regard to this matter, including submissions from the
Liberal Party, the Labor Party and the National Party.
They all supported this early counting of the votes. I
cannot tell you what the Greens position on this is
because they did not participate in the inquiry or
provide a submission.
There is an expectation in the public that an election
result should be available on election night. The bill
amends the Electoral Act to require in-person votes that
are cast in a voter’s home district or region to be kept
separate from the votes that are cast outside, because
this was one of the complicating factors with not being
able to get them counted — that is, they are all put in
the same box and the time taken to sort them is another
reason why things get delayed. So the bill will allow the
VEC to begin processing but not counting the early
in-person votes 2 hours before the close of voting and
postal votes from 10 hours before the close of voting.
This is subject to safeguards that prevent the early
disclosure of voting trends. The bill also removes the
requirement for a person to provide reasons for voting
early, consistent with reforms in other jurisdictions.
There are also a number of changes to the postal voting
process, including providing for online postal vote
applications, simplifying the witnessing requirements
for postal voting applications, bringing forward the
deadline for receipt of applications so that people
actually get their ballot papers before election day,
allowing postal votes received after election day to be
counted based on the date that they were witnessed and
received by the VEC, and reducing the current nine-day
window for the receipt of postal votes to five days,
making this consistent with other states.
There are also additional electoral reforms, including
imposing strict time limits for applications to validly
register a political party. Essentially the time frame that
this bill provides is longer than what was recommended
by the committee, but the committee’s focus was that
there be a set period. So that is great.
The bill simplifies the authorisation requirements for
how-to-vote cards, just requiring authorisation on each
side. This is particularly an issue in joint voting centres,
of which there were about 97 in the 2014 election.
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What happens is that if you have got voting messages
from two candidates, each one of those messages has to
be authorised in addition to the upper house as well, so
you have a number of authorisations on the one
document. You would know, Acting Speaker, that we
had a polling place that was shared by three candidates
at Westmeadows. There was yourself, me and the
member for Sunbury, so in that case we had the voting
messages of three people on the card, with the upper
house on the reverse, and in that case all three plus the
upper house needed to be authorised. The bill simplifies
that completely unnecessary and cumbersome
authorisation process, reducing that to just authorising
on each side.
The bill also gives the Speaker of the Legislative
Assembly the discretion not to issue by-election writs if
a vacancy occurs on a day after 30 June in the year of a
general election.
There are a number of other amendments, but all of
these reforms will no doubt improve and simplify the
electoral processes. The one that I am also particularly
happy about, which the member for Warrandyte
touched on — and we tried to encourage him to talk
about it more — is the end of the bunting wars. I think
most people who have participated in an election would
be well and truly aware of the bunting wars, where
volunteers get up at all hours of the night or even the
night before. These have been increasing recently, and
essentially after they have gone up they stay up for a
day, they get taken down and then they go in a bin. It is
a complete waste of a resource. I am certainly quite
happy to see them go. The member for Warrandyte also
went through the requirements of that. There will be an
allowable 60 centimetre by 90 centimetre corflute at
entrances — that is terrific.
There are a whole range of great reforms in this bill. I
am very pleased to support it, I am very pleased that the
government has acquitted its response to the inquiry
and I commend the bill to the house.
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) (14:35) — I rise to
make a contribution on the Electoral Legislation
Amendment Bill 2018. I suppose I cannot help but
respond to the member for Yuroke and her
contribution near the end there when she was talking
about the end of the bunting wars and signage at
booths. My understanding is that the Labor Party put
the white flag up the pole and that the reason that they
have actually changed this is because they have lost the
battle to the Greens in the inner city. The Greens
actually outdo them with the bunting, outpoll them and
outdo them at the booths.
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Honourable members interjecting.
Mr WALSH — We put it all out at our booths, and
we are not going to be allowed to now. You cannot
even have a double-sided A-frame now; you can only
have one sign. That is how ridiculous this has got. You
cannot even have an A-frame to have your sign up at a
polling booth. I think that is crazy.
In this house we have seen over the last three years the
whole debate around the red shirts campaign during
2014, when the Labor Party used electorate allowances
to rort the system of nearly $400 000. We will never
know how much it actually was because the division
between the upper house and the lower house means we
do not know all the facts from the lower house, and not
everyone responded to the Ombudsman, so they
covered it up.
We had the red shirts rorting debacle in 2014, a
government that has spent probably in excess of
$1 million fighting the Ombudsman about the
investigation of that and the whole cover-up around that
particular program. In some ways the legislation we
have got before the house is the response, where the
government of the day is now going to legislate to use
the public purse to effectively do what it did with the
rorting red shirts program in the past, where the
taxpayer of Victoria will pay for all these things in the
future. It will be legitimised by this piece of legislation.
I must admit I am fairly cynical about the whole
process as to how the government has gone about this. I
think they are structuring it in the best interests of the
Labor Party, compared to the other political parties here
in Victoria.
I will go into some of the details of the bill and some of
the issues, but the way it has been structured, from my
understanding of it, with related third parties and
whether other bodies can put information out there to
raise issues, is that so as long as they are not trying to
deliberately change people’s vote, they can effectively
campaign. Looking at the way this legislation is
structured with those particular issues, this is how the
Labor Party can have its cake and eat it too. They can
actually have a process where the taxpayer is going to
fund the political parties here in Victoria with the
administrative payments that are going to come
through. They can fund campaigns with the dollar per
vote that is going to come through. The Labor Party can
also have the unions there, who pay their affiliation
fees, which can be used for the functioning of the party.
It can have those union bodies involved if those bodies
run information campaigns and are not seen by the
Victorian Electoral Commission (VEC) to be
deliberately trying to change someone’s vote.

ELECTORAL LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2018
1644

ASSEMBLY

Thursday, 24 May 2018

Effectively they would be campaigning for the Labor
Party as well.

time. The changes around the simplification of the
how-to-vote cards are also good changes.

I think with this bill if you were the Labor Party, in
some ways you would be patting yourself on the back
for effectively getting the taxpayer to pay for things.
They are going to have the best of both worlds by
having the unions there to do the work as well and
having affiliated bodies like GetUp! and those things.
So this legislation is about having the best of both
worlds in some ways from the Labor Party point of
view. I think the people of Victoria will be very cynical
about this legislation, and I actually do not blame them
for being cynical about it.

As I said in my introduction, there are changes to
polling booths, where now you are only allowed to
have one 600 millimetre by 900 millimetre sign, which
is essentially the standard corflute that people use. I
asked this question of the Special Minister of State
when we had a briefing on this. That is one corflute. So
most people have at least an A-frame with a corflute on
either side, but that will actually become illegal, and if
you have an A-frame with a corflute on both sides, it
will be seized by the VEC. I think we have just gone
too far. That is just nonsensical, but that is the rule on
that particular issue. The change to the by-election
rules, where if a by-election is needed after 30 June in
an election year, the Speaker can use their discretion
and not enforce a by-election I think is a sensible
change. There are some commonsense things in the bill.

On the detail of the bill, I think there are some good
changes, but there are some changes that will
disadvantage country Victorian voters particularly.
With the change to the enrolment requirements, I think
the change in relation to identification — that it be a
drivers licence or a passport rather than having
someone that knows you witness it — is a
commonsense change. I think having early voting not
starting until the Monday after nominations close on the
Friday is another sensible change. It seemed to me to be
illogical that nominations closed at lunchtime and
people were voting at 4 o’clock that same day. I think
those changes are very good.
The changes around the fact that you no longer have to
lie at the early poll is a good thing. In the 2014 election
I remember talking about this to the VEC person
running the Echuca pre-poll, and his comment was,
‘The town is going to be empty on election day,
because everyone that comes in here to vote pre-poll is
saying they’re going to Fiji on holiday’. So it stops
people telling lies. It just makes sense to have those
particular changes. I think the changes to be able to start
the count of votes and the sorting of votes are sensible
changes.
I think the change to postal vote applications, where
you can actually apply for a postal vote online, is a
sensible change. I must admit I have grave concerns
about the acceptance of postal votes by the close of
business on the Friday after the election. If you look at
the service guarantee that Australia Post gives now
around postage, unless people vote almost a week
before the election there is a real risk that some of those
votes will not get counted. That is because it can take 7
to 9 days for mail to travel only 100 kilometres,
because now it goes via Melbourne or via wherever to a
central sorting point. I am concerned that if some
people do not know to get it into the mail early, they
may not have their vote counted over that particular

When it comes to donations, I think everyone would be
supportive of the ban on foreign donations. This is
where we get into issues around the caps on donations
and the structure of our parties and the structure of the
registered entities of parties. As I said in my
introduction, I think the Labor Party have set this up to
suit themselves. They are the government of the day. It
is their legislation. You would expect nothing different.
But I believe we are going to find that unions will still
be able to do what unions do. They will pay their
affiliation fees and help run the party. They will be able
to run major campaigns on behalf of the Labor Party
provided they do not fall under that definition where
they are deliberately asking someone to change their
vote. I have some real concerns about democracy in
Victoria in this case if they are the rules, where
awareness campaigns can be run and can be seen as
being legitimately within the rules. Those on this side
of politics will not have those resources. The caps on
donations will stop quite a few people who are
time-poor but who actually support the conservative
side of politics.
A change that I think is good for both sides of politics
concerns the resources of opposition. We both take
turns in opposition. Having some prescribed legislation
about the resources of opposition will take away a lot
of the argy-bargy when there is a change of
government. I think that is a good thing. Both sides of
politics have lived through times of transition from
government to opposition. The government of the day
is obviously on a high because they have been elected,
and potentially they want to deny resources to the
opposition. Democracy is best served in Victoria when
there are sufficient resources for the opposition to do a
good job. Whether this is the right number of resources
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is up for debate, but at least it is defined. When the
Andrews government moves into opposition on
25 November this year, they will know the resources
that they will have in opposition. That will be one less
job that we will have to do on transition to
government — sorting out what resources should be
given to the opposition, because it will be prescribed in
this legislation. I think that is a good thing. As the
shadow minister for scrutiny of government said, there
are changes that need to be happen between the
houses, and we expect those to happen.
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) (14:45) — I am pleased
to make a contribution with regard to the Electoral
Legislation Amendment Bill 2018. In particular I want
to pick up on a couple of aspects that have been
commented on by members as well as a few specific
instances that the bill seeks to address. These are based
on what has been our experience as a registered
political party, and I think they need to be taken account
of. A couple of those relate to the introduction of
restricted time limits for political parties to satisfy
registration requirements, as recommended by the
Electoral Matters Committee. This will mean that the
Victorian Electoral Commission (VEC) is able to assess
applications in a timely manner, and prevents
applications being made close to a general election
when the VEC is under the most pressure.
In particular the bill will enable registered party logos
to be printed on ballot papers next to the name of the
party’s candidate, consistent with the commonwealth of
New Zealand’s approach. What we have seen,
particularly from candidates seeking election, is that
they try to confuse voters — for example, by claiming
to hold Labor values or part of the Labor Party. It is
incumbent on the political organisation to make sure
that it protects its intellectual property, its logos and its
interests, but it is also critically important. In parts of
my electorate I have seen people at a voting centre who
are seeking to vote for the Australian Labor Party. They
become confused because they have to deal with people
who misrepresent themselves as somehow being from
the Labor Party and who try to trade off the Labor Party
in the way they are canvassing for votes.
The legislation gives some greater responsibilities and
powers to the VEC to help protect the enfranchisement
of voters and to also make sure that parties are also
protected. While to some extent we can protect and
advance the interests of our intellectual property, our
logos and our name, it is also incumbent on the VEC to
make sure that others who seek to stand for election are
not able to somehow confuse and misrepresent
themselves by trying to claim they represent registered
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political parties. I think that is something that needs to
be picked up in detail.
I note also that proof of some of this work will also be
in its enforcement. We have seen variable quality in the
way the VEC at times meets some of its obligations on
polling day. We need to see some very clear
understanding and engagement from the VEC as to
how many community volunteers end up getting
resourced for casual work. They need to be supported
in being able to enforce this bill when it —
hopefully — becomes law and to make sure that on
polling day and on pre-polling occasions there is a
capacity for the VEC to give clear and immediate effect
to the law. These cannot be things that are followed up
at a later time; people are participating in the
democratic process and voting almost immediately, and
you need to be able to deal with issues as they arise
across hundreds of polling booths on the day.
I think the changes around early voting are
commonsense changes. We should not be trying to put
constraints around people wanting to participate in the
democratic process and wanting to get out and vote in
the period that voting is available. We should be
encouraging as many people to exercise that right as
possible, and we should be making it as easy as
possible for people to do so within the law. The fact is
that some of the largest polling booths when it comes to
vote counting are the pre-poll booths. That is a critical
aspect, and I do not think that is a bad thing. What that
is saying is that there are people who will be engaged in
the political process in their own time within the
capacities of their work and other commitments. If they
want to get in there and vote early, then they should be
able to do that, and we should be making that process
as reliable and straightforward as possible.
There has also been some work done on e-voting that
has not been picked up in the bill, which I have to say I
am pleased about. I notice that computers will be used to
mark off rolls at a couple of the booths in the Ivanhoe
electorate. Over decades we have seen some ridiculous
queues form when people are trying to get their names
marked off the roll and get things moving. I can
understand that we want to trial different processes for
people to have their name taken off the roll. There are
some electronic processes in place, but I resent that pilot
projects have been put in places where informal voting
is very high. I think it is totally inappropriate to choose
places where informal voting rates are significant in
order to trial electronic roll marking. You are trying to
make sure you maximise the formal vote in every
location. There are examples that I thought were very
unfortunate in which people either were not prepared to
wait because the process was too long or too slow, and
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that is not the experience people need to have when they
come to vote. In places where informal voting is high
the focus and process of the VEC should be to make
sure as many people vote and have that vote count.
When you want to try new processes perhaps the places
to do that are locations where the formal rate of voting
is extremely high and there is probably a greater desire
or interest for people to trial different types of systems
and there is less risk of disenfranchising people. I
certainly saw that, which I thought was unfortunate,
over some of the previous elections.
Some of the changes that also provide a greater
capacity for election results to be tallied and counts to
be done I think are really important. I certainly find it
hard to fathom the length of time it has taken in the past
for declarations of results and for some results to be
tallied and made available. I hope that some of the
changes outlined in the legislation provide a greater
capacity and accountability for the VEC to address
some of those matters.
I would also say that while there has always been the
capacity post-election for the Electoral Matters
Committee to review and have a look at responses to
the way in which elections have been conducted, I think
we need to maintain a vigilance around accountability
on those works. All of us here are engaged in these
processes and have a lot of experience in the way in
which they operate, and I think it is incumbent on us to
make sure that we are supporting our people in the
VEC, not only the full-time employees but those casual
employees who contribute over many decades in their
community at different elections. We also need to make
sure that they are resourced to be able to do this work,
that they are trained and have it explained to them in
detail so they can carry out that work effectively. Also I
think it is incumbent on us to make sure that we are
enfranchising as many people as possible to make the
task of casting their vote and having their say as simple
and straightforward as possible.
Some of the changes around postal voting and postal
voting applications are critical and the desire should be
to rule in and be able to account for as many people’s
efforts to vote as possible. I certainly also think that we
need to make sure there is not misrepresentation by
people who have registered as candidates to somehow
seek to pass themselves off or miscommunicate to
people their intention when they are canvassing for
votes. I think that is something the VEC needs to take
into greater consideration, particularly around written
material and the authorisation of material near polling
booths. These are some of the key aspects that I think
need to be dealt with. I am pleased that there are some
efforts to deal with those matters in the bill, and I look
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forward to hearing of the concerns and also aspirations
that other members have and to see this bill provide
greater opportunities for the VEC and voters to do
their job.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) (14:55) — I rise to speak
on behalf of the Greens on the Electoral Legislation
Amendment Bill 2018. This bill has been a long time
coming, and I am going to particularly focus on the
donations reform part of this bill. It has not been
canvassed that much by previous speakers, but I am
sure I will be able to make up for that in my
contribution, because donations reform comes after a
long time over which the Greens have been calling for
reform, particularly in Victoria, where we have some of
the weakest laws in the country. In fact one could
almost say we have no laws, given that we have simply
been relying on the weak federal donations laws.
This reform is really important because it goes to the
heart of the integrity of our political system, the
integrity of our democracy and the core principle that
we should be here acting in the public interest and for
the public good and should not be seen to have conflicts
of interest where there are favours or special deals for
vested interests or for those who fund our political
campaigns — that is, where there is a blatant conflict of
interest between politicians or a political party and the
donations they receive, which are often from highly
regulated industries. I am referring specifically to
property developers, to the gambling industry and to
energy companies, where often with just the stroke of a
pen the government can make a decision that affects
their profits.
This goes to access, influence and whether you can
separate donations from lobbying; where lobbyists, an
individual, an industry or an organisation on one hand
puts their case to a government or opposition member
of Parliament — who should be making decisions
based on merit, the public interest or their values — and
on the other hand there is also a donation involved
funding their political campaigns and helping them get
elected. This goes to access to power and then influence
over what decisions are made, particularly where there
is a clear conflict of interest. You have just got to look
at Labor’s Progressive Business, where the day after the
budget the Treasurer was out there fundraising off the
back of the budget, or in the last term of government
when you had the unseemly spectacle of that
government holding a fundraiser attended by the same
companies that were benefiting from their infrastructure
projects. It is unacceptable, it is unseemly and it is right
that we have donations law reform now to change that.

ELECTORAL LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2018
Thursday, 24 May 2018

ASSEMBLY

Specifically around donations, this bill puts a cap on
donations of $4000 over four years where currently
there is no cap. It lowers the disclosure threshold to
$1000. That is down around $14 000 from the current
figure, and it reduces those reporting times down to
around 28 days. It is not exactly real-time disclosure —
I think in Queensland it is seven days — but it certainly
is an improvement on what we have had previously,
where the public did not even know until, often, a year
and a half after an election who had donated to political
parties. There are reforms that increase public funding
provided to political parties and place administrative
requirements on those parties to administer this scheme.
There are changes in terms of associated entities and
third parties, and there are also a number of changes to
the Electoral Act 2002.
This is something the Greens have been pushing for
years and it is an absolutely essential reform to clean up
politics and help restore trust. When we look at who has
donated to political parties, these are people from
highly regulated industries that are seeking to influence
government where governments are making decisions
that affect their profits. You just have to look at Crown
Casino and the Australian Hotels Association, which
are lobbyists on behalf of the gambling, alcohol and the
tobacco industry. You have got Transurban and
Tabcorp. It is made all the more unseemly by some of
these sweetheart deals that successive governments
have done for these companies where there is a clear
conflict of interest.
You have just got to look at Crown Casino, seemingly a
favoured client of the state. We have had their
extraordinary licence extension to 2050, which includes
the provision that the state has to pay up if measures are
enacted to address problem gambling that could affect
their profits. It is extraordinary. In this term, we have
seen them be exempted from the planning scheme on
what is, I think, the tallest building in Australia,
slashing the public benefit contribution. We have got
today’s news, where they are clearly breaching what
should be appropriate action around pokies, but we
know that they have got exemptions from the law that
other pokies operators do not have.
Look at what is happening with Transurban now.
Essentially they have been put in charge of planning,
designing, building and operating transport
infrastructure in this state. With the West Gate tunnel,
what started out as $500 million of off-ramps to the port
from the West Gate Bridge has turned — morphed —
into this $6.7 billion project, with off-ramps now going
straight into the CBD. It is funnelling thousands of cars
into the CBD, paid for by toll extensions on CityLink,
an incredible sweetheart deal. It is hard to see how
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anyone looking at this objectively could not see
anything but a cash cow for Transurban.
We have got some great deals done for property
developers. The one I am probably most familiar with
is what has happened in South Yarra at 661 Chapel
Street, where we had a tower. The Leader of the
Opposition, when he was the Minister for Planning,
stepped in and changed local planning laws to allow a
building that was more than double in height what the
planning laws allowed. This was after, mind you, he
told councillors face to face that he did not do planning
scheme amendments on individual sites — that was in
regard to Orrong Towers. This was on behalf of a
property developer who was a donor to the Liberal
Party, a clear conflict of interest.
Ms Asher — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
whilst I understand that the member for Prahran has
some latitude in this, in my opinion he is moving to
impugn the motives of the Leader of the Opposition
when he was Minister for Planning. It is only available
to the member for Prahran to do that by way of
substantive motion. I would ask that you please direct
him to get on with his comments about the bill before
the house and cease reflecting on the Leader of
the Opposition.
Mr HIBBINS — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, I clearly in my remarks referred to the conflict
of interest in making those decisions and the donation
received. I do not think calling out a conflict of interest
is in any way doing what the member is suggesting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Dimopoulos) —
Order! Because I have only just assumed the chair, I am
going to take some advice from the Clerk. I advise the
member for Prahran to be cautious not to impugn
members and to get back to the contribution.
Mr HIBBINS — Just to conclude these remarks,
what we found out was that this developer
eventually — immediately — sold that land for a
massive profit of $36 million. I mean, this is just one of
those examples where there is a clear conflict of interest
with governments making decisions and people
donating to political parties. It shows why this reform is
absolutely necessary.
Now, as I said, the Greens have a long history of calling
for this reform, probably from when we first entered
this place over 10 years ago. In 2008 we succeeded in
getting an inquiry into Victoria’s donation laws
established, and in setting up that inquiry the same
points that were made then are still relevant today: the
fact that we rely on weak federal laws, the fact that it
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takes a year and a half after an election to find out who
donated to political parties, unless of course they
choose to disclose earlier like ourselves, and the fact
that there are very few restrictions on who can actually
donate to political parties. I think in Victoria only
Tabcorp and Tatts have caps of around $50 000, but
there is nothing in other highly regulated industries.
These problems have not changed in 10 years.
In 2014, in the next Parliament, we moved motions
calling on parties to refrain from accepting political
donations from property developers and highly
regulated organisations and for legislation to be
introduced. This was a motion that, again, both the
Labor and Liberal parties spoke out against. In the
current term of Parliament, the member for Melbourne
introduced a private members bill to ban political
donations from property developers, which importantly
would have covered local government as well. The
newly elected Lord Mayor of Melbourne, as a member
of the Property Council of Australia, declared that she
would not accept donations from property developers at
the start of her campaign. It was a good declaration, but
it should not be up to candidates to decide that. It should
be against the law. Unfortunately that bill, again, was
voted down on the first reading in this place by both the
government and the opposition. On top of that, I have
asked the Premier four times during question time in this
term to reform political donations laws. It is worth going
over those answers to show just how far the government
seems to have moved on this issue. In first —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HIBBINS — Well, I would make the point — I
agree with you. I would make the point, and I am glad
the member has raised this — that it is the political
pressure that the Greens have brought to bear that has
played a very significant role in bringing about this
reform.
In June 2015 the Premier was not interested. They had
already made some integrity announcements, and he
was not interested in any further reform. In August
2015 a Fairfax investigation found a link between a
number of Australian politicians from local and federal
governments and alleged Australian Calabrian mafia
figures. It found — I am quoting from an article by
reporters Stephen Bennetts and Anna Sergi:
Australia’s flawed political donations system, which can
mask the real source of money pouring into politics, is
vulnerable to influence by this highly determined criminal
organisation.

At the time, even the federal Labor leader was
prepared to say we needed to reform donations laws,
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but again the Premier was not interested and in one of
his usual responses called us ‘commentators’ and said
they were ‘delivering’ — not on donations reform,
just ’delivering’.
We then heard that they were interested in pursuing
this at the national level, through the Council of
Australian Governments (COAG). Again I asked the
Premier, was he going to ask this at COAG? No, he
was not going to raise this at COAG. We found out
later that it was actually stymied at COAG because of
the Victorian government. And again, another article
came out, saying:
A push for a national overhaul of political donation laws
appears to have stalled, with the Andrews government
showing no interest in campaign funding reform or even
greater transparency.

It went on to say that Labor in Victoria had repeatedly
sought to block reform.
In 2016 the Ombudsman, in a report regarding a
complaint regarding a councillor — who was absolved
of that complaint, I understand — remarked in the
foreword:
Victoria, along with the Commonwealth, is amongst the least
regulated jurisdictions in the western world in terms of
political finance law.

She went on to recommend in the report that the
government should consider:
a.

whether there should be restrictions on donations to
candidates and political parties by property developers

b.

whether details of all donations to a candidate or
political party should be required to be published on a
publicly available register within 30 days of the relevant
election.

Again, this was raised with the Premier, but he saw no
need. In fact he said:
All of us will have lots of different views. I believe that the
current arrangements are adequate. That is not to say that they
could not be improved at some point in the future.

We then had late last year the allegation regarding the
Leader of the Opposition. It was revealed that the
Leader of the Opposition had had dinner with the
alleged head of Melbourne’s Mafia. While I think a lot
has been made of the dinner and the ‘lobster with the
mobster’ saying, what really goes to the heart of why
this was a problem is that it was essentially alleged that
this was part of a plot to funnel money into the Liberal
Party, potentially from the proceeds of crime. It was
actually raised. A reminder of the recording which was
found just happened to come out in the paper again
today. Mr Macmillan says on the recording:
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You can’t associate Matthew with money and I would have to
be the intermediary. But I’m talking about a swag of money
that they’re prepared to give for them —

the Leader of the Opposition’s campaign.
We’re probably talking hundreds [of thousands of dollars in
donations] …

The article stated:
… caught him plotting to split the promised donations into
smaller amounts to avoid disclosing the source of the funds to
authorities.

Clearly we have had over years reasons to see why the
current disclosure and donations system is incredibly
broken. It undermined the integrity of our political
system, and there was the need for change, but this
government and governments preceding it had resisted
calls for change until two months out from the
Northcote by-election, when they announced that they
were going to strengthen donations laws to be the
toughest in the country.
I am sure Labor members would like to believe that the
Premier and the cabinet just woke up one day and
decided suddenly that after all this, after all that has
happened over the years — despite the scandals, the
resistance, the recommendations and the work by
committees and academics — donations reform was a
good idea. I have got a different view. I would put it
that the political pressure that the Greens brought to
bear on this issue over years — over a decade — has
brought this result. Make no mistake: this is a Greens
achievement.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HIBBINS — I think the message is loud and
clear: Greens in Parliament fighting for change,
sometimes for years, get results. This gets results, even
more so when you have a political contest that pits the
Greens against the Labor and Liberal parties. There is
absolutely no doubt.
Mr Pearson interjected.
Mr HIBBINS — Perhaps we can check the record
to see what the member for Essendon has ever said
about donations law reform. What has the member for
Essendon ever said about this? Absolutely nothing. I
know it is a difficult day. It is a difficult day for the
member for Essendon when he knows that something
that the Greens have been fighting for for years finally
the government has actually seen the light of day to
adopt what is a great Greens policy — donations law
reform. In fact if we check the record, no doubt the
member for Essendon was heckling when I questioned
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the Premier on donations reform all those times. It is a
tough day for him, I am sure.
I will go on to other measures in this bill, firstly around
how donations reform will be administered.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HIBBINS — I tell you what: you bring in more
bills like donations law reform and other Greens
achievements, and I will keep speaking for them,
because finally we have a bill before this place that is
actually worth speaking on for 20 minutes. I know the
member for Essendon did about 5 minutes on changing
a font in a bill once. I probably do not have that sort of
expertise. I tell you what: we have got a few to go after
their promises in the Northcote by-election. We have
still got renters reform to go. We have still got banning
the plastic bag. They did everything, so we are still
waiting. There could be hope.
Just touching on the other parts of this bill, obviously
there is the increased public funding to go along with
donations law reform. I think it is at $6 per lower house
vote and $3 per upper house vote as well as some
administration funding for parties — $40 000 per
annum. Certainly with these figures I cannot imagine
political parties would be crying poor, but I would hope
that the taxpayer, in return for the increased funding,
can now get a political system and a democracy with
far more integrity than we previously had.
I will touch on one of the final changes, and that is to
the elections, around bunting. I certainly know the local
Prahran RSL is going to be very happy that their RSL is
no longer going to be covered in bunting during
election time.
Ms D’Ambrosio interjected.
Mr HIBBINS — I would love to think that this was
because of their care about the environment. The
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
is at the table and is, I am sure, a strong advocate for
getting rid of bunting, but really this is because the
Labor Party cannot control Bill Shorten’s mates — it
cannot control former ministers from tearing down
other parties’ bunting. It is very unfortunate, and
unfortunately it is now time that the bunting wars are
over. We started winning the bunting laws, and now
they are suing for peace. We are the party of peace, so
we will go in for this one.
We are really pleased to finally see donations law
reform in this state. This has been a long time coming.
It is a credit to my colleagues who have fought for this
since well before I came here. It is a change that is
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absolutely needed, and more than ever given the
ongoing series of scandals that have overshadowed this
Parliament and the previous Parliament. Now more
than ever we need to clean up politics in this state. We
need to clean up this Parliament. It is absolutely needed.
That is what the Greens are fighting for, and that is
what the Greens are achieving in this bill.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (15:15) — I am
delighted to join the debate on the Electoral Legislation
Amendment Bill 2018. It has only taken until his final
year in the 58th Parliament for the member for Prahran
to speak for his full allotted time, so today is an
interesting day of note. I listened at length to the
member for Prahran’s contribution, and there are a
couple of observations I would make. The member for
Prahran did not mention, nor did he disclose to this
place, the $1.68 million donation that Graeme Wood
from Wotif made to the Greens political party. He did
not mention that.
Another point I would make after listening carefully to
the member’s contribution is that he seemed to argue
that organisations or companies donate and it is as a
consequence of that donation that a government acts,
and he gave a number of examples to that effect. I am
very pleased to say that I voted for the voluntary
assisted dying legislation when it came before this place
because I believed in it. I absolutely believed in it. I
listened very carefully at that time to the views of the
members of the other place. I seem to recall — and the
member for Prahran, I am sure, will correct me if I am
wrong — at that time the Greens political party said,
‘There is no conscious vote for our members. This is
party policy. We are voting for it as a bloc’.
I raise this in the context of the estate of Aina Ranke,
who has passed away. She was a voluntary euthanasia
activist and donated $18 760 to the Greens. My
question I suppose to the member for Prahran is: is the
member for Prahran seriously suggesting that because
the Greens political party received $18 760 from the
estate of Aina Ranke they all voted en bloc for
voluntary euthanasia? I do not think that would be a fair
assumption, but if you follow the member’s logic, that
is exactly what he is saying. And it is false; it is just
false. We are not going to be lectured to by the Greens,
frankly, on anything, because when it comes to serious
reform in the state, it is always a Labor Party that has
been there. We have been here defending the interests
of working people since 1891. They have done nothing,
the Greens. They have delivered absolutely nothing.
I listen attentively to the member for Yuroke — and I
note that the member for Brighton is in the chamber so
I can only assume she will be following me. I recall
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some of the work that the Electoral Matters Committee
did at the time, and I remember having conversations
about some of the investigations — without breaching
any confidentiality of the committee, I wish to hasten to
add. It is great to see the work of a committee that took
this matter very seriously, that diligently applied itself
and that made a series of recommendations, and this
bill before the house acquits many of those.
I am really pleased that we have got a bill like this
before the house, because I think it reflects the
changing nature of democracy. If you go back to the
1970s or 1980s, there were no trading hours on a
Saturday afternoon. People ostensibly worked 9 to 5.
There was no gig economy, there was no late-night
economy and people worked within those defined
hours. It was logical of course that people would turn
out to vote on a Saturday. Interestingly, apparently the
Americans vote on a Tuesday because of the distance
between the polling stations and farms. People would
often harvest their produce on a Sunday and had to
travel on the Monday in order to reach the polling
station by the Tuesday. I find that quite fascinating. The
reality is that now we are seeing much more early
voting occurring.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr PEARSON — What did the Romans do? I
should find out more about the voting practices of the
early Roman Republic. I think the answer to the
question is that the Praetorian Guard had far more
power in these matters under the Roman Empire than in
the Republic. I think we could certainly say that. The
reality is that early voting is becoming more and more
of a reality because people work on Saturdays and there
are more social engagements. We are a lot busier now
in the 21st century than we were 30 years ago.
Recognising the fact that this is a reality, I suspect it
will be a growing trend. Making sure we tidy up the
legislation so that people do not have to give an excuse
is really important.
Similarly, there is a recognition that counting those
early votes on election day and election night is really
important. We could have a set of circumstances where
there was quite a tight contest in a particular campaign,
and if 25, 30 or 40 per cent of the vote was already
registered before polling day, there could potentially be
a set of circumstances where for a delayed period of
time we would not know the outcome of an election,
which I think is important as well.
The move to applying for a postal vote online is a really
welcome initiative. Those of us who have been
involved in political campaigns know that postal votes
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are sometimes a very challenging, difficult or intricate
exercise to go through. It can be quite cumbersome in
its own way, so enabling that level of online voting is
important.
The restricting of electoral bunting is indeed welcome,
as many have said. I seem to recall spending many wee
hours of a morning at — I can particularly recall this —
the Frankston East by-election in 1999 in my 1976
Corona Mark II guarding the bunting on a primary
school in the Pines, from memory. They were quite a
few hours of my life I never got back. But nonetheless
the result that night certainly made up for it.
I know there have also been conversations at different
times about whether or not we should actually hand out
how-to-vote cards at polling stations. In some European
countries they just do not do that. There is just a
how-to-vote card inside the booth, and people vote
accordingly. I am pleased we are not moving away
from this tradition, because one of the real challenges of
being a member of this place presents — and I have
only been here for a very short period of time — is that
you can get caught in your own world and your own
bubble and you can start to get removed from your
branches and your network of activists.
I think that engaging branch members, regardless of
whether you are Labor, Liberal, Nationals or Greens, on
the campaign, giving them hope, inspiring confidence,
giving them the sense that you have a vision for what
you want to do, encouraging them and going on the
journey with them, is a really important exercise in
democracy. It means that there are always those
conversations, as we all know, about staffing the
booths; making sure you have the volunteers out;
making sure you are covering people for breaks;
making sure that if it is a hot day they have got
sunscreen, they have got shade and they have a water,
and if it is a cold day there are ponchos or umbrellas;
and someone is going around delivering food. That is a
very important exercise in our political parties and in
our political system. I think that you really want to try
to keep the strong links between members and their
support base. So I am really pleased that we are not
touching that.
I think that ensuring there are 120 days before polling
day to register a political party is really important. If I
go back 20 or 25 years, it was always about getting a
story in the Herald Sun or about trying to get on the
Channel 9 news. Probably at that stage between 85 and
90 per cent of voters would vote for one of the major
parties, and you would have probably 10 per cent that
would vote for the Democrats back then or for the
Greens or an Independent. I think we are now in a
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world where the audience is fracturing and people are
going off in their own bubbles; they are disengaging
from the political process. If you get on a train to come
into Parliament, people are not reading the papers
anymore; they are on their phones. You are seeing that
reflected in voting behaviour. I think we will see an
increasing decline in terms of the support for the major
parties. That is probably a reality.
What we have to make sure, though, is that you do not
start having these micro parties springing up a very
short period of time before polling day in order just to
either game the system — and that is particularly
important now when you are looking at the public
funding of elections — or to pervert in some way the
electoral system. Having that 120-day time distance is
an important exercise, because it does give people an
opportunity to get their ducks in a row. We are just
trying to ensure that if people do want to participate in
the democratic process, they do so seriously. If you are
basically doing it for a lark, doing it on a whim and
want to run as an Independent, that is fine; you can
knock yourself out. But if it is about trying to say that
you want to make a serious contribution to policy and
you want to set up a party, then you need to do it
properly and you need to do it seriously.
This is a very good bill that is before the house. It is
about making sure that we improve and continue to
broaden and strengthen our democracy in the state of
Victoria. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms ASHER (Brighton) (15:25) — I wish to make a
couple of comments in relation to the Electoral
Legislation Amendment Bill 2018. While much of this
bill is focused on donations, that is not going to be the
focus of my observations, because I am the chair of the
Electoral Matters Committee and I want to spend some
time examining the recommendations of that committee
and the government’s, in large form, implementation of
those recommendations. I would make the preliminary
point that when the public fully realises the extent of
public funding that will underpin the replacement of the
donations that the parties previously raised, I suspect
the public will not be jumping up and down with
excitement over this particular bill that is before the
house. But I will leave it to others to comment on the
donations perspective. A number of comments have
already been made on staffing for non-government
parties, which has been a contentious issue for a very,
very long time.
I wish to focus my observations on the one-third of the
bill that looks at the conduct of elections, as I said,
because I am the chair of the Electoral Matters
Committee. I acknowledge the presence not only of the
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deputy chair of that committee, the member for
Yuroke, who has already spoken, but also the member
for Nepean.
Just as an aside, this is a committee where the
government does not have a majority. I have to say that
the committee spent a lot of time deliberating in, I
think, a most mature and intelligent manner. We spent a
lot of time talking to witnesses and a lot of time putting
forward a number of recommendations. I am very
pleased to see that the government acknowledged
throughout the second-reading speech the number of
suggestions that it has picked up, either in whole or in
part, from the Electoral Matters Committee. A lot of us
give lip-service to the way the committee system works
in this Parliament, but I think the electoral reforms that
we are looking at today are a very good example of
good committee work from all of the members of the
committee — Liberals, Nationals, now Reason party
and of course Labor. I am pleased to see that sensible
deliberations can result in change.
The committee made 23 recommendations in its report
and 10 of them were to the government. I want to go
through those recommendations. In recommendation 2
the committee recommends an amendment to the
Electoral Act 2002 to specify that the maximum
allowable period for early voting at a by-election be
two weeks. The government has adopted that in
clause 23.
I refer honourable members to page 35 of the Electoral
Matters Committee report, where in relation to the
by-elections in Melbourne in 2012, Lyndhurst in 2013,
Polwarth in 2015 and South-West Coast in 2015, those
early voting periods were four weeks, and the
committee felt that that was way too much. That is a
very, very long by-election period, and this bill
regularises a general election with by-election
early voting.
Recommendation 3 is a very, very important
recommendation from the committee. It recommends
that all early votes cast in an elector’s home district be
counted on election night. Indeed a lot of the language
of the government in the explanatory memorandum to
the bill reflects the language of the Electoral Matters
Committee — that is, that the public has an expectation
that results will be available on election night. Given
the number of people who are pre-poll voting, this will
enable a better chance of an election being called on the
night. We can all think back to 2010 to the electorate of
Bentleigh where those votes were not counted properly
and the state hung around in limbo for some time.
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Recommendation 4 is a recommendation that early
voting should commence on the Monday after the final
nomination day, and that has been picked up in
clause 23. Again, I think the member for Yuroke
instanced the handwriting of ballot papers in the big
rush to get out there and vote. I remember that I used to
print off a how-to-vote card and stand out there myself
when the ballots opened on the Friday to try to get those
two people, or whatever it was, who were going to go
overseas. So this is a sensible recommendation from the
committee, and I am pleased that it has been adopted.
Recommendation 7 is to have a postal vote applied for
by electronic means. Indeed that has also been picked
up by the government in this bill at clause 24.
In recommendation 8 the committee recommends that a
witness would be a witness without actually adding a
title or a capacity. Again the government at clause 25 of
the bill has agreed with the committee and picked up
that recommendation.
Recommendation 9 allows for a change to allow
election officials:
to inspect the witness date for returned postal vote
declarations postmarked the Sunday or Monday immediately
after election day, to determine if the vote is to be accepted.

The government has in part accepted this particular
recommendation. There is a bit of variation, and that is
set out in clause 28 of the bill. I have to say that with
Australia Post’s deteriorating services we all have our
doubts about the capacity of the postal system to
operate for much longer. Indeed most electoral
commissioners that the Electoral Matters Committee
spoke to think that the postal voting system will hold
out for one more election only.
Recommendation 10 makes some recommendations on
the registering of political parties, and again the
government has effected that recommendation in
clause 11 of the bill.
In recommendation 18 the committee recommended
that how‑to‑vote cards at joint voting centres need only
carry a single authorisation. Indeed this came to the
committee from the Liberal Party, and the Liberal Party
and the Labor Party have engaged to varying extents
with the committee because they see the opportunity of
trying to get a sensible outcome through the committee
system and then through to the government. The
government has adopted a slightly broader approach
and has simplified the process for the registration of all
how-to-vote cards, and again that is picked up in
clause 17. For those of us who have been members of
political parties, in my case since 1976, the reason of
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course that we have registration of these how‑to‑vote
cards is as a consequence of a Nunawading by-election
where one Peter Batchelor, the then state secretary of
the ALP, decided he would distribute some fraudulent
how-to-vote cards. So this whole registration system
arose out of pretty disgraceful conduct in that
Nunawading by-election.
Recommendation 19 moves on to something that is not
picked up in the bill but has been picked up by the
government previously. The committee recommended
that the public sector code of conduct be amended to
prohibit public sector workers using government
property such as ambulances, fire trucks and uniforms
for political purposes and in election campaigns and
that penalties be developed for a breach of this type.
The government referred this matter to the public
sector commissioner, and the public sector
commissioner has in fact amended the public sector
code of conduct to prohibit the sort of conduct we saw,
for example, with fire trucks being driven around as
part of election campaigns. However, the proof of this
will be in the reporting mechanisms and penalties
which will be applied should this type of behaviour
happen at the next election.
Recommendation 23 related to independent candidates
and their funding disclosures, which I think it is
probably fair to say that the government has picked up
in its donation reform package.
However, there are a number of amendments here that
did not emanate from the Electoral Matters Committee,
such as the restrictions on bunting. That was not
something that was recommended by the committee. I
am wondering what the Labor Party will do next —
perhaps ban the sausage sizzle on election days?
Obviously donations were not discussed — although a
previous Electoral Matters Committee inquiry had
looked at the issue of donations — so there are a
number of items or clauses in this bill that have not
come from the Electoral Matters Committee.
I did want to take the time to go through the fact that
the government uses the word ‘acquit’. The
government says it has acquitted the Electoral Matters
Committee’s recommendations. It has adopted them
either in whole or in part and given credit to the
Electoral Matters Committee in the second-reading
speech. I am delighted to see an example of a
government adopting a committee’s recommendations.
Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) (15:35) — I am
pleased to also add my comments in regard to the
Electoral Legislation Amendment Bill 2018 before the
house, which, as we have heard, has followed a fairly
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healthy bipartisan approach through its conception,
coming through the Electoral Matters Committee. It is
certainly appropriate that we have heard from both the
chair and the deputy chair of the current Electoral
Matters Committee, which made a number of
recommendations that have been supported in this bill.
Of course there are a broad range of changes in the bill
that go beyond the issues that the Electoral Matters
Committee raised. They are in relation to political
donations and reforms to ensure that there is greater
transparency and that there are clearer restrictions in
regard to donations — the banning of foreign
donations, for example.
I will not really be focusing on that aspect of the bill,
however. I have been in involved in campaigning for
many years now. The 1980s or some time would have
been the first election campaign that I was involved in. I
remember that my first work experience was as a
teacher at Kaniva. As a Labor supporter back then, I
think there were three of us who would hand out
how-to-vote cards in Kaniva for the Labor Party, so it
was a fairly lonely experience back then, as I
remember. Coming to Ballarat was clearly a more
warming experience for all Labor supporters and Labor
Party members.
What the bill aims to do is make some sensible
changes, as we have heard, recommended by the
Electoral Matters Committee in regard to the extension
of early voting procedures. We have certainly seen in
recent elections that early voting has extended in terms
of the number of people who wish to take advantage of
early voting, and it seems to have been a very sensible
process to provide that opportunity for people who
cannot be present on election days. What we have done
on this occasion is recognise that a lot of people have
been coming to pre-polling to vote ahead of the election
day. They have sometimes been required to explain
why they could not be there on election day, but we
know sometimes people have not answered those
questions honestly.
I found myself in the last election thinking, ‘Well, it
would be very convenient for me as the candidate to
vote ahead of election day so I could focus all of my
attention on the actual campaigning issues on election
day and just speaking to voters’. Of course as a
candidate entering a polling booth on election day,
election officials become a little bit concerned because
they think that maybe you are entering the polling
booth to campaign, which of course is entirely
inappropriate when you are in fact just coming to vote
on election day. So for candidates it has been an
awkward issue too. When I did attempt to pre-poll in
the last election I was advised that I could not because
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the electoral commissioner present knew that I would
be present on election day — or it was certainly
expected that I would be — and when he asked the
question I said, ‘I would be around on election day’, so
I could not vote. This simply changes the issue so that
people can vote freely ahead of election day at the
pre-polling booths without having to make an
explanation. That seems to make some sense.
The legislation before us also does some sensible things
in allowing for the counting of the pre-polling votes and
allowing for the counting of the postal votes so that
they will not actually be counted ahead of election day
but can be compiled on election day itself so the
envelopes can be checked and then the counting of the
votes can take place on election day and be processed
in a much quicker and more appropriate manner so that
we are more likely to get the announcement of the
results of an election on election night rather than
having to wait until those pre-poll votes or postal votes
are counted. So that is a very sensible change.
We also know in regard to the whole processing of
election results that it is appropriate to take into account
people’s desire to have that count of the election on
election night and to get a response. Also, we recognise
that people use the internet these days, so being able to
apply for postal voting online is another appropriate
change we have made in this legislation to speed up the
process, so you will not have to send away for your
postal vote, get it back through the post and then send
off your vote. We know the postal system has been
getting slower and slower in recent times, so allowing
people to apply for their postal vote online will see
them receive their vote more quickly.
When they are filling in the postal vote, as we have
heard, we do not need the person who has to witness
their signature to note their title, which again becomes
confusing. The witness simply has to be a person who
is 18 years or over and not the election candidate, and
they have to sign the form. That makes the process,
again, more convenient, more appropriate. Recognising
those issues of the postal system, we have clarified the
time when it might be deemed that postal votes have
been posted appropriately. So voters will get the full
time — until 6.00 p.m. on the Friday following the
election. If those postal votes have been received by the
Electoral Commissioner effectively within a week of
the election, they will be considered as appropriately
received. There is also a category whereby if we can
see that the envelope has in fact been posted before
election day, the voter will still be permitted to be
acknowledged and added to the count. These are
sensible changes to the legislation.
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We are simplifying postal voting cards to have the
authorisations shown clearly once on each side of the
postal voting card. We have heard also how we are
changing the issues of signage on election day. Those
of us who have been closely involved in elections for a
number of years know that our younger members have
perhaps enjoyed the opportunity of being out early, at
1 o’clock, 2 o’clock, 3 o’clock in the morning, trying to
get around the polling booths to see if they can, in our
case, outdo the Liberals to get their bunting in a better
position than the Liberals. The Liberals likewise have a
lot of young bucks — mostly young bucks, some young
women too, I guess — who get out and try and outdo
our side on that. Sometimes, because they are young
individuals, they can get a bit stroppy if somebody else
is trying to replace their bunting or get in their way. It
just makes a lot of sense to reduce that issue, to reduce
that signage — that clutter around elections on election
day. We have in fact extended the distance, so signage
has to be at least 6 metres from the entrance to a polling
place now; there will be just one sign from each
political party or candidate at each entrance; and the
signs have to be 600 millimetres by 900 millimetres —
standard corflute size. That will be the limit of the
signage. That is a sensible thing too.
I note that the member for Essendon spoke about the
ability to hand out how-to-vote postal cards, and clearly
that is an issue that is considered from time to time. Is it
still appropriate? Sometimes those who come to vote
feel a bit affronted by the number of people who are
putting how-to-vote cards in front of them, but I think
on balance it is still a healthy sign that we have not
gone completely to postal elections, as they do for local
government nowadays. The experience of an election is
of a very human day, when party supporters from
whichever party are out there supporting their party
enthusiastically. There are those sausage sizzles, and of
course they should be continued to be allowed. It is a
good day of human interaction, when people actually
are physically involved in the voting process.
I think these are great changes being made. I am
pleased that there seems to be bipartisan support, or
tripartisan support, for this legislation. I certainly
commend all of those issues in the bill to the house.
They are commonsense approaches. They do tidy up
some of the issues that have been of concern for
some time.
Ms STALEY (Ripon) (15:45) — I rise to speak on
the Electoral Legislation Amendment Bill 2018. I plan
to make a short — I hope — contribution, focusing on
campaign finance caps and campaign disclosure. The
main elements of this bill that I will be talking about are
the introduction of $4000 per term limits on donations;
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bans on foreign donations; caps on small donations that
are not counted, so that we can still run raffles; and the
fact that the bill allows union affiliation fees and
captures third party campaigners in the scheme and
limits their political expenditure.
I am going to start, and probably this will set the scene
for what I will say later, by quoting article 19 of the
Universal Declaration of Human Rights, and that
says that:
Everyone has the right to freedom of opinion and expression;
this right includes freedom to hold opinions without
interference and to seek, receive and impart information and
ideas through any media and regardless of frontiers.

My key objection to these sections of the bill is that I
believe they are an unacceptable restriction on freedom
of speech and they suppress democratic political
participation. Unlike public funding, which already
exists, Victoria has no campaign limits at the moment.
There are no limits on what individuals, corporations
and trade unions can donate to political parties, so this
is a wholly new feature of Victorian electoral law.
I want to set the scene a bit by having a look at what a
couple of courts have said about these sorts of
proposals. I am going to start with the US Supreme
Court. In 1976, in a landmark decision, Buckley
v. Valeo, the court affirmed a First Amendment interest
in spending money to facilitate campaigns, writing:
A restriction on the amount of money a person or group can
spend on political communication during a campaign
necessarily reduces the quantity of expression by restricting
the number of issues discussed, the depth of their exploration,
and the size of the audience reached.
…
Given the important role of contributions in financing
political campaigns, contribution restrictions could have a
severe impact on political dialogue if the limitations
prevented candidates and political committees from amassing
the resources necessary for effective advocacy.

Then in 2010, in a case that many in this place probably
have heard of, Citizens United v. Federal Election
Commission, the court held that the free speech clause
in the US constitution prohibits the government from
restricting independent expenditures for
communications by non-profit corporations, for-profit
corporations, labour unions and other associations. It
held that because spending money is essential to
disseminating speech, as established in Buckley v.
Valeo, limiting a corporation’s ability to spend money
is unconstitutional because it limits the ability of its
members to associate effectively and to speak on
political issues.
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The final US case I wanted to refer to is McCutcheon
v. Federal Election Commission, a 2014 judgement, in
which Justice Thomas said:
… limiting the amount of money a person may give to a
candidate does impose a direct restraint on his political
communication …

I now turn to the High Court of Australia. The most
recent commentary or judgement by the High Court on
such a matter is Unions NSW & Ors v. State of New
South Wales. A number of things happened in that case,
which I will come to, but the court held that if you
aggregate the electoral communication expenditures of
political parties and affiliated organisations and then
limit them, it impermissibly burdens the freedom of
political communication. The High Court granted both
the declarations that Unions NSW were seeking,
unanimously holding that those sections that knocked
out union and company donations were invalid on the
grounds that they impermissibly burdened the implied
freedom of communication on governmental and
political matters, contrary to the Australian constitution.
Because of Unions NSW I believe this bill is open to
constitutional challenge, and it is not to do with the
provisions that allow unions to continue to donate,
which are in this bill because of that judgement. I
would go further and agree with Unions NSW assistant
secretary Mark Morey, who said:
The court has spoken very loudly to confirm people have the
right to come together, to put their money together, to
participate in the political process.

I believe this legislation before the house severely
restricts that right. It is a fundamental restriction on our
human right to freedom of speech, and it is not one that
I am at all keen on.
I would also note that some of the commentary about
this by others in this place has very much focused on the
limits to overseas donations. This bill does not just limit
overseas donations; it limits the ability of individuals,
corporations, trade unions and others to donate for
political purposes. The trade union exemption, which
comes out of Unions NSW & Ors v. State of New South
Wales, does create an uneven playing field. It does mean
that the Labor Party will always have an advantage in
the funding stakes because of this bill. We should not
shy away from the fact that this is a bill that advantages
the Labor Party in terms of its financial outlook.
Finally, I would like to rebut a little of what the Greens
representative said, because I thought his speech was
characterised by an incredible level of hypocrisy. He
stood up and said, firstly, that this was a Greens bill —
I do not believe they have been involved in any of the
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negotiations to do with this bill; and secondly, that
donations are only made because people want some
sort of benefit. Why did the Electrical Trades Union
donate $300 000 to the Greens? Why did the
Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union
donate $25 000 to the Greens? Why did Duncan
Turpie, who is associated with gaming interests, donate
$500 000 to the Greens? Why did Graeme Wood give
the Greens what was the largest political donation in
Australian history — $1.68 million — if not to buy
influence, according to the Greens?

have been truly blessed for many, many decades in
having an independent electoral commission to
oversight our democratic institutional voting
arrangements and processes, and that has served us
exceptionally well. It is really a hallmark and a
strength of our democracy. Importantly for our
government the bill goes to the very heart of some of
those critical issues that maintain integrity around our
voting processes at the same time as encouraging and
making it easier for people to participate in this
democratic institution that we call voting.

I would hold that people give money to political parties
because they believe in what they stand for. People
donate to political parties because they want to see that
side or that party in government. They want to see them
succeed because they share their world view. It is not
about quid pro quo; it is about saying, ‘We like the
values that your party stands up for. We share those
values and we want to support you’. I would argue that
being able to do that financially is a core aspect of our
freedom of speech and freedom of expression, and this
bill limits and in fact to a very large extent actually
removes that.

The bill goes to questions of modernising our electoral
system. It goes to the heart of better engagement —
facilitating greater engagement in the democratic
process of elections — and it also quite rightly
strengthens measures to support the integrity of voting
and of course issues to do with political donations,
which is an issue that from time to time causes a lot of
consternation across the community and causes a lot of
debate about whether there is undue influence
potentially that can be exerted, brought to bear on or
assumed to lie behind some political donations.

In the short time I have remaining I would like to
briefly touch on the disclosure regime. I have no
problem with real-time disclosure. I think the limits set
in this bill are problematic, not least because they
conflict with the federal limits even in terms of how
much can be tax-deductible, and I think that could
cause confusion. But I have no problem with the
principle that people should know who is donating to
political parties in significant amounts. I think that is a
transparency and accountability provision which is
supportable. I also think that with technology the way
we have it now we can do it close to real time. The
federal provisions allow people to effectively not
disclose donations for 18 months; that is far too long, so
I support the provisions in the bill that shorten the time
line and bring in that regime. However, I end by saying
that this bill is an attack on freedom of speech and is a
very dangerous path to go down.
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) (15:55) — I will
take just a few minutes to add my support to what is a
very important bill — the Electoral Legislation
Amendment Bill 2018. I do so because it is important
to acknowledge that a government’s role always has to
include a view and a mind to ensuring that we optimise
all opportunities for people of voting age and
entitlement to access the democratic process in the
easiest way possible, while at the same time
maintaining the integrity of our voting systems. Of
course in Victoria, as in the rest of the country, we

It is absolutely important for us to say at the outset that
political donations can be an important part of
supporting the political institutions that take part in our
democratic processes. This is something that is not
done away with by this bill. This is something that we
should not lose sight of. There is still freedom for
people to be able to lend support in a variety of ways
other than by purely voting for their preferred candidate
or political party. Importantly, as community
expectations grow, in terms of our societal institutions
being robust and seeking always for ways to strengthen
the robustness of our institutions and ensuring that
ultimately it is the vote and the voters who determine
political outcomes in terms of who actually forms
government and how decisions are made — ensuring
that there is integrity in the way a policy is developed
and then implemented, whose fairness is part of the
political process in itself — it is absolutely vital that
people’s confidence in our system remains strong. If
there are ways for us to strengthen that confidence, then
that is something we should always be exploring, as
governments do. That is not of course a matter of
political parties and what they bring to their efforts in
wanting to exercise a function of government, but it
really does go to the heart of the broader community
being confident in our institutions.
So I am pleased to reflect on just some of those key
elements of the bill in terms of making it easier for
people to engage. A person enrolling on the electoral
register must verify their identity. Here of course the
bill again makes it easier for people to be engaged in
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the process. There will be removal of the requirement
that a claim for enrolment be witnessed by an elector.
That is very important. We know that the electoral
commission in Victoria, as with the federal electoral
commission, has very sound processes in place to
ensure that there is good, strong oversight of the
integrity of our voting rolls. So making it easy for
people to be able to change their details on the voting
roll is part of having a modernised approach.
There are several other things that go to issues of
assisting the way in which our elections are conducted.
Simplifying how-to-vote cards is one that provides
greater flexibility in the registration of how-to-vote
cards. That makes it easier for a lot of people to want to
participate in being a candidate or to be involved in
supporting a political party.
We also have stricter requirements in terms of the use
of political signage. I think it is fair to say that all
political parties have outdone themselves over the years
when it comes to contaminating a lot of public space
with the overuse — and we are all guilty of this — of
political advertising through bunting and political
signage. We need to bring some respectability back to
all of that. We know that in most cases people turn up
to a voting booth and have already made up their mind.
Ms Ward interjected.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — That is right, they just want
a sausage. They want to be able to donate to their local
school community through a sausage sizzle.
Importantly, this is about giving greater respect to
people who come to vote, understanding that we do not
actually have to be in their face and have messages
plastered all over the place for them to be able to make
an informed decision. Being there, greeting them with a
pamphlet, if that is what it is or if a candidate wants to
be there with a small sign to just give that gentle
last-minute reminder of who they are and that they
would like their support, that is more than enough for
people to confront when they come to vote.
There is also a major environmental benefit from this.
There are many people who do come to vote these days
who comment on that — what are we doing with all
this plastic, the metres and metres of plastic, typically
bunting, that is strewn right across schools and wrapped
around schools? That is something that we would do
very well to remove and certainly curtail. I do not plan
to say much more than that, Acting Speaker. I thank
you very much for the opportunity, and I wish this bill a
very speedy passage.
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Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) (16:02) — It is
a pleasure to rise this afternoon and speak on the
Electoral Legislation Amendment Bill 2018. I have got
to say that elections that are well run and peacefully
executed are truly a hallmark of a successful
democratic state. At the outset I would really like to
thank the members of the Electoral Matters Committee
for their hard work and, as we have heard from the
chair and deputy chair of that committee, for the
collegiality of the committee’s work and the series of
recommendations that have been adopted by a
government that did not have a majority on that
committee. I also note that the Greens were not on that
committee and were busy doing other things, I suspect.
To claim that this legislation is a reflection or result of
such hard work from their quarter is indeed a little bit of
an overstatement.
As politicians I think you have to like elections. I have
always done so. I like seeing the voting process take
place and as a candidate meeting all the voters out on
the hustings, though I would have to say — indeed
confess — that, given that I have chosen not to stand at
the next election, I am not going to miss it that much.
There is a sense of relief that I do not have to go
through the election campaign process again. I have
done six — two at local government and four at state
level — and got a pretty good strike rate of five out of
six, so I am happy to depart the house with that record.
I will say, though, that having been involved in so many
elections and worked on other people’s campaigns as
well, I have always felt that there has been a need for
electoral reform. That has been a very strong belief of
mine, and I am really pleased that this piece of
legislation is one of the most significant reforms of the
Electoral Act 2002 since the act came into effect. It will
make the electoral system much clearer, more
accessible, more transparent and more efficient, and all
those words are synonymous with a healthy
working democracy.
I will refer to some of the parts of the bill, but only a
few of them because I will not have enough time to do
justice to what is a very complex and comprehensive
bill. One of the things my kids loved about election day
was getting up and putting up the bunting. We made
sure we got up early and we had it everywhere, but I
have got to say, with the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change in the house, as they
have got older they have been increasingly asking what
happens to this bunting. Indeed the bunting wars have
been referred to in this place, and I think it is a great
relief that those bunting wars will be over and all that
plastic going to landfill will no longer take place.
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I have also been concerned over consecutive elections
at the number of people partaking in early voting. It has
just become routine that people go and vote early, and it
was just an absolute nonsense that people had to
provide an excuse for that. There are lots of reasons
why people want to vote early and most of them are
very good reasons. We have a very changed economy
from when this Electoral Act came into effect, and the
electoral pre-poll system needs to come up to pace
without people having to tell a fib or two.
I also think that most people expect that an election
result, in this technologically advanced world, can be
achieved on the night of the election. One of the things
that we prize in a democracy is that it is a stable system.
The transition from one government to another, or the
continuation of governments, is very, very important
not only for a stable democracy, but also a very good
working economy and indeed a peaceful society. I
definitely do support the change so that those pre-poll
votes, those early votes, can be opened and then
counted on the night, and that we do not have people
wondering whether they have got a job to go to on
Friday, or maybe have a new job to go to on Friday or
whenever the declaration of the poll is. That is a very
good move and an absolutely correct move.
I think you have to have a pretty healthy ego to put your
hand up to be involved in politics. We have all got a bit
of a streak of narcissism in us —
Ms Green — Some more than others.
Ms GRALEY — That is true. But I have to say
walking into those polling booths and seeing your face
everywhere — there are so many A-frames, so many
big signs, there is so much there — even I, who have a
healthy ego, find it a little bit overwhelming and little
bit embarrassing. I know that some of those opposite
were suggesting that one corflute was not enough and
they wanted at least a double-sided one. Well, I am on
the side of one corflute as being perfectly sufficient.
Mr Foley — One too many.
Ms GRALEY — On some occasions with some of
the candidates’ faces that I have seen on those corflutes
it is definitely one too many, as the minister at the table
suggests.
I want to finish my contribution by referring to the fact
that we have before us a bill that introduces a new
political donations disclosure and reporting scheme
and increases public funding available to political
parties. Unlike some of the contributions I have heard,
I have always been in favour of public funding of
political parties for elections — I am looking for a
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level playing field — because I think that is when we
do get a fair contest. This bill seeks to reduce outside,
undue and unfair influence from private donations into
the political process.
One of the parts of our role as an MP is fundraising. I
have to say I do not think there would be many people
in this house who are unhappy about the fact that they
are not going to have to spend a lot of their time
fundraising. I personally do not like asking people for
money and I guard my independence and my autonomy
religiously. So I think this is a very good step forward.
We all have to do some fundraising sometimes. Some
people do it better than others and some people do it
with a catch attached to it, and that is what we do not
want to happen any further in the future.
As the Premier said:
These will be the strictest donation laws in the country,
because Victorians deserve to know who donates, how much,
and when.

It will give us confidence in the government going
forward. I have to say, representing an electorate where
people come from countries where corruption is often
rife, what we have in this country is a very good
system, but I think there is an nervousness out there in
the community around foreign donations. There is no
doubt that people are talking about that; people are very
uneasy about it. I think that to give everyone, including
newly arrived migrants as well as people that have been
here all their lives, confidence in the electoral system
and confidence in government going forward is a step
completely in the right direction.
As I said at the outset, I am a big fan of elections. My
great-grandfather banged his gold pan at the Eureka
Stockade to warn that the constabulary were coming.
He strongly believed in not being able to be taxed
without representation. I think he would be very
pleased today that his great-granddaughter is standing
here in this chamber and advocating for a more
transparent, more efficient and more accessible
electoral system because that is exactly what those
miners were fighting for in 1854. We need it now more
than ever in a world where there is so much untruth out
there in the political stratosphere. We need to have
confidence in our democratic system and confidence in
our electoral system. I commend this bill to the house.
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) (16:12) — I am pleased
to rise to speak on the Electoral Legislation Amendment
Bill 2018. As we have heard, the bill amends the
Electoral Act 2002 to make Victoria’s electoral system
clearer and more efficient, enhances the integrity of the
Victorian electoral system by introducing a political
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donations disclosure and reporting scheme and increases
the amount of public funding available to political
parties and candidates to limit the influence of private
donations in the political process.
The bill also addresses a number of recommendations
from the Electoral Matters Committee reports from
2014 and 2010. It implements political donations
reforms consistent with the position in other Australian
jurisdictions, and introduces changes to foreign
donations and penalties foreshadowed by the
commonwealth Joint Standing Committee on
Electoral Matters.
Some key matters in the reforms include streamlining
early voting procedures and processing; facilitating
better postal voting applications, processing and
counting, including by allowing for online postal vote
applications; introducing strict deadlines to meet the
requirements for registration as a political party;
providing the Speaker with discretion to issue writs for
by-elections close to a general election; introducing a
state-based regime for capping, disclosing and reporting
on political donations and offences and penalties for not
following the requirements in the act; prohibitions on
foreign donations and anonymous donations over
$1000; and changes to public funding made available
for elections, reflecting the caps on political donations
from private sources. As we have heard in this place
today from a number of members, the idea of
fundraising can be a bit daunting. It is generally not one
of our favourite activities, so speaking for myself I am
pretty happy about that change.
Regarding the early voting arrangements, I do not think
the Victorian Electoral Commission (VEC) generally
asks voters why they are voting early these days; I think
it has just come to accept that people are choosing to
vote early. People vote early for lots of different
reasons. I vote early because I am busy on election day,
as are a lot of the volunteers working on my campaign
across Victoria and many of the campaigns for the
Australian Labor Party. In order to prevent someone
forgetting to vote while they are busy working for their
candidates, it is a good idea to vote early. People vote
early for lots of reasons. Some of those are sporting
reasons or because they are going to work, and some
people just prefer not to go down to their local school or
institution to cast their vote on election day; they prefer
to do it prior to election day.
What we have seen in probably the last 10 years, I
believe, is a greater number of people, record numbers
of people, actually going to vote early rather than on
election day. Given that, I do not see why there would
be any reason not to make this change and allow people
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to vote prior to election day if they choose to. Providing
for early voting on the Friday was always difficult; it
only allowed a few hours for the VEC and political
parties to get themselves organised, so beginning early
voting on the Monday after the final nomination day
rather than at 4.00 p.m. on the final nomination day is a
really good change. I think also for our volunteers,
regardless of what political party they are involved in,
being able to start afresh at early polling on a Monday
is a good strategy for us and a real advantage, so getting
rid of providing a reason for why you are voting early is
something I support.
There is also the canvassing of political signage at
voting centres. We are used to lugging around big rolls
of plastic wrap and bunting, as members would be very
familiar with —
Mr Richardson — Chop it all up.
Ms COUZENS — Chopping it all up, wrapping it
up and sticking it in boxes for our polling booth
captains to pick up. Then there is the challenge of
getting down there early to wrap up the building and
ensure that you are there before anyone else. I have to
say that over the years it has been quite a bit of fun at
times. There are a lot of stories from way, way back
when plastic bunting was first used. Some of our life
members, for example, have some wonderful stories
that they can tell us about that. But one of the things I
have found, particularly over the last couple of
elections, is concern amongst the community about
excessive use of plastics and paper. They are concerned
about the environment and what happens to that plastic
wrap once it is pulled down and we throw it in the boot
of our car and it sits there for six months before we
remove it. Some people have used it to stop their weeds
from coming up, which is pretty innovative.
Mr Nardella — It keeps the weeds out.
Ms COUZENS — It does keep the weeds out. But I
think generally speaking there is a view within the
community that this is no longer acceptable, just like
having balloons at political events. People are now
saying, ‘Well, we don’t accept that in today’s
environment and we prefer that you don’t use them’.
Plastic bunting is exactly the same. So I am quite happy
to use a corflute, which can be reused time and time
again while you are a member of Parliament —
Mr Foley — Four years on.
Ms COUZENS — You might look a bit younger,
but you can probably get away with that for at least
three or four elections, I think. For people like me, and I
am sure other members would agree, it makes life
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somewhat easier and it is a much better thing for the
environment to not have the plastic wrap, although it
does take away the fun of unrolling it down the hall and
cutting it up.

21st century response to the continued process of
electoral reform and modernisation of this act that has
taken place over the life of this Parliament since
colonial times.

With political signage, we are looking at the display of
one sign 600 millimetres by 900 millimetres or less at
each designated entrance to the grounds of a voting
centre. I think that is the size of a corflute, which
suits me.

Of course our system is now based on one vote, one
value. The participatory processes that have seen the
franchise extend to all eligible Victorian citizens is a
fundamental pillar of why our democracy is robust and
widely supported, despite some of the stresses and
strains that it faces — not unusual to the wider
democratic world — and why in this state and nation
we have some of the highest participatory voting levels.
That is based on the notion that our system has a
requirement for all eligible enrolled voters to actually
exercise their democratic ballot, and making sure that
that happens is an issue that should not be taken for
granted. This bill takes further steps in making sure that
those Victorians who might be on the margins and
disenfranchised from that process have a further
opportunity to engage in the democratic process, which
is similar to what has happened federally. Making sure
that our system, as far as possible, aligns with the
federal electoral system is a very good goal that this bill
further delivers on.

Political donations reporting is another change that will
be welcomed by many of us. As I said, fundraising can
be a very difficult task. You have to raise enough
money to run your campaign. But I think there can be
an issue around where your donations come from. I
would suggest that most people in this place are quite
clear about where their donations come from. There
might be the odd one or two, whether it is the gangsters
or the mobsters that are around, but for me this makes it
much clearer. I think people in my electorate would
welcome the fact that this is now going to change, that
we will be required to disclose any donations over
$1000 and that there will be a cap of $4000. I think that
is really important for communities like mine that want
to see their local members of Parliament doing the right
thing. As I said, we always have, but I think it makes
people have more confidence in their local members. I
think this is a great bill. I thank the committee for the
work they have put into this, and I commend the bill to
the house.
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing) (16:22) — It gives me great pleasure to rise to
make a contribution on the Electoral Legislation
Amendment Bill 2018, a bill which seeks to amend the
Electoral Act 2002. It does this with two purposes in
mind: to make Victoria’s electoral system clearer and
more efficient whilst also enhancing the integrity of the
Victorian electoral system by introducing a political
donations disclosure and reporting scheme which in so
doing increases public funding available to political
parties and candidates whilst limiting the influence of
private donations in the political process. This is a very
worthwhile piece of legislation. I commend the
Electoral Matters Committee, a bipartisan committee,
for its report on the inquiry into the conduct of the 2014
state election, which was the genesis of this important
piece of work.
What this bill does is not just protect and enhance our
democratic system of parliamentary representative
democracy but make sure that the jewel of that system,
our electoral system, operates in a transparent and
modernised way that stays true to the fundamental
principles of the Westminster scheme. This is a

This bill also ensures that that underrated but extremely
important Victorian institution, the Victorian Electoral
Commission, can increasingly operate in the new
21st century way that allows them the opportunity to be
the guardians and stewards of our democratic
participatory system. We are well past the days of
gerrymandered boundaries and property franchises in
the other place, although some of us might still have a
hankering for doing away with, as a former Prime
Minister might well once have called it, the
unrepresentative swill in the red chamber, but we of
course in the 21st century do not take that view as that
chamber has been well and thoroughly democratised by
legislative reforms of previous Labor governments in
this place, particularly in the 1980s.
Having said all that, this bill continues the rich tradition
of this Parliament, ensuring that in an arm’s-length,
transparent way our electoral system is guarded by the
Victorian Electoral Commission. Only with the faith of
the people of the state can its elected representatives
operate. As is written in the tiles in the front vestibule
of Parliament House, the counsel of this place comes
from the fact that the people of Victoria have
confidence in our electoral system. This bill gives the
Victorian people the confidence and certainty that the
system adequately represents the will of the people and
thoroughly ensures that the system is not able to be
manipulated by those who would seek to do so. We
need look no further than the United States at the
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moment to see where there are many accusations
around 21st century technology, and new arrangements
of the democratic representative system in this place
might well be able to be manipulated.
It should not be taken for granted that foreign influence
is something that can just wash over our democratic
system. As recently as this week in the federal House of
Representatives we have had a member of the
government from Western Australia call out under the
protection of parliamentary privilege some very serious
allegations around foreign national interference in our
democratic system. I make no comment on those
allegations or indeed the people nominated in them, but
what that does is highlight the notion that, in a globally
confident, outwardly facing nation such as ours, our
economic system is such that if Victoria were a
nation-state, we would be the 28th or 29th largest
economy and system in the world.
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and that can also only be a good thing in terms of the
process of our democratic system. Ensuring, as a
consequence, that the system of public funding for
elections flows as a quid pro quo for that is equally
important. The fact that this legislation also brings into
place a series of other measures around modernising the
operation of both early voting and election day
arrangements is a further reason why I wish this bill
every success and a speedy passage through this house.
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) (16:32) — I rise
to make a contribution on the Electoral Legislation
Amendment Bill 2018 and follow some of the
reflections on the wide-reaching nature of this bill and
some of the changes that have been made, which are
quite significant both from a political donations
perspective and in relation to the electoral outcomes on
election day and in the lead-up to the election. There are
some important changes, administrative in nature, but
important changes.

Mr Pesutto interjected.
Mr FOLEY — There is a goal. In that system there
is a lot to be gained by influencing democratic
governments by those people who do not necessarily
share those democratic values. In this context this bill,
particularly when it comes to outlawing foreign
donations, sets the gold standard on which other
jurisdictions around the country should rightly now
start to be measured. Ensuring that not just foreign
donations are ruled out but alerting our democratic
system and those stewards and guardians of it at the
electoral commission to these kinds of threats and
possibilities of manipulation is something that should
be taken very seriously, regardless of what side of the
chamber one sits on in this place.
Ultimately we are all subject to the determination of the
people in our communities. They all need confidence
that the process is beyond reproach, that the process is
not able to be manipulated for the interests of others
who are unknown and who are positioned in such a
way to pursue interests that are not the interests of the
people of Victoria and of the people of this nation.
What this bill does is give us — as legislators but more
importantly the Victorian Electoral Commission as the
transparent, arm’s-length, independent stewards of our
electoral system — a new and powerful tool to keep the
rich tradition of Victoria’s democratic processes alive to
the ever-changing trends that our community would
expect of us.
This bill makes a range of other reforms, as we have
heard from other speakers, that will ensure donations
are capped at a reasonable amount — $4000 over the
course of the political cycle and $1000 per annum —

As the youngest member of the government, I have had
about a decade now where I have experienced
elections, state, federal and council. I feel for retiring
members who have had to confront things like bunting,
the numerous corflutes, the early hours and the
all-nighters that they have had to pull just to get their
face or their message out there — the hunting of prime
real estate space on a school fence. I have been there,
done that over the many years. It is quite an important
change, I think, because throughout the election and in
the lead-up it does get quite intense. For people trying
to exercise their democratic right to vote, to go through,
free from any sort of pressure, that sort of gauntlet of
trying to get into an entrance where all of these
volunteers are standing can be quite overwhelming. So
taking away those visuals and the bunting is quite good.
I must admit, as well, that my household is very pleased
that bunting is no longer on the menu. My poor wife,
Lauren, has had to help me out, putting it up on the
clothesline in ream after ream and taping the sides to
then zip-tie it to the fence. I think if I had asked her to
go around again this year we might just be having a
by-election in Mordialloc. She might have said, ‘That’s
it, Richo. You’re done. You’re cooked. We’re not
doing this anymore.’ So it has probably saved me at
home with little Paisley. We do not have to do the
bunting anymore. I think that for the environmental
outcomes as well, I always look at it and go, ‘For one
day, we’re putting all this stuff up, and it all comes
down again’. And sometimes you get a rightfully
cranky call from a school where it is still up on the
fence, or from some of the school communities.
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But the democracy sausage continues. The sausage
sizzles are not being banned. I looked through this bill.
There is none of that. There are still fundraisers at all of
our local schools. They make quite a bit of coin on the
day. That has not been banned, and any members and
candidates going forward to this election had better be
putting their money into their local schools on election
day. It is very good fundraising for them.
Mr Pesutto interjected.
Mr RICHARDSON — The member for Hawthorn
is chirping up there. He loves a bit of bunting, the
member for Hawthorn. If there is a bloke who likes to
see his own face on material, it is the member for
Hawthorn; that is for sure. But he will be restricted now
to just one corflute, just the one from now on. The
Mordialloc electorate is very relieved. I think it might
actually benefit me, this campaign — seeing less of my
head around the place. Just the one corflute alone might
actually benefit me a bit. I think the Mordialloc crew
are saying, ‘Thank goodness we will just have one we
have to look at’.
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signatures. I do not know what title people put down —
titles, citizen or whatever it was. That just makes it
more efficient for people as well. Instead of there being
barriers and challenges to voting, it is easier for people.
So these are very worthwhile reforms in terms of the
electoral outcomes, and I would like to put on notice
the work of the Electoral Matters Committee. I have a
bit of familiarity with some of the work they do,
particularly when they travel internationally. We
crossed over with the Independent Broad-based
Anti-corruption Commission Committee, and saw that
some of the work that they did was extensive, including
the briefings that they went through to really get the
best outcomes. I think they have done an incredible job,
and I acknowledge the member for Brighton, the
member for Yuroke and all of the members who
contributed to that.

But I think these are commonsense changes, as are
those around early voting. The declaration of the result
came some three weeks after the end of polling day. I
think it was declared on 18 December. The election was
on 29 November, so then the counts and the voting
were done. I was with the member for Carrum regularly
and with her crew as well. We did not know when the
results were going to be declared or what the numbers
were. I think the member for Frankston’s counting, as
well, went for a long time to get certainty in the
outcome — 12 days, I think it was. We fronted up to
Carrum Downs at the voting centre to have the count. I
think recently the Queensland jurisdiction had it all
pretty much counted straight up on the night and had
the outcome, so at least they had certainty. You might
not know the result on the night, but at least a lot of the
counting and a lot of the work will have been done.

The other really important thing is the political
donations. The member for Brighton touched on a really
important point. Something that will be a matter of
debate, I think, over the coming weeks will be the
notion of public funds and the per vote allocation to
political parties. I think the public will instinctively
question that initially, but the balance, and the
opportunity cost, is between knowing exactly what is
going to political parties, knowing exactly where those
outcomes are going — and that is the public fund — to
then strengthen the democratic outcomes, because at the
moment for up to $13 200 there is not a requirement to
disclose. You would not know who has donated to
candidates. You would not know those outcomes. I
think that is a really appropriate measure, the limit at
$4000 and the requirement to give that information in
21 days — in real time, not well after an election on
30 June, say 2019. That would be an unacceptable
outcome. The election is won and done, the government
is in and implementing policies, and yet you might find
that there was an inappropriate association or there was
something that needed further scrutiny. Well, real-time
donation disclosure is appropriate.

There are changes to early voting requirements as well.
Working people, whether in shiftwork or working at
different times, or the fact that a lot of people are busy
with sporting events or work on the Saturday — I think
70 per cent of people go through before 1.00 p.m.
Making sure that people have access to early voting —
it could be up to 35 per cent or 40 per cent of the total
vote pool is done through early voting — just makes
sense to allow people to get through and get it out of the
way in their own time, and to participate in democracy
rather than in the long lines and queues that we see.

But that will be a balance that plays out locally. That is
the real opportunity cost. Do we continue to have a
system where you do not know who is donating and
you do not know the interests — putting a significant
amount of donations at lower thresholds or splitting that
up between different entities or different individuals
depending on their interests? Or do we have a system
where you know the amount that is going to a political
party, you know the amount that the candidate will be
receiving and that hopefully leads to a better outcome
and better democracy across the board?

Then also the online postal vote application is sensible,
rather than the very bureaucratic checking of dates and

What is really concerning is that the Lowy Institute
found recently that one in two people, and particularly
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young people, do not have faith in our democratic
system. That is a systemic challenge in Australia across
the board. How do we lift the standards? I think having
the Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption
Commission is a really important step, and that will be
strengthened when we have a federal variety of an
IBAC. That is well and truly overdue to give that trust
and confidence to the public.

conveyed to me just what a significant and important
moment that was for them — to be able to cast their
vote freely, not feeling intimidated, not only because of
where they came from but also because of being women
in those countries as well. For those two it was an
incredibly powerful and significant moment to be able
to cast their vote. I think sometimes it is important for
many of us to reflect upon that privilege that we enjoy.

But we are kidding ourselves if we think that the public
is going to have trust and confidence in us when you
think that you can get $13 000 at a threshold, or
whoever could donate that. We have heard of recent
examples that played out in the media today again —
that old chestnut of the lobstergate coming up again.
That is one example of a broader range of challenges
and issues. The question you would ask people is: ‘If it
is not democracy, then what are the alternatives?’. It is
a very troubling, confronting conversation if people do
not have faith in the system of democracy in Australia.
These are the measures that lift that standard and can
give the public more confidence in our democratic
institutions and hold members of Parliament and
political parties to account. At least then if people are
donating, that is known and disclosed and then people
can make an informed decision on whether that is the
right outcome or in the best interests of their state.

Obviously if we are going to reflect on that, then it is
important also to recognise and acknowledge that we
need to maintain and enhance public confidence in our
electoral system and preserve the integrity of that
system. That is what the bill before us is doing. Its very
clear objective is to make Victoria’s electoral systems
and processes more accessible and more effective.
Indeed these are things we should always be striving for.

So this is a pretty significant reform, from the important
donation reforms all the way through to the
administrative changes, which will be welcomed, I am
sure, by all members of Parliament leading up to the
election. I think it is welcome reform and some really
important work, and I commend the Special Minister of
State, his team and his office, who have done an
incredible amount of work, working with the
crossbench as well. I commend the bill to the house and
wish it a speedy passage.
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) (16:42) — I am very
pleased to rise today to speak on the Electoral
Legislation Amendment Bill 2018. As we have heard,
this is a bill to amend the Electoral Act 2002. The
legislation we are debating today will be one of the
most significant pieces of reform to the Electoral Act
that we have seen certainly since it has been enacted. I
think this is obviously very important. Public
confidence in our electoral system is absolutely crucial.
It is up there with the rule of law.
I think many of us understand that voting is really one of
the most important democratic rights that we are
privileged to enjoy here in Victoria and in Australia. I
remember standing at a pre-poll voting location in 2014.
I had several women from Asia who were voting. They
were actually voting for the first time, and they

As I have said, there is a mountain of work that has
gone into these reforms. I would also like to thank all of
those who have been involved in this very lengthy
process — the significant amount of consultation that
has gone on to get the bill to this position and to have it
introduced and before the house as it is today.
The bill before us will improve the operation of our
electoral processes and enhance the integrity of our
electoral system by, significantly, prohibiting donations
from certain sources — namely, foreign donations —
and introducing a political donations disclosure and
reporting scheme. As it currently stands, Victoria does
not have its own reporting and disclosure scheme. We
rely on the commonwealth scheme, and as we have
seen, this has had its own deficiencies and things that
we need to address — and this bill will address these.
This bill is all about improving the transparency and
accountability of private donations and reducing the
perceived influence in the political process. Again this
is based firmly on the belief that the voting public need
to know and they need to have access to that
information about where these political donations are
coming from and what the source of these political
donations is.
The bill is also going to provide a level playing field in
the sense that it will put a cap on the amount of political
donations. As I have mentioned, it will also address
concerns with political donations coming in from
foreign sources by putting a ban on those foreign
donations. We have heard also that this bill will address
and respond to the recommendations made by the
Electoral Matters Committee (EMC) in its report on the
inquiry into the conduct of the 2014 Victorian state
election. The EMC in its report did identify and suggest
a number of improvements in relation to participation
in and the conduct of Victorian elections, and this bill is
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picking up those recommendations and will acquit the
government of the recommendations in that report.
We know that the bill will substantially overhaul early
voting. The bill will now provide for early voting to
commence on the Monday after nominations have
closed. Obviously this is a very practical step. It is a
very sensible reform. It means that the Victorian
Electoral Commission (VEC) will have proper time to
receive nominations from candidates and distribute the
ballot papers before voting commences.
Early voting will now be available to everyone under
this bill. People will not have to make a declaration
that they will not be available on election day in order
to cast their vote at an early polling booth. If voters
want to vote early, they will be able to do so. We heard
the member for Mordialloc say there will be no ban on
sausage sizzles at schools, but I suspect that the
numbers on election day will still be down. We have
seen an increase in the number of voters turning up to
early voting centres. On that point, there is also
important reform which will see early votes be counted
straightaway on election day. In my case counting
went on for 12 days. A lot of that was because of the
delay with the early vote count. I think it is fair to say
that the public expect to see an election result at the
earliest opportunity, so enabling the early votes to be
counted on election day will be a significant step in the
right direction.
We have also heard there will be an overhaul of postal
voting. Online postal vote applications will be
permitted and witness requirements for postal vote
applications will be simplified. Authorisations on
how-to-vote cards will also be simplified. In a really
huge and bold move the prohibition on political signage
will be extended. I have to say that I am really pleased
to see that all the bunting that ends up in landfill will
now be a thing of the past, as will all that jostling for
position and people staying out overnight to guard their
corflutes and bunting on the sides of schools be
relegated to history and to the stories that we will be
telling years down the track. I certainly remember the
day after election day in 2014, having to travel from
school to school to school to pick up all that old
bunting, all the old corflutes and all the old signage that
had been left there from the day before. I am really
pleased we are not going to be having to do that. We
have heard that candidates will be permitted one
corflute. To everyone I say: make sure it is a good one.
Very significantly, this bill will introduce a political
donations disclosure and reporting scheme. This will
apply to all persons and all entities that make or receive
political donations. Significantly, these reforms will
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actually be some of the strictest and most transparent
political donations laws in Australia. As I mentioned
before, currently in Victoria there is no scheme for
regulating political donations. We have relied on the
commonwealth scheme, which has led to some issues
with transparency and delays in the public disclosure of
donations. These reforms will change all of that. In
terms of the proposed changes to political donations,
these will apply to registered political parties,
candidates, groups of candidates, elected members,
associated entities and third-party campaigners. It will
cover gifts of money, property and services in kind
made without consideration. Significantly there will be
a ban on foreign donations, regardless of the amount. It
will also be illegal to accept any anonymous donation.
There will be a cap of $4000 for each four-year election
period from the same source. This means it will be
much more difficult for those with big pockets or
brown paper bags to try to exert greater influence.
There will be real-time reporting of political donations
at or above $1000, and a disclosure return must be
provided to the VEC within 21 days of making or
receiving a political donation.
There will be additional public funding as well, and we
have already heard many members speak to this. There
will be $6 for each first preference vote for eligible
candidates in this house and $3 for each first preference
vote for eligible candidates in the other place. As we
have heard, significant consultation has taken place in
drafting this bill. Extensive briefings have been held.
We are proposing to bring in significant reforms that
will improve our electoral processes. This is a good
thing for Victoria and a good thing for the public. I
commend the bill to the house.
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) (16:52) — I rise
to speak on the Electoral Legislation Amendment Bill
2018. It was interesting to hear the member for Carrum
and others talking about bunting and the fight to keep
one’s bunting up, because I am afraid I do not
experience that issue in Thomastown. We do not use
much bunting — just a little bit around the entrances to
the schools.
Ms Thomas interjected.
Ms HALFPENNY — They show up with Trinity
Grammar School umbrellas. Anyway, getting on to the
bill. This bill covers a lot of things in terms of elections.
You would have to say it is a very substantial bill, a bill
that modernises certain parts of the Electoral Act 2002
and how we conduct elections, that tidies up some areas
where there is a gap or something lacking, and that
makes very substantial changes to things such as
political donations.
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First of all, I will just go to some of the tidying up and
modernising functions of the bill and then spend most
of the time I have left talking about the larger issue of
political donations. For example, this legislation makes
a change so that when you enrol to vote you will prove
your identity by showing your passport, licence or
some other sort of photo identification. In the past you
were added to the roll by a third person acting as a
witness and confirming your identity. In line with
normal customs and practices in pretty well every other
situation of needing to show your identity or proving
who you are, I think it is much better to use things like
your licence or your passport.
There are the smaller things, such as the tidying up of
loopholes and problems. In relation to early voting,
with the legislation at the moment you have to give a
reason why you are voting early. If there is an early
polling station, why can’t you vote early? Even in the
Thomastown electorate the number of people who have
been lining up to cast an early vote has been
overwhelming, whether it is because they have many
things on at the weekend or for whatever reason. I think
it is much better to make it normal so you do not have
to give an excuse or a reason why you are voting early.
You just go in and it is accepted that you can vote early,
and you go about things in that way.
There is another tidying up of an issue, which is that the
legislation is now being changed to say that when
nominations close it is the following Monday when
early polling stations can open. This gives an
opportunity for candidates to print and prepare
how-to-vote cards. This has not been possible
sometimes because there was such a short period of
time between the closing of nominations and the
opening of early polling booths.
Getting onto the more substantial part of the legislation,
which is political donations, as previous speakers have
said, this is about putting much greater controls and
transparency around political donations. This legislation
will provide some of the strictest and strongest laws
around private political donations. Where private
donations are still allowed they will be very transparent,
in that there will be real-time reporting. There will also
be much greater compliance, and penalties if individuals
or organisations breach the electoral legislation.
Compliance officers will be able to investigate and
determine where breaches have occurred.
Again in terms of political donations I think it will be
great to stop these. Some people of course may argue
that if you do not have private donations, the public is
then paying for political parties to advertise and to
conduct election campaigns, but I think overall people
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understand that it is much more democratic to have a
system whereby funding is equal, so all parties have the
ability to run their election campaigns and have even
amounts of money to explain their policies, their views
and their ideas and so there is proper information in the
public realm for voters to make an informed decision.
In having the ability to make an informed decision they
then can determine who the government should be into
the future.
As I understand it, and I assume there is an ability to
look at this later, funding will be based on an amount of
money per first preference. I think it is $6 for the
Legislative Assembly and $3 for the Legislative
Council. This will be the way that political parties will
be able to fund their campaigns and what they do
during election periods to make sure that people know
what the differences are between the political parties.
We will be running in November on our record of the
last four years, on all the great stuff that has been done
by the Andrews Labor government around infrastructure
renewal and getting rid of level crossings and on all the
great work around schools and hospitals. These are the
things voters will look at, so it will be great when we
come to our election campaign that I will be able to tell
people about all the great things we have been doing.
This legislation, as I understand it, has broad support. It
is fair legislation that provides a mechanism for voters
to make informed decisions and to get full information
to decide which way they want to vote at elections.
The SPEAKER — The time set down for
consideration of items on the government business
program has expired, and I am required to interrupt
business.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
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Second reading
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Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
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Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

STATE TAXATION ACTS AMENDMENT
BILL 2018
Second reading
Debate resumed from 22 May; motion of
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

NATIONAL REDRESS SCHEME FOR
INSTITUTIONAL CHILD SEXUAL ABUSE
(COMMONWEALTH POWERS) BILL 2018
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

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

Real Estate Institute of Victoria authority
documents
Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) (17:01) — (14 449)
My adjournment is to the Minister for Consumer
Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation, and I ask her
to immediately intervene in the incredibly damaging
scenario that has come to light around estate agent
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engagement authorities and the fees payable for
services rendered. In November 2017 the minister’s
senior adviser was fully briefed about the potential
ramifications of the use of a short version of the
exclusive sales authority form issued by the Real Estate
Institute of Victoria (REIV) and approved by the
director of Consumer Affairs Victoria (CAV) in April
2010 under the former Labor government. At that
meeting her then advisor assured all parties present that
a legislative fix would be introduced into the Parliament
prior to Christmas 2017.
It is now six months later, and she has not introduced
those legislative amendments. The potential
consequences of this inaction are almost immeasurable.
Potentially, refunds for hundreds of thousands of
commissions could be sought, totalling many hundreds
of millions of dollars. A recent Supreme Court appeal
found that the rebate statement used by an agent in a
transaction did not comply with section 49A of the
Estate Agents Act 1980. It found that the amount of
commission in question was not disputed, rather that
there was a technical breach of the law. When the initial
case was lost in September 2017, the REIV rightfully
alerted Consumer Affairs Victoria. As a result, the
standard authority forms were immediately changed.
However, this does not help those agents who have had
statements of claim lodged against them since the
original case’s appeal was lost. The floodgates have
been opened. There are now several cases that I am
aware of that could cost some agents — many of them
small businesses — their livelihoods. One is facing a
claim of $235 000 plus over $60 000 in legal and other
costs. This is a horrendous situation for any
hardworking, honest businessperson to be put in.
Given that the former executive director of CAV
approved the shortened standard form — her own
correspondence clearly shows this and uses the word
‘approved’ — and the courts have now found the forms
to be non-compliant, it could leave the door open for
CAV to be joined to any new cases. This leaves the
department extremely exposed, with the potential cost
to Victorian taxpayers immense. It is essential that the
ambit claims of ambulance-chasing opportunists are
halted before businesses and lives are ruined or even
lost here in Victoria. Imagine if agencies closed in large
numbers. Not only would tens of thousands of jobs be
at risk, but surviving agents may see the opportunity to
increase their fees with less competition around. That
would make buying a home or property far more
expensive for the average person — a very scary
prospect given the cost-of-living pressures Victorians
are already facing.
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This is not a new issue, and it should have been dealt
with as soon as the anomaly came to light. I ask that the
minister immediately act to right a wrong, seemingly
sanctioned by her department.

Kambrya College
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) (17:04) —
(14 450) My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Education and concerns Kambrya College. The action I
seek is that the minister visit the school to join me in
opening its new state-of-the-art facilities and see how
staff and students are benefiting from their new learning
spaces. Kambrya College is the revolution school. It is
an extraordinary school that continually goes above and
beyond for its students. It has experienced significant
growth recently and is in desperate need of new
facilities to meet the needs of the school community
and the local community too. They were thrilled to hear
that the Andrews Labor government provided the
school $3 million in the 2016–17 state budget to build a
new multipurpose facility. The new two-storey facility
has replaced existing portable classrooms, which I can
assure you were well past their use-by date, and now
incorporates new classrooms and a multipurpose room,
both of which will be available for use by the
community. This has been a big win for Kambrya
College — a thoroughly deserved win — its students
and our local community, who really deserve to have
access to the very best schools with the very best
facilities. Construction on the new facility is almost
complete, and I know Kambrya College would love to
have the minister down to see the new facilities. I hope
that the minister can come down to Narre Warren
South, or more like Berwick, to see how our efforts to
build the Education State are helping to foster
world-class learning and teaching.

Caulfield South Primary School
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) (17:06) — (14 451)
The matter I wish to raise is for the Minister for
Education. The action that I seek is for the minister to
urgently ensure funding of the Caulfield South Primary
School toilets, a matter which we now consider an
emergency for those 500 children that are currently
educated at the school and a matter that has certainly
been raised by me and by the school principal. It was
also mentioned on radio this afternoon, and I
understand the department also commented on it to say
that they would look into this. This is a real issue. It is
certainly an issue where we have a basic necessity,
toilets, in disrepair, causing health issues for some four
children who have had problems since using those
bathrooms. Shortly after I visited last week the toilets
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were out of order for the rest of the afternoon because
there were blockages within the toilets.
This is a real problem and a matter that needs urgent
attention. It is a real shame that we have to raise these
kinds of matters in the Parliament of Victoria to get
these kinds of things done. You would think that basic
necessities like bathroom facilities would be a matter of
priority. I do raise the point that across the road in the
seat of Bentleigh some $20 million has been spent on
upgrading school facilities in that electorate. As
Bentleigh is a marginal seat at the moment that is under
threat of being lost in November, one would certainly
have to question the attention given to it in this budget
alone, where it had $20 million, whereas in the
electorate of Caulfield we had $150 000 for the whole
electorate. That was for St Kilda Primary School, and
there was nothing for Caulfield South Primary School.
Fifty thousand dollars is all they need to fix these toilets.
It should be done now. It should be done as a matter of
priority. It should not be another ‘looking into
something’, not another review. Get the maintenance
people down, fix these toilets and ensure that the
children are given the basic service of health and
wellbeing in their school to get on with the important
element of education. I ask the minister to act on this
important matter right now and report back to the school
community as to when the matter will be resolved.

Head Start apprenticeships and traineeships
program
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) (17:09) — (14 452) My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Education,
and the action I seek is for the minister to provide me
with an update on when more information will be
available regarding which schools will participate in
the Head Start apprenticeships and traineeships
program. Thousands of Yuroke residents have built
careers through apprenticeships and traineeships, and I
am delighted that we are supporting the next
generation of skilled tradespeople. This initiative
presents a fantastic opportunity for students in my
community to develop real-world qualifications that
will allow them to get ahead and finish school
qualified and ready to work. I know that Yuroke
residents will welcome the opportunity to hear more
about the Head Start program, in particular members of
the Yuroke Youth Advisory Council, which I chair.
This year advisory council members have chosen to
focus on youth employment, and through their work
we have heard from young people about the strong
local demand for improved access to career pathways.
I look forward to hearing from the minister and sharing
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his response with my community, including members
of my youth advisory council.

Elwood Canal
Ms ASHER (Brighton) (17:10) — (14 453) The
issue I have is for the Minister for Water, and the action
I am seeking of her is to immediately institute
mitigation works to stop flooding in the Elwood Canal
area. I have raised this issue with her previously on a
number of occasions. Residents in my electorate are
inconvenienced by flooding, and even if flooding is
forecast and does not eventuate there is still a lot of
work sandbagging and preparing. It is a major, major
issue for these Elwood residents. Solving the issue
needs cooperation between Port Phillip council,
Bayside council, possibly Glen Eira council as well and
Melbourne Water.
I have a document called the Elster Creek Catchment
Action Plan, dated October 2017, in confidence. I refer
to this plan. At page 3 of this document it indicates that
in March 2018 Melbourne Water would have taken
action to evaluate a previous flood mitigation strategy. I
would obviously be interested to see if that has been
completed or not. But the residents need slightly more
than a review of the 2011 flood mitigation strategy and
consideration of whether there are other opportunities
not previously identified that might be appropriate for
mitigating this flooding. The residents need slightly
more than that.
I also refer the Minister for Water to page 6 of the
document, and because Melbourne Water’s logo is on
this document I assume that this is endorsed. At
point 18 it says that the authors of this document want
to, and I quote:
Develop a specific education program for councillors, MPs,
senior council executives and stakeholder advocacy
groups …

to acquaint us with this situation. Can I advise the
minister that I do not need a publicly funded education
program. My constituents do not need a publicly
funded education program. What they need is action to
stop flooding. That has been their request now for
many, many years. I just emphasise that I would like
the minister to act immediately to institute some flood
mitigation works and to institute that action now.

Tullamarine Freeway–Bulla Road, Essendon
North
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (17:12) — (14 454) I
direct my adjournment to the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety, and the action I seek is for a meeting to
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occur between his office, VicRoads and the City of
Moonee Valley. There have been recent changes to the
intersection between Bulla Road and the Tullamarine
Freeway. Constituents have contacted me to express
some of their concerns about being able to access the
Tullamarine Freeway quickly and easily, and I have
also received correspondence from council. I would
welcome the opportunity to have a meeting occur
between council, VicRoads and the minister’s office to
discuss this issue in more detail.

Hume Freeway–McKoy Street, West Wodonga
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) (17:12) — (14 455) I
wish to raise a matter for the attention of the Minister
for Roads and Road Safety. The action I seek is for the
minister to act decisively and put a halt to works on a
vital intersection on the Hume Freeway near Wodonga
until such time as VicRoads can explain how this
dog’s breakfast of a design will make a known black
spot any safer.
I do acknowledge that the minister has just paid me a
visit in our new digs in the last 20 minutes, and we had
a conversation. However, the minister needs to answer
why these works on the Hume Freeway are being
undertaken by the developer of a nearby half-built
service station. If it is a service station with no direct
access to the freeway, why is the developer paying for
the roadworks? If it is a freeway service centre, then the
roadworks are in their court, but all the planning
applications are then in question. There are serious
questions about the consultation processes. Businesses
in the nearby industrial estate received a leaflet last
Tuesday saying that work was starting in five days.
Minister, was there a public notice issued under
section 52 of the Planning and Environment Act 1987?
This is an intersection with a history of accidents.
VicRoads was so concerned that it imposed an
80-kilometre-per-hour zone between 7.00 a.m. and
7.00 p.m. three years ago. This is an intersection that
sees parents ferrying kids to and from school; people
going to work; up to 200 truck movements a day, many
of them B-doubles; and, according to road freight
experts, various combinations of the heavy vehicle
freight task into the future. About 35 000 vehicles pass
through the intersection every day and 3000 trucks
every night. This cheap and nasty solution calls for
motorists to go past the intersection and use U-turn
bays in both directions. We have mums and dads with
kids on board, and any combination or future
combination of heavy vehicles will then need to get
across two lanes of freeway traffic in less than
80 metres to turn left into McKoy Street. Did I mention
that the entry back onto the freeway is a blind corner?
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Minister, you already know this, and I have written to
you three times since last November on this issue alone.
There has been some silence there, and I continue to
wait. I asked you again as a matter of urgency last
Friday, and it was only today that we had that first
conversation. Minister, you are right: you might not
want to tell me what is going on, but you might want to
explain to the people in my community who now fear
for their lives as a result of this work. You might also
like to talk to the civil engineers, who say that this is no
safer, and establish the extent of any consultation. Talk
to VicRoads — your department — about whether the
80-kilometre speed limit that people have been
screaming about for so long on this section of the
freeway will now be an all day, every day restriction.
A shocking precedent has been set with this work and
the poor decisions of the planning authorities,
VicRoads and VCAT. The true loser in this sorry tale is
my community. Minister, you need to answer these
questions, and someone needs to take responsibility for
an intersection design that may cost someone’s life.

Small business programs
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) (17:16) —
(14 456) My adjournment request is to the Minister for
Small Business. The action I seek is an update on how
this year’s Victorian state budget benefits small
businesses and particularly those from culturally and
linguistically diverse (CALD) backgrounds, and
obviously there are many in the electorate of
Broadmeadows. The Andrews Labor government has
been reducing the regulatory burden and providing
support for small businesses in Victoria since 2014.
This can be witnessed in the increase in the threshold
for payroll tax and the suite of supportive programs that
Business Victoria provides. This year’s state budget
again provides key support for small businesses in
Victoria, specifically those in regional and rural
Victoria and culturally and linguistically diverse
communities, as well as for women in business along
with those businesses in trade and ecommerce.
Businesses in my electorate have benefited from
programs such as the Small Business Festival Victoria
and the Small Business Mentoring Service. I am
pleased to hear that small business programs funded in
this year’s budget will continue this work and that the
focus is on CALD communities. The Andrews Labor
government has always backed multicultural
communities. We know how hard people who have
come to Australia work to make their living to have
greater success for their families. Particularly in my
area this is of critical note, and the minister understands
this. He has been a great supporter in the past. This is
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another way that we can build on providing increased
commercial activity, more businesses and, most
crucially, more jobs.

Phillip Island traffic management
Mr PAYNTER (Bass) (17:17) — (14 457) My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety —
Mr Nardella interjected.
Mr PAYNTER — Well, you shouldn’t be, you
rorter. You should be embarrassed to even speak in this
chamber and interrupt a member of Parliament. You
shouldn’t be here.
The SPEAKER — Order! Through the Chair.
Mr PAYNTER — The action I seek is for the
minister to gather advice from VicRoads as to its vision
for the gateway to Phillip Island, in particular the length
of Phillip Island Road between the bridge and Boys
Home Road through Newhaven. The public and
particularly the residents and traders along this stretch
of road have waited for over four years for a clear
direction from VicRoads. Unfortunately for all the
landowners the indecision by VicRoads has made it
difficult for both the residents and the commercial
landowners to make decisions for the short, medium
and long-term use of their landholdings. What is even
more concerning is that VicRoads has not implemented
any road acquisitions into section 32 statements, and to
this day the land is being sold for commercial and
residential interests without any disclosure of potential
work that is going to greatly affect the value and future
use of this land.
In particular I ask the minister to seek advice from
VicRoads as to the planning scheme amendments and
to update me on the future use of this land, and I ask
him to request VicRoads to finalise their version of the
plan, including the specific land area required for
compulsory acquisition. Finally, when is the project to
be finalised and approved?
Mr Nardella interjected.
Mr PAYNTER — Don, you are a disgrace. You are
an absolute disgrace. You have brought the Victorian
public —
Mr Nardella interjected.
The SPEAKER (17:19) — Order! I am going to ask
both the member for Bass and the member for Melton
to leave the chamber for the period of half an hour.
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Mr PAYNTER — You should be embarrassed to
sit here, Don.
The SPEAKER — Order! I have asked the
member for Bass to leave the chamber. He is treading
on thin ice.
Honourable members for Bass and Melton
withdrew from chamber.

Seymour rail line
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (17:20) — (14 458) Due to
the lateness of the hour and the tensions between those
members that just left the chamber, I think I will make a
very short contribution. That does not mean it is not
important; it is very important. I wish to raise an
adjournment matter for the Minister for Public
Transport, and the action I seek from her is a plan to
improve services on the Seymour line. Until recently I
was a regular user of this line, and when this line
functioned well, door to door, from Doreen to
Parliament, I was able to get here in under an hour.
Ms Allan — Under an hour!
Ms GREEN — Yes. I want to thank the users of
this line, which is struggling with increased patronage,
who have made me and my upper house colleague
Jaclyn Symes aware of their concerns. I am really
hopeful that I will be able to help them resolve some of
their concerns and that the minister will be able to have
a plan to resolve this. I will shortly be meeting with
Nicole and Sally, who are regular users of the line, to
discuss their concerns and how I can be of assistance. I
urge the minister to act.

Responses
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport)
(17:21) — I am delighted to respond to the matter
raised by the member for Yan Yean. She was succinct
but was, as always, a passionate advocate for the
community of the Yan Yean and the broader district.
Her tireless efforts continue, particularly when it comes
to improving rail services for communities along the
Seymour line. At this point I also note the strong
advocacy work that is being undertaken by Jaclyn
Symes, a member for Northern Victoria Region in the
other place, who has been working with the member for
Yan Yean.
We understand that there are a range of longstanding
impediments to improving passenger services on the
north-eastern Shepparton line, and we are absolutely
determined to work hard to see improvements to those
services. Part of that was, firstly, fighting for and,
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secondly, succeeding in getting funding for the regional
rail revival package from the federal government,
which meant having to go back in on that issue with the
federal government and get the additional $135 million
for the north-east line to bring the track up to a class 2
standard. It is a great shame that we have not had any
support from some of those who represent that part of
the community, but we have gone into bat for them and
we have been successful.
The member for Yan Yean wants to see additional
improvements to services, and it was great to see that
additional services on the Seymour line were funded as
part of the recent state budget. Of course to deliver
those additional services you need rolling stock, and it
demonstrates why we invested in getting new rolling
stock in previous budgets — to enable us to run more
services. But we also acknowledge that there are some
real challenges on the Seymour line as a result of
population growth and subsequent passenger growth.
That is why there have also been improvements to
stations at Donnybrook, Wallan and Kilmore East, and
we are putting in car parks in a range of areas as well.
But there is more to do. That is why V/Line has a team
examining in detail the issues on the Seymour line, and
I believe the member for Yan Yean and Jaclyn Symes
met with V/Line yesterday to further discuss those
issues. The member for Yan Yean is encouraging us to
work very hard to get an early resolution to some of the
issues with how we can improve reliability on the
north-east line, so I have asked V/Line to continue to
work with those members and also with passengers. It
is really important that we have the voice of passengers
and the experience of passengers as we look at what
else we can do. In addition to adding services, putting
on new rolling stock and making track improvements, it
is about also making sure that we talk to passengers
about these matters. Once again I thank the member for
Yan Yean for her terrific work in representing her
community and pushing the ministers very hard at
every opportunity to get improvements in her area.
The remaining nine adjournment matters raised a range
of matters for a range of ministers, and they will be
referred to them for their action and response.
The SPEAKER — The house is now adjourned.
House adjourned 5.25 p.m. until Tuesday, 5 June.
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